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he  PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  oontains  all  that  can  be  ooUected  of  the  LegialatiTe  Hutory  of  thia 
dtry  from  the  Conquest  to  the  cloee  of  the  XVIIIth  Century  (1803),  36  toIb.  The  chief  iioiixxseB  whence 
le  IDebates  are  derived  are  the  Conrtitational  History,  24  toIs.  ;  Sir  Simonds  D'Ewes'  Journal :  Dehatet 
be  Commons  in  1620  and  1621 ;  Chandler  and  Timherland's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey's  Debates  of  the 
mnons,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols. ;  Almon's  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  toIs.  ;  The 
rdwicke  Papers ;  Debates  in  Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  Ac,  Ac. 

lie  PABLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are  set  forth  in 
following  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 

>NQnEST  to  34  GEO.  H. 
1066  to  1760. 
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(FiKST  Parliambnt.) 
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Aug,  1.    Lord  Dbnman,  on  page  29,  line  26,  alUr  40  <a  4 ;  on  page  86,  line  26,  aU«r  160  to  60. 

Au^m  6.    Lord  Cliftobd  of  Ohudlbioh;  on  page  801,  the  obeervation  attribnted  to    Ijord 

Clifford  of  Chndleigh,  was  made  oy  another  noble  Lord. 

Aug,  6.    Earl  Fobtbsoub,  on  page  444,  line  6,  alUr  G^ermany  to  Italy. 

Aug^  6.    The  Earl  of  ICnrro,  on  page  462,  line  26.  alUr  I  to  he ;  on  pages  463,  470,  471»  499, 

the  observations  attribnted  to  Uie  Earl  of  Minto  were  made  by  aoother 
noble  Lord. 

Aug,  18.    Mr.  Chancb,  on  page  1137,  the  third  and  fourth  lines  should  read,  *'of    writs 

oi/Urifaeiat  of  their  nnrednced  rents." 

Aug,  18.    Sir  J.  Swinbubnb,  on  page  1160,  line  12,  oltor  impropriators  to  tithe  owners ;  line  84, 

alter  work  to  woruiip. 

Aug*  17.    Mr.  Baikbs,  on  page  1687,  line  81,  alter  tourist  to  transit ;  page  1638,  line  5,  miier 

Chorch  toTnde. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


IN    THE 


FoxTATH  Session  of  the  Twsnty-Fourts  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  6  auoust,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HER   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTORIA- 


No.  I.]       SEVENTH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889.      [August  9. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thuriday,  Ui  Augtui^  1889. 


BDUOATIONAL   endowments  (SCOT- 

LAND). 

*Thb  Dukb  of  ARGYLL,  in  present- 
ing a  Petition  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  her  to  withhold  her 
consent  from  Scheme  No.  201  of  the 
Edncational  Endowments  (Scotland) 
Oommission;  said :  My  Lords,  I  have  a 
Petition  to  present  from  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
upon  the  subject  of  a  Provisional  Order 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners, 
with  the  authority  of  the  Moderator, 
representing  the  Assembly,  which  they 
consider  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  Under  the  En- 
dowed School  Commission  they  have 
the  power  of  issuing  regulations  in  re- 
gara  to  all  endowments  connected  with 
education.  The  endowments  dealt  with 
in  this  Provisional  Order,  being  those 

VOL.  CCCXXXIX.  [thxhd  sbbies.] 


belonging  to  the  Society  for  Propagating 
Christian  Ejiowledge,  date  from  as  far 
back  as  1709,  and  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  is  given  into  the  charge  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  for  the  promotion  of 
education  and  religion  in  Scothmd^ 
especially  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands. 
My  Lords,  I  can  testify  that  a  great  deal 
of  public  good  has  been  done  for  many 
vears  by  these  endowments.  They  have 
been  employed  for  religious  and  eduoa* 
tional  purposes  in    some  of  the  very 

foorest  parishes  in  the  Highlands  and 
slands.  The  Commissioners  now  pro- 
pose that  a  considerable  part  of  this 
money  should  be  given  into  the  charge 
of  a  new  body  for  the  purpose  of  educa- 
tion alone,  and  a  much  smaller  share 
left  in  the  charge  of  the  Society 
for  the  Propagation  of  Christian 
Knowledge  for  religious  purposes, 
of  which  I  had  the  honour  of  being 
President  for  many  years.  Having 
inquired  into  the  circumstance  under 
which  this  Provisional  Order  has  been 
issued,  I  can  only  say  that  while  sympa- 
thising very  much  with  the  feeling  of 
the  General  Assembly  expressed  in  this 
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3        Court  of  Sesmn  and  Bill         { LORDS}     Chamhtr  {SeoOand)  Clerks  Bill.    4 

Petitioa,  yet,  having  looked  into  all  the 
drcumstances  as  far  as  I  oan/and  looking 
at  the  position  of  the  various  relig^ious 
bodies  in  Scotland  which  is  very  different 
now  from  what  it  was  when  the 
endowments  were  given,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  ask  the  House  to  interfere 
with  the  Provisional  Order  of  the  Com- 
missioners. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILLS. 

*LoiiD  BALFOUE,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Order  made  on  the  5th  day  of 
March  last, 

<^That  no  Bill  broagM  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or  Pro- 
Visional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Friday,  the  28th  of  June  next," 

be  dispensed  with,  in  order  to  enable  a 
number  of  Electric  Lighting  Provisional 
Orders  Bills  to  be  read  2'  said: 
My  Lords,  the  House  will  require  a 
word  or  two  of  explanation  from  me  in 
making  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
name.  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that 
it  is  the  last  time,  as  far  as  I  know  this 
Session,  that  I  shall  have  to  appeal  for 
any  suspension  of  the  Sessioniu  Orders. 
The  circumstances  under  which  it  is 
necessary  in  this  case  are  as  follow : — 
Your  Lordships  are  aware  that  last  year 
an  Act  was  passed  amending  the  con- 
ditions under  which  Provisional  Orders 
cocdd  be  granted  for  the  supply  of  the 
electric  light  throughout  the  country; 
and  the  consequence  of  that  has  been 
that  a  very  large  number  of  applications 
have  been  made,  and  those  which  are 
before  the  House  are  the  first  of  the 
applications  under  the  Act  of  last  year. 
In  consequence  of  the  circumstances,  a 
very  great  deal  of  discussion  had  to  take 
place  with  the  various  Local  Authorities 
concerned .  The  first  of  these  Bills  con- 
cerns Local  Authorities  in  the  country, 
and  I  believe  the  Orders  confirmed 
by  it  are  absolutely  unopposed.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Orders,  which 
concern  the  Metropolis  as  well  as 
the  private  Bill  which  has  been 
just  now  moved  on  behalf  of  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  a  very  great 
deal  of  discussion  also  took  place, 
and  so  important  were  the  issues  in- 
volved to  the  people  of  the  Metropolis 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  thought  it 
necessary  to    have  a   special  inquiry. 

The  Duke  of  Argyll 


That  inquiry  extended  over  18  days, 
before  Major  Marindin,  one  of  me 
officials  of  the  Board,  and  a  Eeport  was 
made  upon  the  whole  subject.  Even  sub- 
sequently to  that  Eeport,  a  very  great 
deal  of  discussion  and  negotiation  had  to 
be  gone  through ;  so  much,  indeed,  that 
the  Bills  confirming  the  Orders  could  not 
be  presented  to  theother  House  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Sessional  Orders.  But  the 
other  House  suspended  the  Sessional 
Orders,  and  referred  the  Bill  to  a  strong 
Committee,  presided  over  by  SirG^eorge 
Trevelyan.  The  result  was  that,  on 
every  material  point,  the  decision  of  Ma- 
jor Marindin  was  confirmed.  The  appeal 
I  now  make  to  your  Lordships  is  that 
you  will  not  allow  this  ver  j  large  amount 
of  discussion  and  expense  to  be  wasted, 
but  that  you  will  suspend  the  Sessional 
Order  and  allow  the  ^ills  to  be  read  a 
second  time.  I  therefore  beg  to  move 
accordingly. 

The  Eesolution  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
said  Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

LUNACY  ACrS   AMENDMENT  BILL 

(No.  9.) 

Eetumed  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  amendments :  The  said  amend- 
ments to  be  printed.    {No.  199.) 

CANADA  (ONTARIO  BOUNDARY)  BILL 

(No.  151.) 

PASSENGERS  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL.    (No.  100.) 

Beturned  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to. 

BOARD  OF  AGRICULTURE  BILL 

(No.  125.) 
Hetumed  from  the  Commons  with 
the  amendments  agreed  to. 

CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 
BILL  (No.  160.) 
Eeported  from  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c.. 
with  amendments :  The  Report  thereof 
received;  and  Bill  re- committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Monday  next. 

COURT  OF  SESSION  AND  BILL  CHAM- 
BER (SCOTLAND)  CLERKS  BILL 
(No.  152.) 

Reported  from  the    Standing    Com- 
mittee for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &c., 


Local  Oov$mmeni 


{AX70T78T  1,  1889} 


{Sciilani)  Bill. 


with  amendments :  The  Beport  thereof 
received;  and  Bill  re-committed  to  a 
Oommittee  of  the  Whole  Houae  on 
Tuesday  next. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to   be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Tuesday  next.— (The  Lord  President, 
v.  Cranhrook).      (No,  201.) 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1'; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2^  on 
Monday  next. — (The  Lord  Ker,  M. 
Lothian).    (No.  202.) 

SETTLED     LAND    ACTS   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1^; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2* 
to-morrow.— (The  Lord  Macnaghten). 
(No,  203.) 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1' ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  zead  2*  on 
Tuesday  next.— (The  Lord  Ker,  M. 
Lothimt).    (No.  204.) 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.    (No.  179.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Beading  read. 

*  Thb  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian):  My  Lords, 
in  rising  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  give 
a  Second  Reading  to  this  BUI  I  cannot 
but  express  my  regret  that  it  has  not 
been  in  my  power  to  introduce  the 
measure  to  your  Lordships'  House 
at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session, 
altering  as  it  does  the  whole  condition 
of  the  County  Ghoyemment  of  Scot- 
land. I  should  have  been  glad  if  it 
had  been  in  my  power  to  bring  a  Bill  of 
this  nature  before  your  Lordships  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  in  which  you 
could  have  given  a  more  adequate  con- 
sideration to  it.  From  the  condition  of 
the  Benches  of  the  House  I  am  glad  to 
see  that  confidence  is  felt  in  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  because  it  would 
appear  from  the  number  of  noble  Lords 
present  that  there  must  be  a  general 
conriction  that  the  Bill  is  a  good  one, 
and  that  there  is  no  desire  to  go  very 
much  into  the  details  of  it  at  this  stage. 
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But  I  should  have  preferred  that  thos® 
noble  Lords  who  are  connected  with 
Scotland  should  have  been  present  in 
greater  numbers  to  go  somewhat  into 
the  details  of  the  measure.  I  need 
not  enlarge  upon  the  principle  of  this 
Bill,  because  it  is  one  to  which  your 
Lordships  have  already  given  your 
assent  oy  the  passing  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill  for  England  last  year. 
The  Bill  now  before  your  Lordships' 
House  simply  gives  effect  as  regards 
Scotland  to  the  principles  which  your 
Lordships'  House  then  accepted.  But 
the  circumstances  of  Lociu  Qovem- 
ment  in  Scotland,  are  so  different  from 
those  which  prevail  in  England,  or 
which  prevailed  in  England  before  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  of  last  yesr,  that  the 
Bill  which  I  now  place  before  the  House 
necessarily  differs  in  very  important 
particulars  from  the  Bill  passed  with 
regard  to  England  last  year.  In  some 
degree  those  differences  make  it  more 
difficult  to  frame  a  measure  which  is  to 
be  applicable  to  the  whole  country  than 
was  the  case  in  England,  for  I  do  not 
think  the  condition  of  things  in  England 
as  regards  the  most  distant  parts  of  the 
countoy  from  one  end  to  the  other  vary 
so  greatly  as  they  do  between  the 
more  thickly  populated  and  prosperous 
parts  of  Scotland  in  the  south,  south- 
east, south-west,  and  north-east,  and  the 
isolated,  more  thinly  populated  and  often 
poverty-stricken  districts  of  the  north 
and  north-west  of  Scotland.  I  must 
ask  your  Lordships  to  bear  with  me 
while  I  endeavour  as  shortly  as  I  can 
to  go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill,  touch- 
ing only  on  the  more  important  points 
now,  asidng  you  to  reserve  the  considera- 
tion of  the  details  more  particularly  for 
a  later  stage  when  the  Bill  comes  into 
Committee.  But  before  going  into  the 
details  of  the  Bill  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient  that  I  should  shortly  describe 
the  existing  condition  of  the  administra- 
tion and  of  the  administrative  bodies, 
for  without  that  it  would  be  difficult  to 
explain  to  your  Lordships  what  it  is  that 
is  now  proposed  to  be  transferred 
from  the  existing  bodies  to  the  new 
County  Councils.  The  first  and  most 
important  body  which  now  exists  in  the 
County  Qovemment  of  Scotland  is  that 
which  is  called  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply.  They  are  the  chief  County 
Authority.  The  Commissioners  of 
Supply  are  composed  of  owners  of  land 
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ot  the  annnal  value  of  £100,  and  the 
owners  of  houses  of  the  annnal  value  of 
£200.  They  hare  a  ofaairman  elected 
from  among  their  own  body,  who  is 
called  a  convener.  I  allude  to  the  name 
of  the  convener  simplj  bacause  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  Chairman  of  the  new 
Count;  Councils  should  be  called  by  that 
name.  Their  especial  powers  have 
reference  to  the  police  sdminiatratioD, 
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of  1878  between  main  and  other  roads. 
They  impose  all  road  rates,  which,  at 
their  option,  may  be  imposed  on  eerersl 
parishes  or  on  the  parishes  separately. 
But  under  these  bodies  elected  trien- 
nially  aa  regards  the  representaliresof 
the  ratepayers  there  are  what  are  called 
the  Boad  Boards.  They  are  nominated 
annually  by  the  general  body  of  the 
Boad  Trustees,   and    they   practically 
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to  the  Oommiasionen  of  Supply,  who 
rate    according    to    that    requisition. 
Then        the      only      other     adminis- 
trative    Authority      in     the    counties 
which  I   need  refer  to  is  the  hody  of 
Justices  of  the    Peace.     In    England 
those  authorities  are  a  Tory  important 
body,   and  they  have  yery  important 
functions    to    perform;    but  in    Scot- 
land   their    adminstratiTe    powers  are 
small.      Under  this  Bill  the  whole  of 
their  powers  will    not    be  transfered ; 
only  their  adminstrative  powers  will  be 
transferred  to  the  Oounty  Councils,  and 
not  those  with  regard  to  the  granting  of 
licenses.      The    most    important    duty 
which  now  falls  on  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace  will  be  retained  by  them — ^namely, 
the   granting  of    licenses.      It  is  not 
proposed    by  this    Bill  to   make   any 
change     in  that  respect.    Those,    my 
Lords,  are  the  four  existing  authorities 
with  regard  to  County  Administration 
in  Scotland.    It  will  be  necessary  for 
me,  I  think,  to  refer  also  to  the  Parish 
Authorities.    They  are  three  in  number. 
The  first    are  the    Parochial    Boards, 
administering    relief    both    to     ordi* 
nary  paupers  and  as  required    under 
the  Poor  Liaws.     The  second  Parochial 
Authorities  are  the  Local  Trustees  for 
administering  the  Public  Health  Acts. 
They    carry    out    the    sanitary    laws 
Generally  the    Administrative  Autho- 
rity is  the  same  as  the  parochial  body. 
The  rates    levied    under   the  sanitary 
laws  are  paid  half  by  owners  and  half 
by  occupiers.    It  is  proposed  to  trans- 
fer the   jurisdiction  under  the  Public 
Health  Acts  from  the  Local  Authorities 
to  the    County  Councils  by  this  Bill. 
The  third  authority  of  this  class,  which 
I  need  only  refer  to  by  mentioning  it, 
as  it   is  not   affected  by   this  Act,  is 
the    School    Board  which  administers 
the  Education    Acts  in    each    parish. 
Therefore,     my     Lords,    what    it     is 
proposed   under    this    Bill    to    do    is 
to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Supply,  of  the  County  Heads  Trus- 
tees, of  the  Local  Authorities  admini- 
stering the  Contagious  Diseases  (Ani- 
mals) Acts,  and  of  the  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  as  far  as  administrative  powers 
are  concerned,  but  excluding  the  powers 
with     regard      to    the      granting    of 
licenses;  and  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction 
Of  Parochial  Authorities  as  far  as  the 
public  health  is  concerned,  but  not  deal- 


ing with  their  administratton  of  the 
parochial  laws,  or  the  powers  of  School 
Boards  under  the  Education  Acts.  I 
think  now,  my  Lords,  having  stated 
what  are  the  powerd  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  transfer  to  the  County  Coun- 
cils, I  should  refer  to  the  constitution 
and  powers  of  the  County  Councils 
themselves.  Firat,  as  regards  their 
constitution :  Under  the  third  clause  of 
the  Bill  the  County  Councils  are  to  be 
charged  with  the  whole  of  the  adminis- 
trative and  financial  business  of  the 
counties.  Under  the  provisions  of 
Clause  4,  as  your  Lordships  are  pro- 
bably aware,  the  Councillors  are  to  be 
elected.  Perhaps  here  I  might  point 
out  the  position  which  under  this  Bill 
it  is  proposed  should  be  given  to  the 
small  burghs.  In  Scotland,  as  those  of 
your  Lordships  who  are  acquainted 
with  the  Scotch  Burghs  are  aware, 
there  is  a  large  number  of  Royal  and 
Parliamentary  Burghs,  the  populations 
of  which  vary  in  a  great  decree,  many 
of  them — most  of  them  indeed — being 
of  very  ancient  origin.  Some  of  them 
have,  of  course,  almost  dwindled  away, 
and  have  but  small  populations ; 
but  on  the  other  hand  others  have  greatly 
increased  and  have  already  become  large 
and  important  towns.  By  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  upon  the  Burgh  and 
Police  (Scotland)  Bill,  which  sat  in  the 
other  House  in  1888,  it  was  recommended 
that  all  burghs  having  a  population 
under  7,000  should  be  amalgamated 
with  the  county.  In  preparing  this  Bill 
the  Government  have  followed  the 
suggestion  and  recommendation  of  that 
Committee,  and  it  is  proposed  that  all 
the  Royal  and  Parliamentary  burghs 
having  aleas  population  than  7, 000  should 
for  the  purpose  of  police  administration 
and  in  regard  to  dealing  with  contagious 
diseases  among  animals  be  amalgamated 
with  the  counties.  Royal  and  Parlia- 
mentary burghs  above  that  fixed  limit 
of  7,000  will  not  be  disturbed  by  this 
Bill.  But  there  is  another  kind  of  burgh 
in  Scotland.  They  are  called  police 
burghs,  and  some  of  them,  such  as 
Oovan,  have  enormous  populations. 
These  burghs  will,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  Bill*  be  treated  as  in  the  county ; 
they  will  be  subdivided  into  wards, 
and  each  ward  will  send  a  representative 
to  the  County  Council.  Then  this  pro- 
posal has  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
small  burghs :  that  they  are  to  them« 
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selyes  elect  their  representativee 
(according  to  a  Dumber  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland)  from  among 
the  Town  Councils,  so  as  to  avoid  the 
expense  and  trouble  of  separate  regis- 
tration and  separate  elections.  Then 
at  first  there  will  be  in  addi- 
tion to  the  numbers  fixed  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  under  the  Bill, 
four  ex  officio  Councillors,  who  have 
been  connected  with  the  former  authori- 
ties. That  is  to  say,  at  the  first  election 
there  will  be  those  members  in  addition 
to  the  fixed  number,  and  the  object  of 
that  is  to  ensure  there  being  on  the  first 
Gouncils  some  members  who  have  been 
concerned  in  and  are  acquainted  with 
the  administrative  work  of  County 
Government.  There  will  be  no  Alder- 
men under  this  Bill  :  the  number 
of  the  Councillors  for  each  county 
-will  be  settled  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland,  and  for  the  first  election, 
when  the  number  of  Councillors  for  each 
County  Council  has  been  definitely  fixed 
in  each  county,  the  Sheriff  will  divide 
the  number  of  districts  necessary  accord- 
ing to  the  number  of  Councillors  who  are 
to  sit  on  the  Council,  and  each  separate 
district  will  return  one  Councillor.  After 
tiie  first  election  there  will  be  Boundary 
Commissioners  appointed  who  wiU  no 
doubt  be  able  to  perform  the  duty  of 
dividing  the  districts  more  accurately 
than  can  be  done  by  the  Sheriff,  who 
will  make  the  division  in  the  first  in- 
Btance.  I  now  come  to  the  question 
of  the  county  electors,  which  is,  perhaps, 
rather  a  more  serious  question.  The 
electors  will  consist,  first,  of  all  the  Par- 
liamentary electors  who  are  at  present 
on  the  register  for  the  Parliamentary 
elections,  including  those  members  of  the 
electorate  who  are  called  ''service  fran- 
chise voters."  In  addition  to  that,  all 
Peers  will  be  placed  upon  the  register, 
and  women  otherwise  qualified  as  Par- 
liamentary electors.  The  payment  of 
county  rates  is  made  a  condition  of 
voting  for  these  elections  except  in  the 
case  of  service  franchise  members. 
Therefore  there  wiU  be  two  payments 
of  rates  which  will  be  essential  before 
anyone  can  vote  for  members  of  the 
County  Council;  in  the  first  place 
being  on  the  County  Begister  he  will 
have  to  pay  the  Poor  Bate,  and  in 
the  second  place  being  placed  on  the 
register    for   the    election    of   County 
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Councillors  he   will  have   io  pay  his 
portion    of    the    Consolidated   County 
Hate.     But  with  reference  to  the  ser- 
vice franchise  voters,  they  are  placed 
in    rather    a    different  position;   they 
will   not   pay   any   rate   directly,   but 
they    are    liable    to    their    employer, 
who     can,    if    he    chooses,    at    any 
time      insist     upon     the     repayment 
to  him  of  any  rate  in  respect  of  the 
houses  which  they  occupy  under  him. 
These  proposals  are  merely  giving  legis- 
lative recognition  to  an  existing  practice. 
It  is  also  expressly  provided  that  if  the 
service  franchise  voter  has  had  any  de- 
duction made  from  his  wages  in  the 
nature  of  rates,  no  further  claim  can  be 
made  upon  him  in  that  respect.    Then 
there  is  a  provision  that  county  electors 
can  only  vote  in  their  own  divisions. 
Then,  my  Lords,  comes  the  register.    I 
do  not  think  I  need  say  much  about 
that.     The  register  will  consist  of  the 
Parliamentary  and  supplemental  regis- 
ters, having  upon  it  the  names  of  Peers 
and  of  women,  who  would  not  otherwise 
be  qualified  to  vote  as  Parliamentaiy 
electors.    In  reference  to  what  I  said 
just    now    about  the  payment  of  the 
county  rates,  provision  is  made  in  the 
Bill  that  in  the  register  a  mark  is  to  be 
placed  against  the  name  of  every  elector 
who  has  not  paid  his  county  rates,  and 
who  will  therefore  be  disqualified  from 
voting  at  an   election.      I  see  that  a 
notice  on  this  subject  has  been  placed 
on    the  Paper,   and  I  think   perhaps 
we  owe  it  to  the  fact  that  women  are 
not    eligible    to  sit  as   County  Coun- 
cillors ;  but  in  that  respect  we  are  simply 
following    out    the    provisions   of   the 
Municipal  Elections  Acts,  where  they 
are  not  allowed  to  sit  upon  Town  Coun- 
cils.   The  elections  are  to  be  triennial. 
They  will  take  place  on  the  first  Tuesday 
in  December,  except  that  the  first  elec- 
tion is  to  be  on  the  first  Tuesday  of 
February  next  year,  it  being  impossible 
to  complete  the  registers  eanier,  so  as  to 
allow  the  election  to  take  place  at  the 
ordinary  period.    In   addition    to   the 
powers  and  duties  which  I  have  already 
referred  to,  which  wiU  be  transferred 
from    the    Local    Authorities    to    the 
Town  Councils,  they  will  have  power 
to  appoint  Medical  Officers  and  Sani- 
tary   Inspectors     for     the     Counties. 
That,    I    think,  your    Lordships  ^will 
agree    is    a    very     desirable     pron- 
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sioD,  because  it  is  yery  desirable  for 
the  public  health  that  the  lospectors 
and  medical  officers  should  have  super- 
yiaion  over  a  larger  area  than  is  now 
possible.  They  will  also  have  power 
to  enforce  regulations  under  the  Biyers 
Pollution  Acts.  Now  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  rating.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  that  the  rates  should  be  paid 
half    by    owners    and    half   by    occu- 

Siers.  But  there  is  a  very  important 
eduction  to  be  made  from  that  prin- 
ciple, that  is  to  say,  a  very  important 
qualification  as  regards  that  principle, 
because  the  rates  now  levied  solely  on 
the  owners  have  been  stereotyped  on 
the  ayerage  for  the  last  10  years.  They 
will  continue  to  be  paid  by  the  owners 
only  upon  that  average ;  and  any  incre- 
ment above  that  will  be  paid  half  by 
the  owner  and  half  by  the  occupier. 
That  is  to  say,  the  average  rate  of  pay- 
ment for  the  last  1 0  years  by  the  owners 
in  re^rd  to  the  cost  of  police  and  for 
the  different  charges  of  administration 
in  the  county  will  be  stereotyped,  and 
the  Sheriff  is  to  iix  that  as  the  amount. 
There  will  be  no  appeal  from  his  decision. 
But  that  average  in  the  stereotyped  rate 
is  not  U>  include  any  payment  of  debts, 
or  the  T>ayment  of  any  interest  upon 
those  debts.  The  average  amount  will 
be  calculated,  leaving  out  of  that  item 
the  payment  of  any  instalments  of  debts 
or  of  interest  on  debts.  Otherwise  the 
whole  of  the  payments  made  under 
the  authority  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  will  be  stereotyped  upon  an 
average  of  the  last  10  years,  and  will 
fall  to  be  paid  by  the  owners  only. 
Above  that  stereotyped  amount  any  in- 
crement will  be  paid,  half  by  the  owners 
and  half  by  the  occupiers.  I  think  this 
provision  is  a  very  satisfactory  one.  It 
has  been  adopted  in  recognition  of  the 

frinciple  of  representation  and  taxation, 
f  the  whole  of  the  payments  had  been 
divided  absolutely  between  the  owner 
And  the  occupier,  it  would  have  placed 
upon  the  occupier  to  a  very  large  extent 
a  burden  which  he  has  never  had  before. 
It  has,  therefore,  been  thought  right 
that,  while  the  owner  should  continue 
to  pay  the  average  rate  which  he  has  paid 
during  preyious  years,  any  increment 
upon  that  rate  should  be  paid  equally 
between  him  and  the  occupier  after  the 
^tabUshment  of  the  County  Council. 
Then,  my  Lords,  with  regard  to  certain 


functions  of  administration,  it  has  been 
thought  that  the  country,  as  a  rule,  is 
too  large  an  area ;  and  under  the  Bill, 
except  in  very  small  counties,  not  ex- 
ceeding six    parishes,   they  must    ap- 
Soint  District  Committees.     They  must 
ivide  the  counties  into  districts  for  cer- 
tain purposes.    The  two  particular  points 
to  which  I  desire  to  refer,  in  regard  to 
which  the  Committees  will  take  the  place 
of  District  Councils,  are,  Erst,  the  man- 
agement   of    the    roads;  and,   second, 
the  administration  of  sanitary  matters. 
The    Bill  commits  the    administration 
under  both  these  heads  to  the  District 
Committees  to  be  appointed  under  the 
Act,  consisting  of  the  district  officers, 
and  one  representative  from  each  Board 
within  the  district.     This  Board  will 
supply  the  place  of  the  Council,  and  does 
not  involve  any  separate  cost  of  election. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  come  to  another  point, 
and  that  is  the  Standing  Joint  Com- 
mittees.   In  speaking  just  now  of  the 
constitution    of   the    Commissioners  of 
Supply,  I  did  not  refer  to  the  Statutory 
Committee  which  is  appointed  by  them 
— namely,  the  Police  Committee.  Under 
that  Police  Committee  is  the  Statutory 
Committee.     I  think  its  number  (speak- 
ing under  correction  from  noble  Lords 
present,  who  are  well  acquainted  with 
these   matters)    must   not    exceed    15. 
They    include    the     Lord    Lieutenant 
of     the     county,   and    the    Sheriff  of 
the   county.      Their  powers  are    very 
large.     They  have  the  appointment  of 
the  Chief  Constable,  and  they  have  to 
report  to  the  Commissioners  of  Supply 
at  the  general  annual  meetings.    They 
have  in  their  hands  the  general  manage- 
ment of  the  police.    It  is  now  proposed 
by  this  Bill  that  a  corresponding  body 
called  the   Standing  Joint  Committee 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  Council.    The 
Bill  proposes  to  give  borrowing  powers 
to  the  Standing  Joint  Committee  of  the 
Council,    and    the    Commissioners    of 
Supply,  consisting  of  such   number  of 
County  Councillors,  not  exceeding  seven, 
as  shall  be  appointed  by  the  County  Coun- 
cil annually  at  their  meeting  in  May. 
The  Sheriff  of  the  county  is  to  be  an  ex 
officio  member  of  the  Standing  Joint  Com- 
mittee, or  in  case  of  his  absence  one  of 
his  substitutes  to  be  nominated  by  him 
for  the  purpose,  and  the  Committee  are 
to    elect    one    of    their    own    niunber 
to  be  Chairman.    For  this  purpose  only 
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will  the  Oommisrionen  of  Sapply  be 
retamed;   all  their   fanctions   will  be 
transferred  to  the  County  Oounoils ;  but 
for  this  purpose  only — ^namely,  that  of 
electing  seven  members  of  their  Board 
to  sit  upon  the  Joint  Oommittee,  will 
they  be  kept  in  existence.     The  Stand- 
ing Joint  Committee,  in  addition  to  the 
duties  and  powers  which  are  now  held 
by  the  Police  Committee,  will  hare  a 
yeto  on  all  capital  expenditure ;  that  is 
to  say,  that  if  the  Council  determine  to 
expend  a  sum  of  money  upon  construct- 
ing roads  or  furnishing  water  supply,  or 
incur  any  capital  expenditure  of  that 
kind,  their  decision  will  be  subject  to 
the  veto  of  the  Standing  Committee; 
and  the  Standing  Committee  will  hare 
also  a  Teto  upon  the  borrowing  powers 
and  in  regard  to  charging  the  future 
revenues  of  the  county,  which  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  consider  is  a  desirable 
power  for  them  to  have,  so  as  to  prevent 
fixture  cx'rjivagance   and    future   risk 
of  a  drain   upon  the    county     funds. 
Another  point  is  that  the  Bill  provides 
for  an  efficient  audit.    At  present  there 
is  no  general  audit  of  accounts  in  Scot- 
land. I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
it  is  exceedingly  desirous  that  a  more 
efficient,  general,  and  uniform  system  of 
official  audit  should  be  established  for 
Scotland.    I  have  already  referred  to 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  to  be  ap- 
pointed under  the  Act.    The  Commis- 
sioners are  mentioned  in  the  Act.   Their 
function  will  be  after  next  February  to 
adjust  the  boundaries  of  parishes,  and 
to  make  pecuniary  adjustments  wherever 
necedsary  between  counties  and  parishes 
where  the  boundaries  are  altered,  so  as 
to    involve    financial    changes.      Now 
I    have    gone     through     the    general 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  I  come  now 
to    the    financial    relations    with    the 
Exchequer.      Upon    this    point    your 
Lordships  will  probably  take  a  greater 
interest  in  the  measure.     As  you  are 
aware,  last  year,  under  the  authority  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  a  new 
arrangement  was  made,  by  which  the 
Probate  Duties  were    returned — I  am 
now  speaking  of  Scotland  alone — and 
an    undertaking    was   given   that  the 
Excise  Duties  and  License  Duties  should 
also  be  returned  to  Scotland.  According 
to     the     estimates     of    the     Probate 
Duty  in  Scotland  the  share  of  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  amounted  to  £234,000.     The 
Bill    provides   for    grants    in    aid    of 
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£30,000  to  the  Highlands  and  Islands. 
For  the  police  there  is  £155,000,   for 
pauper  lunatics  £90,500,  and  for  the 
medical  relief  of  the  poor  £20,000.  The 
amounts  in  those  respects  in  all  come  to 
£265,509.    The  total  amount  reeeived 
by  Scotland  during  the  current  year  is 
1889-90  £499,500.     Now,  my  Lords,  to 
pay  the  grants  amounting  to  £265,000 
as  regaras  police,  medical  authorities, 
and  pauper  relief,  provision  is  made  by 
the  £iU.    There  is  a  special  grant  for 
maintenance  of  roads  of  £35,000.    That 
makes  a  total  grant  of  £330,000.     De- 
ducting  that    from  the  previous   sum 
mentioned  leaves  £  i  69, 500.    That  is  for 
the  current  year.      In  the  next  jetiTf 
1890-91,  the  local  tax  licenses,  which  are 
not,  of  course,  included  in  the  Returns  I 
have  given,  will  amount  to  £323,000, 
and  the  Probate  Duty  will  come,  as  in 
this  year,  to  £234,000,  making  a  total 
of   £557,000.      The  sums  payable  for 
police,  pauper  lunatics,  and  relief  of  the 
poor  are  calculated  to  be  exactly  the 
same  —  namely,  £265,000.     The  sum 
paid  for  the  roads  will  be  £35,000,  just 
as  during  this  year ;  but  for  the  High- 
lands   and    Islands    only    a    sum    of 
£10,000  will  be  allowed,  instead  of  the 
£30,000  which  was  allowed  this  year  and 
last  year  only  as  a  temporary  measure. 
The  sum  total,  therefore,  which  will  be 
required  to  pay  for  the  items  which  I 
have  mentioned  to  your  Lordships  will 
be    £310,500,    leaving    available    for 
further  purposes  £246,500.    Now,  the 
question  to  be  decided  was,  what  was  to 
be  done  with  this  surplus  money  ?    As 
your  Lordships  are  probably  aware,  in 
deference  to  tne  wishes  of  the  Scottish 
people  it  has  been  proposed  to  devote 
those    sums     of     £169,500    for    this 
year,  and  of  £246,500  for  next  year, 
to      the     payment     of     the      school 
fees  in  all  the  State-aided  schools  in 
Scotland.    My  Lords,  I  should  like  to 
say  one  word  upon  that  point,  because 
I  know  it  is  a  matter  which  has  aroused 
great  interest  in  this  House  and  else- 
where.   There  are  those    who    are  of 
opinion  that  there  should  be  absolutely 
free    education  in  Scotland  up  to  the 
Fifth  Standard  on  the  one  hand,  and 
there  are  others  who  think  that  such  a 
system  is  dangerous   in  the  extreme, 
and  that,  except  under  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances, there  should    be  no   free 
education  at  all.    Upon  that  disputed 
question  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  now ; 
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bat  I  should  like  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention  to  the  facts  of  the  case.    As  I 
stated  just  nov,  the  money  which  has 
been  given  back  under  the  arran||^ment 
of  last  year  has  been  given  back    to 
Scotland  in  the  manner  most  agreeable 
to  the  Scottish  people.    It  is  entirely 
Scottish  money.    It  is  returned  to  Scot- 
land in  respect  of  payment  of  the  Probate 
Duty,  and    in  future    what    will  come 
from  the    Excise  Duty.    I  think,  my 
Lordsy  after  the  expression  of  opinion 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which 
did  not  come  from  one  Party  or  from 
one  section  only,  but  which  came  with 
absolute  unanimity  from  theBepresenta- 
tives  of  the  whole  people  of  Scotland, 
Her  Majesty's  OoTemment  would  have 
taken  a  very  heavy  task  upon  its  shoul- 
ders in  declining  to  listen  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Scottish  people.    These  proposals 
were  laid  before  the  other  House ;  they 
were  adequately  discussed,    and  there 
was  no  question  whatever  that  if  the 
matter  was  to  be  left  to  the  discretion 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  it  would  be 
determined  in  the  manner  now  proposed 
by  this  Bill — namely,  for  the  relief  of 
school  fees  in  the  first  five  Standards. 
I  should  like  to  call  your  Lordships' 
attention    to  the  clause    under    which 
this  proposal  is  carried  into  efifect.    By 
Clause  22,  Sub-section  6,  it  is  provided 
that— 

"The  balance  shall  be  applied  towarde  relief 
from  payment  of  school  zees  in  the  State-aid 
Schoou  in  Scotland,  and  shall  be  distributed 
in  such  manner  and  in  accordance  with  such 
conditions  as  may  from  time  to  time  be  set 
forth  in  the  Scotch  Education  Ck)de  annually 
submitted  to  Parliament." 

Of  course,  the  Scotch  Education  Code 
now  submitted  to  Parliament  cannot  con- 
tain that  regulation ;  but  as  soon  as  this 
Bill jpasses,  a  Minute  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  from  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  showing  the  proposed 
distribution  of  this  money  and  the  safe- 
guards under  which  it  is  distributed  to 
the  different  School  Boards  and  Volun- 
tary Schools  in  Scotland.  The  amounts 
received  from  the  Exchequer  for  distri- 
bution by  the  County  Councils  will  be 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  and  the  Licensing  and  Excise 
Duties  and  Probate  Duties  will  be  paid 
over  in  the  same  manner  as  the  existing 

Cuts.    After  the  existing  grants  have 
n  provided  for,  as  I  have  explained 
to  your  Lordships,  they  will  be  distri- 


buted according  to  the  provisions  of  a 
Minute  which  w3l  be  suboiitted  to  Parlia^ 
meat  as  soon  as  this  Bill  passes  into 
law.  There  is  every  reason  to  believe 
that  the  money  so  available  will  be  found 
sufficient  to  relieve  the  school  fees  in  the 
whole  of  the  first  five  Standards.  If 
your  Lordships  will  allow  me,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  that  to 
show  why  I  think  there  is  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  money  will  be  sufficient  to 
relieve  education  in  the  first  five  Stan- 
dards. The  average  school  expenditure 
in  Scotland  at  this  moment  is  £503,000, 
and  the  amount  of  all  fees  is  about 
£310,000 ;  but  of  that  sum  from  the  fees 
in  first  five  Standards  about  £260,000 
to  £265,000  is  received.  I  do  not  say 
that  I  am  quite  accurate  in  these  figures, 
but  I  am  as  nearly  right,  I  think,  as  it  is 
possible  to  ascertain  them.  So  that  for 
the  first  five  Standards  there  will  be 
about  £265,000  to  be  provided.  Over  the 
whole  of  t^cotland  the  average  amount 
received  from  fees  over  the  whole  six 
Standards  comes  to  about  12s.  lOd. ;  but 
the  average  received  from  fees  in  the 
first  five  Standards  comes  to  less 
than  lis.,  and,  by  next  year,  it 
will  eome  to  about  10s.  per  head. 
So  that  there  will  be  provided 
very  nearly  the  amount  required  to 
exempt  the  first  five  Standards  from  any 
payment  of  fees.  I  do  not  say  the 
amount  will  be  exactly  met ;  but  under 
this  Bill  a  certain  number  of  schools 
will  be  allowed  to  exact  fees  in  populous 
places  like  Glasgow  and  Edinburgh, 
where  there  may  be  some  loss  ex- 
perienced  in  respect  of  the  fees  from 
the  first  five  Standards,  and  they  will  be 
able  to  recoup  themselves ;  so  that  there 
will  be  sufficient  money  to  relieve  the 
first  five  Standards  from  payment  of 
fees.  The  first  proposal  is  to  distribute 
this  money  for  relief  of  rates  and 
for  public  purposes,  and  this  exemp- 
tion from  payment  of  fees  coming  to 
10s.  per  head  will  very  largely  go  to 
the  relief  of  rates  or  ratepayers  in 
Scotland  except  in  places  where  the 
fees  charged  are  very  high.  I  think 
I  have  now  gone  through  the  principal 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  I  have  not  at- 
tempted to  go  into  any  details  upon  most 
of  its  provisions,  judging  that  the  con- 
sideration of  those  details  will  be  very 
much  better  left  to  occupy  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  in  Committee,  and  that 
they  will  be  very  much  better  discussed 


19 


Lical  Gov 


there.  But  I  aliould  like,  before  I  bU 
down,  to  Bay  a  faw  words  generally  upon 
the  change  which  by  tbis  Bill  it  is  pro- 
posed to  make.  In  proposing  this 
measure  to  Parliament,  ana  in  making 
these  changes  in  local  administration  in 
Scotland,  I  deaiie  to  say  that  I  have 
not  any  fault  (and  I  am  sure  I  may 
speak  for  Her  Majesty's  Ooverament 
vhen  I  say  so)  to  find  with  the  local  ad- 
ministrative bodies.  On  the  contrary,  I 
am  very  glad  to  have  this  opportunity 
of  recognising  how  earnestly  thej  have 
done  their  work,  that  they  have  done 
it  with  zeal,  efSciency,  economy,  and 
the  greatest  public  spirit ;  and  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  they  have 
avoided  extravagance  of  expenditure, 
they  have,  on  the  other,  always  fully 
leoo^iaed  the  duties  and  responsibili- 
ties imposed  upon  them.  This  I  know 
from  my  own  private  experience  in 
Scotland ;  and  I  am  glad  to  have  this 
opportunity  of  saying  that  that  experi- 
ence has  been  amply  borne  ont  by  the 
wider  experience  which  I  have  obtained 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  to  hold  the 
office  of  Secretary  for  Scotland.  But 
though  I  look  upon  the  superces- 
sion  of  those  bodies  who  have  done 
their  work  so  admirably  in  the  past, 
with  (as  I  confess  I  do)  some  feeling  of 
regret,  and  though  I  feel  that  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  will  be  thrown 
upon  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  wilt  be 
largely  increased  if  this  Bill  passes, 
eepecially  with  regard  to  the  educational 
lantern,  it  is  with  no  feeling  of  doubt 
or  misgiving  that  I  ask  your  Lordships 
to  nve  a  Seoond  fieading  to  this  Bill, 
and  I  have  every  confidence  that  the 
work  of  local  administration,  placed  as 
it  will  be  on  a  broader  and  more  ex- 
tended basis,  will  be  done  as  well 
OS  it  has  been  done  before.  I  am 
aware  that  at  first  there  may 
some  friction.  A  new  system  i 
not  be  introduced  without  some 
friction,  and  some  diEBcnlty.  There 
may  be  at  first  s 
which  may  be  over 
energy  which  may  not 
sufficient  discretion,  b 
the  work  will  be  sal 
if  friction  and  difficuli 
exist,  that  state  of  this 
away,  as  it  has  done  in 
newly  created  bodies, 
in  course  of  time  we  m 
flolid  work  to  be  done  1 
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Scotland.  We  are  getting  a  better  sys- 
tem of  education  ;  with  better  education 
there  comes  greater  knowledge  ;  and 
then  with  greater  knowledge  there  comes 
a  most  legitimate  and  proper  desire  to 
take  a  more  effective  part,  not  only  Is 
the  work  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
but  in  the  work  of  Ike  county  in  which 
the  people  live,  and  which  is  nearer  to 
them,  and  more  important  to  their  needs. 
Naturally,  I  myself  ia  not  think  that 
my  countrymen,  the  people  of  Scotlaad, 
are  as  Conservative  as  I  should  like  to 
see  thsm — not  nearly  so  Conservative; 
but  from  one  point  of  view,  I  do  think 
the  people  of  Scotland  are  strongly  and 
thoroughly  Conservative.  They  are  so 
proud  of  their  ancient  history  and  in- 
stitutions which  afi'ect  themselves  and 
everything  connected  with  their  dfulf 
life,  that  they  would  be  reluctant  to 
make  any  change  which  would  tend  to 
cut  them  off  from  the  system  of  County 
Government  which  has  gone  before, 
and  &om  their  historic  and  local  associa- 
tions. Consequently  I  look  forward  with 
great  confidence  to  the  exeroiM 
of  the  increased  powers  which  will 
be  given  by  this  Bill  to  the  connty 
electors  of  Scotland.  I  cannot  hdp 
thinking  that  yon  will  agree  with  me 
that  such  a  measure  as  this  is  a  guaran- 
tee for  increased  and  eubstantiu  politi- 
cal progress,  recognising  as  I  think  it 
does  existing  interests,  and  at  the  same 
time  giving  effect  to  that  desire  which  I 
have  alluded  to — namely,  a  closer  par- 
ticipation in  Local  Government.  Itmnk 
that  such  a  measure  as  this,  bring- 
ing homo  as  it  does  to  all  who  are  inter- 
ested in  Scottish  affairs  the  fact  that 
with  the  new  privileges  given  to  them  by 
this  Bill  there  will  come  new  duties  and 
new  responsibilities  and  with  them  new 
burdens,  whsn  this  Bill  passes  into 
law,  if  your  Lordships  give  a  Second 
Beadingto  it,  as  I  hope  you  will  to-night, 
will  confer  lasting  benefits  upon  the 
local  Qovemment  and  people  of  Scotland. 
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LiordBbips*  House,  and  to  be  misimder- 
etood  from  not  haying  heard  the  Ques- 
tion put,  whether  uppn  a  Motion 
for  a  Bill  brought  forward  by  my- 
86lf  or  in  opposition  to  any  Motion 
brought  forward  by  noble  Lords.  It 
my   privilege   to  be  able   to  come 


IS 


and    say     whether    I     withdraw    any 
Motion  that  I  may  make,  or  whether  I 
am.  justified  in  my  persistence  in  conduct 
which,  with  great  reluctance,  I  pursue. 
This  matter  is  one  of  principle.    If  my 
Motion  were  carried,  the  proposal  for 
the  word  ''  now  "  could  not  be  put.    As 
to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  it  is 
said  in  the  Scriptures  that  "  In  the  mul- 
titude of  counsellors  there  is  safety."  The 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  sat  down,  the 
Secretary  of  State    for  Scotland,  has 
given  us  a  most  excellent  account  of  the 
composition  and  duties  of  the  dififerent 
bodies,   which  it  is  now  proposed  to 
supercede  by  a  very  much  smaller  num- 
ber.   My  £ords,  this  is  decidedly  an 
experiment.    It  is  impossible   to    say 
that  the  Local  Goyemment  Bill  of  last 
Session  was  not  an  experiment.    It  is 
a  case  of  paulo  po%t  fuiurum  legislation. 
It  has  given  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and 
perplexity,  and  even  the  Commiseioners 
who  were    the  final  referees     say    if 
there    was     any    difiference    between 
counties  and  boroughs,  they  must  alter 
their  opinion.    As  to   the  division  of 
money  between  them,  everything  is  kept 
uncertain.    We  knew  what  we  had  to 
look  to,  when  we  had  the  Oommissioners 
of  Supply,  when  we  had  the  Magistrates, 
and  when  the  maintenance  and  care  of 
the  roads  were  under  the  control  of  most 
carefully  selected  bodies,  who  always, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  acted  with  great 
caution  and  great  prudence.  My  Lords, 
I  see  no  necessity  for  this  Bill.    It  was 
my  duty  when  in  the  Courts  of  King's 
Bench  and  Queen's  Bench  to  submit  to 
the  Lord  Ohief  Justice  an  abridgement 
of  evexy  record ;  if  I  made  a  mistake 
that  nustake  was  a  very  serious  one, 
and  I  believe  I  hardly  ever  had  a  record 
referred  to  in  that  way.    The  question 
before  your  Lordships  is  whether  you 
will  institute  an  entirely  new  system 
without  being  satisfied  that  the  system 
which  has  now  been  attempted  in  Eng- 
land as  an  experiment  will  turn  out  to 
he  a  decided  success  or  not.    Money  is 
wanted;  every  Council  is  asking  for 
more.    It  puts  one  in  mind  of  the  carica- 
ture by  H.jB.  of  Lord  Brougham  repre- 


sented as  a  schoolmaster   and  entitled 
**  Uenry  asking  for  more."  There  is  not 
a  single  instance  in  which  ''more  "  has 
not  been  demanded,  and  in  which  money 
has  not  been  thrown  out  to  be  scrambled 
for.    That  is  what  comes  from  consult- 
ing   demands    made    in  the  name  of 
the  community    by    County    Councils. 
My    Lords,     I     am    certain    if    this 
Bill   were    postponed  for  three  years 
you  would  hotter  have  seen  by  that 
time  how  the  Local  Government  Bill 
for  England  has  really  worked.     With 
regard  to  the  attempt  now  being  made, 
one  is  reminded  of  the  words  addressed 
by  Ealstaff  to  Henry  V.,  when  Prince 
of   Wales,    as    to  "robbing    the  Ex- 
chequer with  unwashen  hands."    Even 
a    Cabinet    Minister    responsible    for 
the  affairs  of  India  has  talked  about 
reducing  the  tax  upon  plate.  Every  old  tax 
is  worth  keeping,  because  of  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  introducing  any  new  tax. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  a 
very  ill-used  man — 40  millions !  I  never 
heard  of  such  a  sacrifice,  and  what  has 
been  the  effect  upon  the  taxes  of  this 
country  ?     We  may  wish  to  have  some 
modification  of  the  Licensing  Duties ;  we 
may  wish  to  have  some  alleviation  from 
the  hardships  of  the  Probate  Duties,  but 
we  are  going  to  tie  our  hands  for  ever* 
My  Lords,  we  do  not,   because  we  are 
members  of  this  House,  forfeit  all  claim 
to  common  sense.    I  am  satisfied  that 
this  Bill  will  be  carried  in  a  hurry  if  it 
gets  through  to-day.      I  have  read  it 
carefully,  and  there  are  provisions  in  it 
which  I  do  not  like ;  but  I  would  not 
attempt  to  support  any  Amendment  in 
Committee  which  would  send  the  Bill  out 
to  the  country  with  a  slur  upon  it.  What 
is  the  consequence  if  you  want  to  alter 
a  Bill  at  the  end  of  the  Session?    The 
only  time  when  there  ever  was  a  chance 
of  asking  this  House  to  go  on  to  the 
end  of  a  Session  was  in  a  statute,  now 
repealed,  which  gave  a  Peer  the  right 
to  shoot  a  buck  in  Her  Majesty's  Forests 
on  his  way  to  Parliament,  and  another^ 
in  the  presence  of  a  keeper,  on  his 
return,    when,    if   a  Member  did  not 
stay    to    the    end  of   it,  he    lost   his 
pay.      I  am  quite    satisfied  that  this 
principle    of  saying  there  is  no  time 
to  do  this  or  that  is  a  fallacious  one.    As 
if  this  House  was  not  capable,  if  neces- 
sary,  of   sitting    every   month  in  the 
year !        I  have  seen  it  sitting  every 
month  except  October,  and  I  have  seen 
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good  work  done.  I  remember,  in  par- 
ticular, the  measure  as  to  locomotive 
engines.  A  suggestion  was  made  for 
compromise.  It  was  very  late  in  Sep- 
tember, and  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Oouncil  the  Duke  of  Bichmond  being 
liere  in  his  place,  and  Lord  Watson, 
Lord  Advocate,  I  wanted  a  uniform 
Bjstem  to  be  adopted ;  but  it  certainly 
was  very  late,  and  probably  that  had 
something  to  do  with  the  result.  Par- 
liaments have  met  at  all  times  of  the 
yeu,  and  in  all  parts  of  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions.  I  am  not  sure 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  has  ever 
been  confined  to  a  particular  locality 
or  that  anything  has  been  so  con- 
fined, except  the  Gourt  of  Common 
Pleas,  which  by  a  statute,  per- 
Iiaps  repealed,  was  always  to  sit  at 
Westminster.  I  believe  Her  Majesty 
might  sit  at  any  time  and  hold  an  Im- 

Serial  Parliament  in  any  part  of  her 
ominions.  I  would  only  recall  the 
Parliament  held  in  the  time  of  William 
Sufus  at  Eockingham  Castle.  There 
is  a  Hockingham  Castle  also  in  Ireland, 
where  they  want  Home  Bule.  I 
venture  to  say  that  in  according  to 
these  Local  Governments  anything 
as  a  substitute  for  Home  Bule,  you 
are  giving  way  to  the  greatest 
delusion  that  ever  was  entertained. 
It  is  a  system  which  will  cause  dis- 
union, debate,  and  discord.  It  is  im- 
possible to  go  on  unless  we  assist  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  raise 
the  revenue  by  fair  means,  and  I  am 
sure  that  uuless  yo\i  will  give  him  back 
the  Probate  Duties  and  the  Licensing 
Duties  you  will  repent  it.  With  regard 
to  taking  away  the  jurisdiction  over 
the  police  from  the  Magistrates,  I  think 
that  is  very  objectionable,  because  the 
Magistrates  are  the  only  persons  who 
know  what  the  police  really  do.  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  see  the  use  of  having  a 
Bill  like  this  forced  upon  us,  until  the 
effect  of  its  kindred  Bill  here  is  seen  by 
the  public.  I  am  not  one  who  looks  to 
the  effect  of  tho  future  elections.  Last 
Priday  was  the  fourth  anniversary  of  this 
Parliament.  Mr.  Brodrick  said  it  was 
tiie  third  anniversary.  Well,  if  so,  my 
liords,  I  can  only  say  it  has  .been  a 
triennial  Parliament  so  far,  and  I 
earnestly  hope  that  it  may  last  threeyears 
longer.  Mr.  Fox  once  held  certain 
opinions,  but  changed  them  with  regard 
to  triennial  Parliaments.     I  hope  your 
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Lordships  will  be  on  the  register  before 
the  next  Election.      My  noble  Friend 
reminds  me  that  in  this  Bill  there  is  a 
very  peculiar  privilege  given  to  women 
which   might   operate   curiously    with 
regard  to  any  woman  not  living  with 
her  husband.     If  they  are  to  be   in- 
vested with  political  power  it  is  rather  a 
temptation  to  them,'I  think,  to  leave  their 
husbands.  But  the  Beform  Bill  of  1884, 
I  venture  to  say,  was  imperfect  in  that 
respect,  as  the  suffrage  was  not  g:iven 
to  duly-qualified  women.   I  ventured,  on 
behalf  of  married  women,  to  put  in  a 
claim  for  them  in  case  their  husbands 
ill-treat  them  and  if  they  had  to  get  a 
divorce  from  their  husbands ;  but  I  hope 
that  in  all  oases  divorces  may  be  dis- 
couraged,  and  especially  in  Scotland. 
This   Bill    gives  a    right    to    married 
women    even    if    not    divorced.       My 
Lords,  I  have  often    been    without  a 
Teller,  and  with  regard  to  any  opposition 
to  this  BiU  I  am  sure  that  I  have  had  no 
communication  with    a    single    person 
throughout  the  progress  of  the  measure, 
except  Lord  Thurlow  lust  now.    I  wish 
to  see  that  the   Bill    may  have   fair 
play,  but  I  think  that  the  registration 
provided  for  is  extremely  imperfect.  The 
names  are  not  placed  on  the  church- 
doors,  and  any  new  claims  should  have 
been  made  by  the  3l6t  of  last  month. 
There  is  plenty  of  time  to  consider  the 
Bill  if  your  Lordships  choose  to  adjourn 
for  a  short  period.    On  one  occasion  two 
Bills  were  carried  which  only  took  two 
minutes  each,  because  I  did  not  hear  the 
Question  put.    If  your  Lordships  would 
adjourn  there  would  be  an  opportunity 
for  you  to  visit  Ireland  and  see  what  is 
going  on  there.    It  might  do  away  with 
some  prejudice.    I  am  sure  that  if  this 
Bill  were  extended  to  Ireland  it  would 
have  no  good  effect.      I  firmly  believe 
that  we  are  much  better  without  it.  We 
are  better  as  we  are,  especially  with  the 
attachment  of  the  people  of  Scotland  to 
old  institutions.      I  know  that  from  my 
own  observation,  and  I  am  quite  certain, 
also,  that  there  is  no  complaint  with  re- 
gard] to  the  owners  in  regard  to  paying 
their  proper  share  of  the  rates  which  are 
levied.    My  Lords,  it  would  certainly  be 
a  very  strong  measure  to  refuse  all  these 
very  large  sums  which  are  offered  for  the 
assistance  of  the  counties ;  but  I  firmly 
believe  that  if  you  allow  the  present 
economical  Magistrates  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  the  counties,  and  if  you  do 
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not  take  away  tbeir  powers  to  tax  the 
owners  and  occupiers — ^if  you  trust  to 
them,  you  will  find  that  there  is  no  im- 
proTement  likely  to  be  made  by  creatiDg 
a  hybrid  body  which  will  alwajrs  be  in  a 
state  of  opposition  one  part  of  it  to  the 
other  and  to  the  Legislature.   I  am  cer- 
tain that  the  necessities  of  the  country 
require  that  the  Magistrates  of  Scotland 
ana  the  Magistrates  of  England  and  of 
Ireland— you  are  increasing  the  powers 
of  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  degrading 
tlie  Magistrates  in  England,  and  trying 
to  lower  the  Magistrates  of  Scotland 
— should    be    left    in    their    present 
situation.      That  is  their   own   view; 
and    one   gentleman,    who   had  been 
a  High  Sheriff,  said  to  me  recently, 
talking     of     the    Bill,     '<  We    must 
grin    and  bear  it."      We  haye  been 
complimented  by  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  being  an  economical 
body,  and  I  am  sure  we  have  been  an 
economical  body.    We  have  200  Magis- 
trates  in  Derbyshire,    and  only    150 
County  Councillors  with  various  quali- 
fications.     I  say  it  is  imposing  duties 
upon  small  bodies  which  it  will  be  most 
difficult  for  them  to  discharge,  eren  if 
they  have  physical  endurance  to  be  able 
to  go  through  the  duties  imposed  upon 
them.     My  Lords,  I  venture  to  more 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  this 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
"now"  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion,  "this  day  six  months." — {Th$ 
Zofd  Jknman,) 

The   Eakl    of    OAMPEBDOWN: 
My  Lords,  I  have   seen  it  suggested 
with   reg^d    to    this    Bill   that   the 
changes      which    it    makes     in    the  ' 
system  of  Scottish  Local  Gh)vemment 
are    comparatively     unimportant.      I 
think    that    those    who    make    that 
statement    can    have    bestowed    very 
little  attention  upon  the  contents  of  the 
Bill.     This  Bill  makes  a  fundamental 
change  in  the  whole  system  of  Local 
Qovernment,  because  it  takes  away  all 
matters  of  local  concern  from  the  cog- 
nisance of  one  body  and  vests  them  in 
an  entirely  new  constituency,  and  places 
them  in  the  hands  of  an  entirely  new 
Council.     This  Bill  places  for  the  first 
time  the  local  business  of  Scotland  in 
the  hands  of  the  general  body  of  rate- 
payers ;  and  it  goes  even  further  than 


that— it  places  those  affairs,  to  a  con- 
siderable  extent,  in  the  hands  of  those 
who  do  not  pay  rates.  Of  course,  it  may 
be  urged  that  the  service  electors  do,  as 
a  matter  of  theory  and  in  some  manner 
which  we  do  not  quite  understand,  pay 
rates  by  some  soii  of  implied  bargain 
with  those  who  employ  them.  But  I 
think  those  of  your  Lordships  who  are 
familiar  with  county  or  local  business 
know  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  this 
question  of  local  rates  is  not  taken  into 
consideration  as  far  as  the  service  voters 
are  concerned.  I  would  prefer  to  put  it 
in  another  way.  I  think  the  line  which 
the  Government  have  taken  is  this — they 
have  adopted  the  principle  that  it  is  the 
possession  of  a  house  which  entitlea 
the  occupier  to  take  his  share  of 
the  local  burdens  and  of  the  local 
business  of  the  country;  and  I  must 
say  that  to  me  this  qualification  ap- 
pears to  be  the  wisest  and  most  sen* 
sible  which  you  could  possibly  devise. 
It  is  a  sensible  qualification  because  tha 
principle  is  intelligible;  it  has  in  it  tha 
essence  of  finality,  and  it  carries  with  it 
some  reason  why  the  elector  should 
possess  a  vote.  I  think  it  is  very  fortu- 
nate that  the  Government  have  not 
adhered  to  the  line  they  first  adopted 
when  they  introduced  this  Bill.  At  nrst, 
as  your  iJordships  know,  it  was  proposed 
that  persons  who  are  engaged  in  service 
should  not  possess  a  county  vote  unless 
they  formally  applied  for  it.  I  am  glad 
that  has  been  changed,  and  I  think  that 
change  is  a  very  great  improvement.  I 
am  quite  certain  if  the  Government  had 
adhered  to  their  former  plan  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  and  discontent 
would  have  been  occasioned,  and  it 
would  have  been  felt  that  even  if  the 
vote  were  given  in  the  end,  as  of  course 
it  would  have  had  to  be  given,  it  would 
have  been  simply  given,  not  so  much  aa 
a  matter  of  favour,  but  because  it  was 
impossible  to  avoid  it.  Now,  my  Lords> 
let  me  say  one  word  with  regard  to  the 
powers  which  it  is  proposed  to  confer 
upon  these  new  County  Councils.  It  is 
said  that  these  powers  are  chiefly  pos- 
sessed by  Local  Bodies  in  existence  now ; 
such,  for  instance,  as  the  powers  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  the  roads 
and  the  administration  of  the  Public 
Health  Acts,  which  are  now  entrusted 
to  the  Parish  Authorities.  The  change 
which  this  Bill  makes  is  that  it  confera 
those  powers  upon  an  entirely  new  set 
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of  persons.  It  takes  away  the  powers 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Supply;  it 
also  takes  the  powers  away  from  the 

farishes  and  from  the  Justices  of  the 
^eaoe.  I  regret  that  the  Bill  does  not 
go  a  little  further.  I  belieye  it  would 
have  been  quite  possible  to  have  en- 
trusted the  power  of  licensing  to  the 
new  Oounty  Oouncils,  because  I  think 
there  is  a  very  important  distinction  in 
this  respect  between  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land. 1  know  very  well  that  last  year 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  pass  a 
Local  Oovemment  Act  for  England  if 
it  had  been  proposed  to  transfer  the 
licensing  powers  under  the  Bill;  but 
some  of  your  Lordships  know  very  well 
that  the  licensing  difficulties  are  not  the 
same  in  Scotland  as  they  are  in  Eng- 
land. It  is  considered  by  many  as  quite 
certain  that  before  long  the  licensing 
powers  will  have  to  be  transferred  to 
the  Oounty  Councils.  I  cannot  say  how 
far  that  expectation  might  have  affected 
the  passing  of  this  Bui  into  law  this 
Session,  but  I  believe,  as  far  as  those 
powers  are  concerned,  they  might  have 
been  safely  entrusted  to  the  County 
Councils.  This  Bill  hands  over  the 
entire  administration  of  the  county 
finances  to  a  County  Council  elected  by 
the  householders,  but  it  does  so  sub- 
ject to  a  very  important  qualifica- 
tion. When  it  affects  the  question 
of  borrowing  money  or  of  capital  ex- 
penditure or  when  there  is  any  reference 
to  the  management  of  the  police,  then 
it  is  provided  that  there  is  to  be  a  Joint 
Committee  of  the  Commissioners  of  Sup- 
ply and  County  Councillors,  seven  of 
each,  and  in  addition  the  Sheriff,  who,  by 
the  way,  I  am  glad  to  see  is  not  neces- 
sarily to  be  the  Chairman  of  that  Sub- 
Committee.  I  know  that  some  excep- 
tion has  been  taken  to  this  proposal,  but 
I  think  that  on  consideration  those  who 
are  best  acquainted  with  Local  Govern- 
ment will  admit  that  this  proposal  is 
one  of  a  most  reasonable  and  sensible 
kind.  This  principle  of  a  control  being 
exercised  when  it  is  a  matter  of  borrow- 
ing money  for  public  purposes  by  some 
external  authority  has  been  admitted  in 
England,  and  is  admitted  in  Scotland  at 
the  present  time.  If  it  is  sought  to  ob- 
tain a  loan  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  Poor  Law,  or  for  the  purpose 
of  administering  the  Public  Health  Acts, 
it  is  necessary  to  obtain  the  sanction  of 
a  Board  of  Supervision,   and   similar 

The  Earl  of  Camperdown 


arrangements  obtain  in  CSngland  with  re- 
gard to  the  same  matters.  I  do  not  think 
we  are  saying  anything  at  all  anjustifiablo 
against  these  new  County  Oouncillors  if 
we  say  that  they  are  not  infallible,  and 
that  it  is  very  probable,  when  they  first 
enter  upon  their  office,  that  they  will  be 
very   anxious  indeed  to   carry  out  all 
kinds  of  projects  in  the  way  of  what  thej 
consider  to  be  improvements,  and  that 
it  is  at  all  events  most  satisfactory  that 
when  they  propose  to  make  large  ex- 
penditures of  money  there    should  be 
some  body  of  persons  representing  those 
who  are  interested  whose  consent  would 
have  to  be  obtained  before  the  expendi- 
tures are  sanctioned.    MV  Iiords,  I  have 
seen  the  evils  produced  by  this  want  of 
control  in  Scotland.    I  remember  in  the 
County  of  Forfar  we  obtained  a  Local 
Act  for  the  management  of  our  roads, 
and  under  that  Act  it    was    perfectly 
possible  for  the  new  trustees  to  borrow 
money  without  any  check.  New  trustees 
coming  fresh  into  office,  a  ^eat  many 
of  them   being  tenant  farmers,  would 
naturally  want  to  have  the  roads  im- 
proved as  quickly  as  possible,  although 
it  might  be^-of  course  it  did  not  neces- 
sarily follow — ^that  in  a  few  years  after- 
wards they  would  be  in   the  oounfay. 
Therefore,  all  improvements  were  carried 
out  at  once,  thus  incurring  a  great  deal 
of  needless  expense,  and,  indeed,  a  great 
deal  of  the  money  was  thrown  away.    I 
must  say  myself,  having  had  something 
to  do  with  these  matters,   that  it  is  a 
most  sensible  and  wise  precaution  to 
establish  a  Joint  Committee  such  as  this 
wldch  is  proposed.    There  is  another 
argument,  which  people  are  too  apt  to 
forget,  and  that  is  that  owners  of  pro- 
perty in  Scotland  pay  half  the  whole 
rate,  and  in  virtue  of  that  yezy  large 
payment  it  is  surely  advisable  that  there 
should  be  some  representation  of  pro- 
perty.   I  do  not  care  how  you  gvf^  it ; 
but,  still,  I  think  that  owners  of  property 
should  have  some    security  that  their 
money  should  not  be  spent  solely  by 
those  whose  interest  in  the  matter,  and 
therefore  in  taking  care  of  it,  is  after  all 
comparatively  small,  and  whose  contri- 
bution to  the  funds  is  necessarily  still 
smaller.    Now,  my    Lords,   one   word 
with  regard    to   uie   numbers  of  the 
Councillors.    I  have  received  from  the 
noble  Marquess  a  statement  of  the  num- 
bers which  he  proposes,  I  do  not  saj 
finally,  but  which,  in  the  first  instance 
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he  has  an  idea  of  proposmg.  for  the 
various  counties.    I  hope   that  before 
the  noble  Marquess  oomes  to  any  final 
condasion  on  that  matter  he  will  consult 
yery  carefully  the  public  bodies  in  the 
various  counties — I  do  not  mean  only 
the  Crommissioners  of  Supply,    but  I 
allude  to  the  Bead  Trustees,  or  any  other 
body  which  represents  the  public  to  any 
considerable  extent,  because  we  all  have 
one  interestin  this  matter — ^what  we  want 
is  sensible,  intelligent,  economical  local 
adndnistration.     It  would  be    a  great 
pity  if  such  bodies  were  too  few  in 
number,  because  then  the  public  would 
feel  that  they  were  not  adequately  re* 
presented;  but  I  think,  on  the   other 
nand,  it  would  be  as  great  an  evil  if 
those  bodies  were  to  be  too  numerous, 
because  that  would  throw  a  very  large 
expenditure  upon  the  rates,  and  if  you 
have  once  established  a  large  body  it 
becomes  very  difficult  indeed  to  reduce 
its  numbers  at  any  period  afterwards. 
There  are,   of   course,   a  great    many 
matters  of  detail  in  such  a  measure  as 
this,  and  with  those  I  do  not  intend  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  now.    There  is 
only  one  to  which  I  will  allude,  and 
that  is  that,   in  forming  the  District 
Oommittees  with  regard  to  the  manage- 
ment of  roads,  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  it 
is  proposed  to  appoint  only  a  member 
connected  with  each  parochial  body.    I 
should  object  more  than  I  do  to  these 
proposids  if  I  did  not  believe  that  the 
constitution  of  these  parochial  bodies  is 
very   likely   to    be    enlarged.     At  all 
events,  the  noble  Marquess  will  have 
observed  that  in  the  District  Committees 
those    representatives    will   almost   in 
every  case  outnumber  the  Cbunty  Ooun- 
cillors  with  whom  they  will  have  to  sit. 
Those,  my  Lords,  are  aU  the  remarks  with 
which  I  will  trouble  you  on  the  Second 
BeadiDR ;  and  I  may  say  of  this  Bill  that 
I  regard  it  as  a  measure  for  creating  a 
new  machinery  in  the  shape  of  Oounty 
Ooundls.     It  is  obvious  that,  if  it  is 
found  to  work  well,  its  provisions  can 
be  largely  extended  hereafter;   and  I 
observe  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  for   Scotland   to  entrust  to 
these    Councils    hereafter    any    other 
matters  of  local  interest  which  he  may 
think  it  advisable  to  entrust  to  them, 
subject  always  to  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment.    The  Commissioners  of  Supply 
have  done  their  work  well,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  has  said.  They  have  been  very 


economical ;  they  have  done  their  work 
very  sensibly,  and  they  have  restricted 
their  action  to  the  subjects  with  which 
they  had  to  deal.  I  have  every  confi- 
dence that  their  successors  will  follow 
their  example,  and  I  think  it  is  high 
time  we  should  take  a  dear  step  of  this 
kind  in  popularising  Local  Government. 
I  think,  on  the  whole,  that  under  this 
Bill  the  new  County  Councils  will  do  the 
work  of  Local  Qovemment  in  a  very 
practical  manner. 

•The  Mabqubss  op  TWEEDDALE: 
I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  your  Lord- 
ships* time  at  any  length,  but  I  wish  to 
make  one  or  two  remarks  upon  this  Bill 
with  regard  to  a  subject  which,  I  think, 
will  justify  me  in  asking  your  Lordships' 
attention.  In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to 
add  my  testimony  to  the  great  value  of 
the  measure  which  has  been  introduced 
this  evening.  I  believe  it  will  carry  out 
its  aim  and  object — namely,  the  placing 
of  Local  Government  in  Scotland  on  a 
more  popular  basis  than  that  on  which 
it  has  hitherto  stood.  It  is  quite  true, 
as  has  been  remarked,  that  local  afiPairs 
have  been  hitherto  admirably  adminis- 
tered  in  Scotland,  both  as  to  economy 
and  efficiency ;  but  the  management  has 
been  in  notoriously  too  few  hands,  and 
the  extension  of  the  control  of  local 
matters,  and  the  placing  the  adminis- 
tration of  them  on  a  more  popular  basis, 
will,  no  doubt,  be  of  great  benefit  to 
Scotland  in  many  ways.  The  particular 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  your 
Lordships'  attention,  in  the  first  instance, 
is  this.  Some  of  your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  Corporations  in  Scotland,  such  as 
Gas  Corporations,  Water  Companies, 
and  Bailroads,  have  hitherto  enjoyed  a 
representation,  in  respect  of  the  rates 
which  they  paid,  to  a  very  large 
extent.  They  are  represented  on  &e 
Boards  of  Commissioners  of  Supply; 
they  are  represented  on  the  Boards  of 
Boad  Trustees ;  they  are  represented  on 
the  Boards  of  Local  Authorities  and  upon 
the  Parochial  Bodies.  By  this  Bill  every 
sort  of  local  representation  is  swept  awa^, 
and  they  are  left  without  any  voice  m 
the  election  of  the  Councillors.  This 
seems  to  me  to  be  altogether  inconsistent 
with  the  intention  of  the  Bill.  The  noble 
Marquess  used  the  words  that  payment 
of  rates  was  essential  to  taking  an  active 
part  in  the  elections  to  the  Councils. 
When  I  tell  your  Lordships  that  the 
railroads  alone  in  Scotland  pay  £200,000 
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a  year  in  rates,  you  will  not  be  surprised 
to  hear  that  hitherto  they  have  had 
some  Yoice  in  the  management  of  local 
affairs  in  respect  of  th ose  rates.  I  am  not 
able  to  speak  so  well  with  regard  to  the 
Qas  and  Water  Corporations,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  that  they  contribute 
largely  also.  I  have  a  list  of  counties 
here  amounting  to  18,  in  which  they 
are  the  largest  contributors  to  the  rates 
in  those  counties.  Tet,  notwithstanding 
this,  as  I  said  before,  their  repre- 
sentation is  to  be  entirely  swept  away. 
Now,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
only  change  which  was  made  in  this  Bill 
in  its  passage  through  another  place  was 
with  regard  to  the  right  of  eligibility 
to  the  Council  being  extended  to  parties 
who  practically  pay  no  rates  whatever, 
it  does  seem  strange  that  those  who  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  the  right  of  representa- 
tion should  have  that  right  entirely  ab- 
rogated. I  hope  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  charge  of  this  Bill  will  tahe  this 
matter  into  consideration  ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  difficult  for  him  to 
devise  some  means  by  which  those 
powerful  Corporations  who  contribute  so 
largely  to  the  rates  in  Scotland  as  well 
as  in  England  should  have  a  voice  in  the 
representation.  Another  of  the  points 
on  which  I  should  ask  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  is  with  reference  to 
the  rules  relating  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  officers  under  Clause  82.  It 
seems  to  me  of  ver>  doubtful  expediency 
compelling  the  new  Councils  to  appoint 
the  Clerks  of  Supply.  Under  that 
clause  they  have  no  option,  but  they 
must  appoint  for  the  first  year  whoever 
happens  to  be  the  Clerk  of  Supply. 
The  Clerks  of  Supply  will  be,  in  many 
instances,  by  no  means  the  least  im- 
portant of  the  officials  who  will  be 
brought  under  the  County  Councils. 
In  the  County  to  which  I  belong  the 
Clerk  to  the  Koad  Board  is  a  more  im- 
portant individual,  and  is  far  better 
paid  than  any  other,  and  it  seems  to 
me  either  that  the  Councils  should  be 
permitted  to  appoint  their  own  officers 
from  the  first,  or  they  should  be  allowed 
to  select  from  among  the  officers  brought 
under  their  control.  In  that  way  I 
should  prefer  myself  giving  them  full 
liberty  in  the  choice  of  their  officers. 
It  is  more  important,  especially  at  the 
commencement  of  such  an  institution  as 
this,  that  the  Council  should  have  the 
beet  advice  that  they  can  possibly  get. 

The  Marfutsi  of  TtceeddaU 


Anyone  who  has  had  anything  to  do 
with  Scottish  business  knows  the  im- 
portance of  this,  and  how  much  the 
efficiency  of  the  administration  of 
Scottish  local  business  will  depend  upon 
these  posts  being  properly  filled.  I 
think  the  County  Councils  should  it 
least  have  the  option  of  appointing  any 
officer  whom  they  think  most  efficient 
to  act  as  County  Clerk.  Then,  my 
Lords,  Clause  22,  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  deals 
with  the  question  of  the  appropri- 
ation of  the  License  Duties  and  Probate 
Duty  Grants.  Those  grants  are  distri- 
buted in  six  different  ways.  In  the 
first  five  the  sum  allocated  is  a  fixed 
sum,  and  the  sum  which  is  to  be  ^ven 
in  relief  to  State-aided  schools  is  to 
be  the  balance.  This  sum  may  vaiy 
very  considerably,  but  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  very  desirable  if  it  were  possible  that 
the  sum  should  be  bo  far  as  it  can 
be  made  a  fixed  one.  I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  impossible  to  be  done, 
but  I  should  like  to  suggest,  at  any  rate, 
whether  it  would  not  be  practicable  to 
strike  an  average,  say,  for  the  last  ten 
years,  so  that  me  Looal  Board  might 
know  pretty  nearly  what  sum  they 
would  be  entitled  to  in  regard  to  the 
relief  of  school  fees.  The  only  other 
point  which  I  have  to  refer  to  is  the  ap- 
pointment of  Justices  of  the  Peace  under 
Clause  10.  That  clause  says  thattiie 
Chairman  shall  be  by  virtue  of  ms 
office  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  of  the 
county.  Justices  of  the  Peace  have 
hitherto  been  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  I  do  not  know  whether  th® 
appointment  by  an  Act  of  this  kmd 
will  make  any  difference,  or  whether 
it  will  be  necessary  [to  make^  ^^^ t^tv 
provision  under  which  a  Justice  of  tn® 
Peace  will  in  future  be  made  other^® 
than  by  the  Crown.  I  have  no  other 
observaltions  to  make  than  to  say  thati 
believe  this  measure  will  be  attendee 
with  great  advantage  to  Scotland.  ^ 
have  all  had  experience  of  popular  go- 
vernment in  the  administration  of  row 
and  schools,  and,  speaking  foj  Diy^| 
and  in  my  capacity  as  chairman 
bodies  of  both  kinds,  I  can  only  W 
that  the  introduction  of  the  V^V^^fl 
ment  has  been  attended  with  co^P*^ 
success.  I  have,  therefore,  Ji^pyj^ 
whatever  of  the  operation  of  ^^^^  xt^ 
♦The  Mahquess  of  HUNTLy  :  ^^ 
Lords,  I  have  very  few  remarks  to  m** 
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I  feel  that  matters  of  detail  would  be 
beet  dealt  with  in  Oommitteey  but  I 
should  not  like  so  large  and  important 
a  measure  as  this  affecting  Scotland  to 
pass    without    expressiug   an   opinion 
upon  it.  I  should  myself  have  preferred 
that  the  Bill  should  have  started  upon 
another  basis  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  Local  Government  in  Scotland, 
that  is  to  say,  I  should  have  preferred 
the  parish  to  be  taken  as  a  unit  to  start 
from,  then  the  election  to  the  District 
Committee,  and  then  to    the    Central 
Council.    But  I  recognise  the  difficul- 
ties of  proceeding  upon  that  basis  in 
such  a  measure,  and  especially  in  Scot- 
land ;  and  I  think  that,  taking  it  as  a 
whole,  the  Bill  now  put  down  for  Second 
Beading  is  as  good  a  one  as  could  be 
framed  upon  the  lines  upon  which  it  has 
gone.     But   there    are  certain    points 
which  I  think  will  have  to  very  carefully 
considered  in  Committee.    I  agree  with 
what  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  said 
as  to  the  advantages  of  the  Joint  Stand- 
ing Committee  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
trolling the  expenditure,  but  I  do  not 
entirely  agree  with  him  as  to  the  bearing 
it  may  have  upon  the  question  of  the 
maintenance  of  roads.    As  I  read  the 
Bill  the  whole  of  the  powers  now  vested 
in  the  Road  Trustees  are  transferred  to 
the  Road  Board,  which  is  to  take  the 
place  of  the  Committees  of  Chairmen — 
I  am  now  speaking  of  my  own  county 
under  our  private  Act.      This  Board 
then  delegates  to  the  District  Committee 
the  entire  maintenance  of  the  roads,  and 
the  District  Committee  will  have  the 
management  of  them  and  will  assess 
the  rates.     Therefore  the  whole  of  the 
rating  for  the  maintenance  of  roads  comes 
through  the  District  Committee.    But  by 
Bdotion  18,  although  they  have  the  power 
of  rating,    yet   the    power    of   doing 
certain  things  for  the  improvement  of  the 
roads,  is  taken  away  from  them.  If  your 
Lordships  will  look  at  that  clause,  Sub- 
sections 6  and  7,  you  will  see  that  no 
capital  works,  that  is,  works  involving 
capital  expenditure,  can  be  undertaken 
in  any  county  or  any  district,  without 
the  written  consent  of  the  Standing  Joint 
Committee ;  and  then  it  is  enacted  that 
capital  works  are  to  include  the  erection, 
rebuilding,  or  enlargement  of  buildings, 
and  the  construction,  reconstruction,  or 
widening  of  roads  and  bridges.    My  ex- 
perience iu   Aberdeenshire  is  that  the 
poi(/erd  conferred  upon  the  Boad  Com- 
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missioners  have  been  largely  taken 
advantage  of,  but  as  I  read  this  clause  in 
future,  though  the  District  Committee 
will  have  the  power  of  levying  the  rates 
under  the  Boads  and  Bridges  Act,  they 
will  not  be  able  to  improve  the  roads  and 
bridges  in  their  district  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Standing  Joint  Committee ; 
and  I  think  that  might  be  modified. 

♦LoED  BALFOUR :  Not  if  they  pay 
for  them  out  of  the  rates  for  the  current 
year. 

♦The  Marquess  op  HUNTLY  :  I  was 
going  to  add  that  I  see  there  is  a  pro- 
vision for  the  payment  of  all  works  out 
of  the  current  year's  rates.  Now,  this 
is  a  very  startling  proposal,  and  will 
require  consideration  in  Committee. 
However,  I  simply  call  the  noble  Mar- 
quess's attention  to  that,  and  perhaps 
by  the  time  the  Bill  comes  into  Com- 
mittee he  will  have  considered  it. 
Then  the  only  other  important  point  in 
this  Bill  upon  which  I  would  desire  to 
say  a  few  words  is  the  proposal  to  devote 
the  balance  coming  from  the  Probate 
and  Licensing  Duties  to  the  relief  of 
State-aided  Schools.  Many  objections, 
no  doubt,  have  been  raised  to  that  pro- 
posal, but  I  am  quite  clear  that  the 
majority  of  Scotchmen  are  in  favour  of 
that  proposal,  and  I  think  the  noble 
Marquess  was  quite  justified  in  his  re- 
ference to  the  almost  unanimity  with 
which  that  proposal  has  been  received. 
I  can  only  account  for  that  unanimity 
by  referrmg  it  to  the  feeling  which  has 
been  manifested  since  1874  when  the  Eiu-* 
cation  Act  was  passed,  and  when  a  large 
expenditure  was  thrown  upon  the  rates 
in  connection  with  the  schools,  which 
had  not  previously  fallen  upon  them. 
As  your  Lordships  know,  the  Education 
Act  imposed  upon  the  rates  a  very  heavy 
burden  which  they  had  not  previously 
been  called  upon  to  bear,  and  an  increase 
of  that  kind  is  always  felt  very  severely 
indeed  by  the  poorer  ratepayer3.  This 
Bill  will,  I  think,  relieve  them,  for  it  is 
not  so  much  a  relief  to  the  parents  of 
the  school-children  as  to  the  poorer  rate- 
payers. It  will,  no  doubt,  be  a  very 
sensible  relief  to  them.  With  those  few 
words  I  beg  to  express  my  approval  of 
this  Bill. 

•Lord  FOBBES  :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
say  but  little  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  sorry  to  see  in  this  measure  a 
repetition  of  what  was  done  in  the 
English  County  Council  Bill.     I  have  to 
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say  that  my  remarks  upon  this  matter 
are  not  original,  for  they  really  follow 
what  was  said  by  Earl  Beauchamp  with 
regard  to  enlargement  of  area.  I  do 
not  think,  in  England,  the  same  objec- 
tion exists,  because,  there,  political 
feeling  does  not  rise  so  high  as  it  does 
in  Scotland ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  is  unfortunate  we  should  have  a 
repetition  of  the  same  state  of  things. 
I  think,  instead  of  there  being  one 
Clounty  Councillor  for  each  area  as  pro- 
posed, it  would  have  been  much  better 
if  the  area  were  enlarged  and  six  or 

00  returned  for  that  area.  Tou  would 
then  get,  as  representatiyes,  different 
sorts  of  people.  Tou  would  get,  per- 
haps, the  larger  tenant  -  farmers, 
the  doctors,  or  the  Teterinary  sur- 
geons of  the  neighbourhood,  whereas, 
if  you  have  one  Councillor  only  for 
one  area,  you  will  perhaps  get  the 
person  returned  who  puts  himself 
most  prominently  forward.  I  very 
much  fear  that  the  effect  of  that 
clause  will  be  that  the  most  pushing  or 
energetic  person,  possibly  some  farmer 
Radically  inclined,  will  be  found  putting 
himself  forward.  I  do  not  know  what 
may  happen  to  this  Bill  in  Committee,  so 
many  Bills  disappear  at  that  stage ;  but 

1  desire  to  five  notice  that  I  intend  to 
move  the  deletion  in  Clause  82  of  the 
latter  part  of  Sub-section  3,  the  whole 
of  Sub- section  4,  and  the  latter  part  of 
Sub-section  6.  My  Lords,  it  seems  tome 
that  this  point  of  one  Councillor,  one 
area  is  an  important  one  and  ought  to  be 
well  considered.  Li  other  respects  I 
think  the  Bill  a  useful  and  necessary 
one. 

♦ThbEaklofMINTO:  My  Lords,  I  wish 

to  make  only  one  remark.    To  my  mind 

this  Bill  is  in  many  respects  a  valuable 

one,  and  I  hope  it  will  work  well   in 

Scotland ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  the  dis- 
franchising part  of  it,  as  regards  many 
of  those  who  are  qualified  to  take  an 
intelligent  part  in  the  government  of  the 
county  is  a  defect.  Those  persons  are 
at  present  rather  a  numerous  body,  and 
by  this  Bill  you  are  diminishing  the 
number  of  those  who  may  take  part 
in  treating  subjects  to  be  brought 
before  the  Council.  I  only  wish  to 
make  that  remark,  and  I  shall  perhaps 
in  Committee  move  an  Amendment  em- 
bodying my  views  on  the  point.  I  rather 
think  that  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
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spoken  looks  upon  it  in  the  same  light 
as  I  do  myself. 

On  question  that  ("  now  ")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive :  Then  the  original  Motion  vas 
agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*"  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

INTERPRETATION  BILL.    (No.  92.) 
Adjourned   Debate    on    Amendment 
moved  on  Third  Beading  resumed  ac- 
cording to  Order. 

Thb   LOED    CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  persistin 
the  Amendment  which  I  had  sought  to 
introduce  into  this  Bill  after  the  remaiks 
of  my  noble  Friend  upon  it  with  regard  to 
both  place  and  time.     Although  I  am 
still  of   opinion  that  it  is   important 
some  such  amendment  of  the  law  should 
be  made,  yet  I  should  be  sorry  to  cany 
by  a  majority  an  Amendment  of  thia 
description,     which    some    noble  and 
learned    Lords    think    is    not  really 
cidled  for  by  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
I  can  only  say,  in    abandoning  this 
Amendment,  that  I  shall  daim  from 
those  noble  and  learned  Lords  next  year 
their  assistance  into  putting  into  a  form 
more  satisfactory  to  themselves  some 
general  enactment,  which  shall  have  a 
more  definite  legal  meaning  attached  to 
it,  so  that  that  confusion  shall  not  be 
possible  in  private  Aets  which  exists  at 
present.     I  know  it  is  very  easy  to  say 
that  you  can  always  cure  that  by  putting 
a  specific  section  into  the  Act.    That  ia 
quite  true ;  but  the  answer  isthatpeoplo 
do  not  do  so,  and  the  consequence  is  &at 
from  time  to  time  Acts  are  passed  with- 
out any  provision  as  to  what  meaning 
is  to  be  attached  to  them  in  computing 
time.    Under  the  circumstances,  after 
the  opposition  which  has  been  offered  to 
it,  and  the  explanations  given,  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friends  the   other 
night,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  becom- 
ing in  me  to  persist  in  the  Amendment 
of  which  that  alteration    formed  the 
subject. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
Clause  12,  line  11,  after  the  word 
"India"  insert 

"And  where  parts  of  muih  dominions  are 
under  both  a  central,  and  a  local  legislatore,  au 
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parts  under  the  oentral  legblatare  Bhall,  for 
the  purpoaes  of  thia  definition,  be  deemed  to  be 
one  colony."— (2%tf  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Oom- 
mons. 

STATUTE    LAW   REVISION  BILL. 

(No.  186.) 

Head  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Oommittee  of  the  whole 
Hoase  on  Tuesday  next. 

COUNTY  COURT   APPEALS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.    (No.  104.) 
THIBD  BEADIlfO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  FITZGEBALD :  My  Lords,  I 
have  to  more  an  Amendment  on  Clause 
13,  by  which  the  right  to  appeal  is  given 
to  a  defendant  who  has  not  appeared 
at  the  hearing,  within  one  month.  The 
Amendment  is  to  insert  the  words  at 
line  19  after  the  word  '*  may." 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  :  My  Lord,  I 
shall  not  oppose  the  Amendment 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  has 
now  proposed,  though  I  must  confess 
I  am  not  satisfied  that  it  is  really  neces- 
sary. The  fact  is  that  this  clause  was 
considered  after  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced at  the  Irish  Office.  After  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  gave  notice 
of  a  Motion  to  reject  Olause  13,  it  was 
again  considered  at  the  Irish  Office,  and 
especially  by  the  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied with  the  clause  as  it  now  stands.  I 
do  not  profess  myself  to  know  much 
about  the  special  needs  or  wants  of 
Ireland  in  this  respect,  but  I  do  rely  upon 
the  matured  view  of  the  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  who  has  considered 
the  matter.  But  as  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  presses  this  point  I  shall 
not  oppose  him ;  of  course,  the  matter 
may  still  be  considered  elsewhere. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Oommons ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.  (No. 
205.)  ^ 

INDIA—DISTRESS   IN   THE    DIAMOND 

HARBOUR  DIVISION  OF  THE 

PEOUNNAHS. 

QUESTION. — OBBEBYATIOKS. 

♦LoBD  STANLEY   of  ALDERLEY, 
in  rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 


for  India  if  his  attention  has 
called  to  the  Beport  of  Mr.  Bolton,* 
collector,  on  the  distress  in  the  Diamond 
Harbour  sub- division,  and  to  the  fines' 
of  two  rupees  or  a  week's  imprisonment' 
on  nine  starving  men,  and  of  one  rupee 
on  a  woman,  inflicted  by  Mr.  Maguire, 
the  Joint  Magistrate  of  Alipore,  for  a 
bireach  of  the  Bevenue  Laws,  they  hay- 
ing scraped  some  salt  from  the  earth  to* 
add  to  their  meal  of  tamarind  seeds  and 
stalks  of  the  water-lily ;  and  to  ask  the* 
Secretary  of  State  what  portion  of  the 
Beserve  Famine  Fund  has  been  devoted 
to  the  famine  in  Ganjam  and  Orissa, 
said :  My  Lords,  before  putting  the 
question  which  stands  on  the  Notice 
Paper  in  my  name,  I  wish  to  mention 
the  great  good  which  has  resulted  from 
the  efforts  of  Lord  Oonnemara,  the 
Governor  of  Madras,  and  from  his 
personal  inspection  of  the  district  at  the 
northern  extremity  of  the  Presidency, 
regardless  of  the  hot  season,  when  it  is 
usual  to  take  refuge  in  the  hills  at 
Ootacamond.  Besides  establishing 
relief  works,  the  Governor  of  Madras 
has  directed  gratuitous  relief  to  be  given 
to  women  and  children,  who,  but  for 
that,  must  have  perished;  and  local 
liberality  has  been  encouraged  by  the 
presence  of  the  Governor.  The  Indian 
Press  is  full  of  praise  of  Lord  Oonne- 
mara, not  only  for  his  exertions,  but 
also  for  the  way  in  which  he  has  avoided 
the  mistakes  made  in  former  famines  ; 
and  it  also  states  that  he  has  received  a 
message  of  commendation  from  Her 
Majesty  the  Queen.  I  hope  that  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  be  able  to  confirm  the  truth  of  that 
Beport.  The  questions  which  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  are 
— first,  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Beport  of  VHr,  Bolton, 
collector,  on  the  distress  in  the  Diamond 
Harbour  sub-division.  He  went  there, 
but  he  was  there  for  so  short  a  time  that 
the  people  were  not  aware  that  he  had 
been  at  the  place  until  he  was  gone. 
In  his  Beport  he  minimises  the  distress, 
it  is  said  on  insufficient  information, 
and  ststes  that  it  is  the  proper  policy 
not  to  demoralise  the  people  by  giving 
them  food.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
there  is  no  Poor  Law  in  Indis,  and 
that  the  Government  alone  can 
relieve  distress.  I  do  not  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  censure  Mr.  Bolton, 
but  I  ask  him  to  disagree  with  that 
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g^deman.  Perhaps  the  best  way  of 
showing  disagreement  would  be  for  the 
Indian  Government  to  circulate  Lord 
Oonnemara's  Minute  in  other  famine 
districts,  if  it  is  really  as  able  a  docu- 
ment as  it  is  said  to  be.  It  has  been 
stated  that  Lord  Connemara  has  had  ex- 
perience of  former  famines,  and  has 
avoided  the  mistakes  then  made.  As 
to  Mr.  Maguire's  sentences  for  breach 
of  the  Revenue  Laws  by  scarving  men,  I 
hope  the  Secretary  of  State  will  be  able 
to  say  that  this  Magistrate  has  been 
directed  to  exercise  more  discretion  in 
future.  The  nine  men  who  were  im- 
prisoned by  him  for  a  week  not  being 
able  to  pay  the  fine  were  perhaps  bene- 
fited, as  they  must  have  been  fed  whilst 
in  prison ;  but  the  woman  said  that  if 
ehe  were  sent  to  prison  her  two  infant 
•children  would  starve.  A  Hindoo 
pleader  who  was  present,  speaking  merely 
AS  amieut  euria  besought  the  Magistrate 
to  dismiss  her  with  a  nominal  fine,  but 
without  success.  At  last  the  Magistrate 
'said  to  the  woman,  ''you  are  fined  a  rupee 
which  this  Baboo  will  pay."  The  Baboo 
paid  the  fine,  and  the  woman  was  let 
go.  One  feels  somewhat  curious  to 
know  whether  Mr.  Maguire,  like  most 
Irishmen  in  India,  is  a  Home  Ruler  or 
•not.  If  a  similar  occurrence  took  place 
in  Ireland,  what  an  outcry  there  would 
have  been  from  the  whole  people  and 
Press  of  Ireland  at  the  conduct  of  the 
Magistrate.  With  regard  to  the  last 
-question  in  my  notice,  I  may  say  that  I 
have  seen  statements  in  the  Press  to  the 
effect  that  the  Reserve  Famine  Fund 
lias  been  swept  away  or  swallowed  up 
in  the  North- West  frontier  ;  but  I  can- 
not believe  that  those  statements  are 
correct,  because  I  find  that  in  his  De- 
spatch of  April  12,  1888,  sanctioning  the 
raising  of  the  Salt  Tax,  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  written  the  following  para- 
;graph: — 

^*  There  is  another  reason  of  great  moment  for 
endeavoaring  to  keep  the  duty  on  salt  as  low 
as  practicable.  One  of  the  objects  at  which  the 
Government  of  India  aimed  in  the  reforms  that 
were  institated,  of  which  great  political  and 
financial  importance  was  foreseen,  was  to  place 
a  reserve  in  the  hands  of  the  Administration, 
for  the  purpose  of  meeting  any  serioas  emer- 
gency, and  to  enable  them  to  obtain  temporarily 
a  considerable  addition  to  the  Revenue  by  an 
increase  of  duty,  of  which  the  mass  of  the 
people  would  be  hardly  aware." 

This  extract  from  a  Despatch  of  April 
of  last  year  would  indicate  that  precau- 

Lord  Stan  hi/  of  Alderley 


tions  must  have  been  taken  to  reserve  a 
fund  for  the  emergency  of  the  famme 
which  has  now  occurred.    From  what 
has  transpired  in  another  place  I  am 
afraid  the  noble  Viscount  will  not  be 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  aocoont  of 
what  has  become  of  this  fund,  but  it  is 
clear  from  a  telegram  I  have  seen,  stat- 
ing that  a  total  number  of  80,000  people 
in    Qanjam    are    receiving    gratoitons 
relief,  that  the  Indian  Government  has 
not  regarded  the  disappearance  of  the 
fund,   but  must  have  supplied  money 
from  the    equivalent  in  India  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  Lord Ripon lowered 
the  Salt  Duty  a  short  time  ago :  it  has 
been  raised  ag^in,  and  the   people  of 
India  are  suffering  very  much  in  con- 
sequence.     The  last  Medical  Beports 
say  that  salt  is  required  as  a  preventa- 
tive against  cholera,  and  there  is  no 
doubt  also  that  the  cattle  suffer  from 
murrain  for  want  of  salt.    I  think,  my 
Lords,    that    before    long    the    noble 
Viscount  will  have  to  look  about  for 
some  other  means  of  raising  Revenue. 
*Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Caossj:  My  Lords, 
with  regard  to  the  action  taken  by  Lord 
Connemara  in  regard  to  the  distress  exist- 
ing in  the  Presidency  of  Madras,  I  think 
you  will  agree  that  it  is  impossible  to 
speak  too  highly  of  it.     The  Governor 
of  Madras  sent  one  of  his  most  trusted 
officers  at  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  into  the  whole  ques- 
tion; and  then,  although  the  weather 
was  extremely  hot  and  the  season  far 
advanced,  he  thought  it  was  wise  to  go 
to  the  district  affected  and  make  search- 
ing inquiry  himself.     The  results  have 
been  most  satisfactory.  Lord  Connemara 
has  undoubtedly  by  this  action  gi^en 
enormous  encouragement  to  all  those  who 
are  engaged  inrelieving  the  distress  which 
exists,  and  has  done  a   great  deal  to 
alleviate  the  sufferings  of  the  people.  It 
is  quite  true  that  Her  Majesty  has  sent 
a  message  to  Lord  Connemara  approv- 
ing of  his  conduct,  and  unquestionably 
that  high  compliment  the  Governor  of 
Madras  has  fully  deserved.    I  have  not 
yet  received    an  official  copy    of   the 
Report  of  Mr.  Bolton,  and  therefore  I 
must  decline  to  discuss  that  matter  at 
present.     Neither  have  I  received  any 
information   as  to  the  alleged  punish- 
ments referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
inflicted    for    scraping    salt    from  the 
earth,  but  I  will  make  inquiries.     As  to 
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the  famine,  I  can  assure  tbe  noble  Lord 
that  the  Viceroy  is  fully  alive  to  all  the 
dangers  and  dificuUies  of  the  situation, 
and  that  everything  that  can  be  done  to 
alleviate  the  distress  in  Bengal  and 
Madras  has  been  done.  As  to  the 
noble  Lord's  question  regarding  the 
iFamine  Fund,  I  must  explain  that  there 
is  no  actual  Beserve  Fund.  The  expendi- 
ture which  would  be  necessary  to 
alleviate  distress  in  Madras  and  Bengal 
will  be  meanwhile  met  out  of  the  Pro- 
vincial Funds,  and  according  to  a  tele- 
gram which  I  received  a  few  days  ago 
the  sum  which  would  be  required  in 
Madras  for  the  current  year  is  set  down 
at  Bx82,000  and  for  Bengal  at 
£x40,000.  The  Provincial  Governments 
are  quite  able  to  meet  that  expenditure. 
Of  course  if  they  had  not  had  sufficient 
funds  to  do  what  they  desired  they  would 
have  applied  to  the  Central  Government, 
and  they  would  have  been  offered  money 
out  of  Uie  Indian  Imperial  Exchequer, 
but  I  am  happy  to  say  that  there  is  no 
probability  of  that  being  necessary. 

TRANSPORT    FOR   THE    AUXILIARY 

FORCES. 

QUESTION — OBSERYATIOKS. 

♦Lord  TEUEO  :  My  Lords,  I  have  to 

call  your  attention  to,  perhaps,  one  of 

the  greatest  anomalies  that  ever  existed 

— namely,  a  standing  Army — which  has 
grown  within  the  last  30  years  to  the 
number  of  250,000  men,  unprovided 
with  transport.  We  have,  within  the 
last  week  or  two,  had  the  powerful 
assistance  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  who  has 
interested  himself  in  the  question  of 
providing  the  Volunteer  Begiments 
generally  with  proper  equipment.  How- 
ever successful  the  Lord  Mayor  may  be 
in  London,  and  however  successful  the 
provincial  towns  of  England  may  be 
should  they  follow  his  example,  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  without  transport  that 
Army  of  Volunteers  must  be  practically 
useless,  for  the  simple  reason  that  it 
must  be  immovable.  It  can  neither  ad- 
vance to  the  front  to  meet  the  enemy  nor 
can  it  retire,  if '  necessary,  to  take  up  a 
better  position.  Defeat,  therefore, 
under  such  circumstances  would  simply 
mean  its  total  and  entire  destruc- 
tion. Inasmuch  as  the  Volunteer 
Force  has  existed  for  a  period  of  30 
years,   it  does  seem   somewhat  extra- 


ordinary that,  until  quite  recently,  as 
far  as  I  know,  no  attempts  have  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Military  Autho- 
rities to  organise  in  any  way  whatever  a 
Volunteer  Transport.    Like  many  other 
requirements    for   the    benefit    of  the 
Volunteer  Force,    the  first  suggestion 
of  Transport  has   come  from    Volun- 
teer officers   themselves.      Ck>lonel  Sir 
William  Humphreys,   a  man  of  great 
ability    and    energy    himself,     under- 
took —  one    can     hardly    call  it    the 
organization,    but  an    attempt  at  the 
organization  of  a  Transport  Force  for 
his  own  corps  in  Hampshire,  and  I  be- 
lieve he  met  with  somewhat  unusual 
success.    X.  think  it  will  be  found  that 
similar    success   will  not  attend  other 
battalions  of  the  Volunteer  Force,  even 
should  their  officers  exhibit  the  same 
ability  and  energy.    It  cannot  be  ex- 
pected from  the  general  public  in  this 
country  that  they  will  be  willing,  without 
either  money  reward  or  some  honorary 
acknowledgment,  to   give  gratuitously 
their    horses,    their    carts,   and    their 
men,     too,      perhaps     two    or    three 
times  during  the  year  in  order  to  try 
whether  the  proposed  scheme  will  be 
effective.    I  cannot  therefore  but  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  although  this  able 
officer   has    been    successful    in    his 
attempt,  it  is  idle  to  suppose  that  such 
attempts,  if  carried  out  in  other  parts 
of  the    country,   can  attain    like  sue* 
cess.     But  it  was  upon  this  favourable 
Eeport   of    Colonel    Humphreys   that 
the  War  Office  has  been  induced    to 
issue  two  different  Circulars  in  relation 
to  transport  for  the  Volunteers.     The 
first  of  these  Circulars  was  issued  on 
the    14  th     February,    1888,    when   10 
regiments     were    selected    in    certain 
localities  for  tbe  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  the  scheme  suggested  by 
Colonel  Humphreys  promised  success. 
Now  I  do  not  know  whether  the  locali- 
ties in    which  these    regiments    were 
selected  were    localities    most  favour- 
able to  the  trial  of  the   scheme,    or 
least  favourable  to  it ;  but  of  this  I  am 
certain,  that  in  trying  such  an  experi- 
ment as  this  it  should,  to  have  been 
really  of  value,  have  been  tried  in  the 
least  favourable  places.     Whether  that 
was  so  or  not  I  will  not  pretend  to  say 
— certainly  some  of  the  localities,  from 
what  is  stated  in  a  Paper  which  I  have 
read  recently,  do  not  appear  to  have 
been  the  least  favourable.     NoW|  the 
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War  Office  Circular  laja  down  vn; 
.fwoperl;  certain  requirements  in  rela- 
tion to  this  Transport  Service,  andinlook- 
ingr  at  the  Betum  that  was  fumiahed 
it  wonld  appear,  as  it  has  been  with 
regard  to  many  other  things  in  the 
Volunteer  service,  as  though  the  War 
Offijw  authorities  would  say,  "  you 
must  do  it  yourselves."  Thay  have  had 
no  scheme  of  any  kind  whatever,  and 
they  have  no  scheme  now ;  for  the  new 
ioBtructions  which  they  issued  after  this 
experiment  to  Colonels  of  Volunteer 
regiments  were  to  register  the  oart 
and  horaee  (I  do  not  think  men) 
in  their  several  districts  is  hardly  to  be 
oalled  a  scheme.  They  have  also  inti- 
mated a  wish  that  every  encouragement 
diould  be  given  to  those  who  are  willing 
to  lend  their  carts  and  horses  for  differ- 
ent days  in  the  year  that  the  experi- 
ment may  be  fully  tried.  Now,  in  the 
first  instaoca,  the  War  Office  intimated 
its  willingness  to  give  £45  towards  the 
■expenses  of  the  experiment  to  eaoh  of 
the  battalions.  lu  some  cases  the  ex- 
penses will  be  found  to  have  been  in 
excess  of  that  amount,  though  in  one  or 
4wo  cases  I  believe  the  expenses  of  the 
battalion  were  kept  within  the  margin 
'Of  £45.  Let  me  take  the  first  Volun- 
teer Battalion  that  stands  upon  the  list. 
A  very  important  part  of  any  experi- 
ment of  &ia  kind  was  not  tried — 
wunely,  the  picketing  of  the  horses. 
And  whyP  The  report  says  that  the 
veather  was  unfavourable,  and  that  the 
horses  were  therefore  not  picketed. 
Certain  artificers  were  required,  three 
to  eaoh  battalion;  it  does  not  appear 
that  artificers  were  forthcoming  in 
anything  like  the  number  reqnired.  In 
one  oase  the  horsee  were  too  big  for  the 
water  cart;  in  another  case  the  horse 
bolted  with  the  water  cart,  the  shaft 
was  broken,  and  it  became  utterly  use- 
less. La  four  or  five  instances  in  this 
return  the  horses  were  not  picketed, 
because,  aa  reported,  the  weather 
iras  wet  or  cold,  or  because  the  horses 
had  no  pioketiag-gear.  In  this  Beport 
it  is  stated  that  the  Volunteers  applied 
to  tho  Oovemment  for  the  use  of 
pioketing-g|ear,  which  was  refused. 
Kow,  seeing  the  small  allowance 
—for  small  I  must  call  it  —  that 
ig  demanded  for  all  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  Volunteer  Service  m>m 
the  War  Office,  I  think  there  should 
be  so  objection  to  on  addition  being 


made  in  this  respect  in  orderthataforoe 
of  this  character  may  be  brought  to  i 
state  of  efficiency.    At  some  time  then 
can  be  no  donbt  a  very  great  increase 
in  the  expenses  will  have  tobeprovidsd 
for,    and    Her  Majesty's  Qovemmcot 
must  therefore  be  prepared  for  it.    H; 
Lords,  after  having  tried  this'  experi- 
ment,   and   after   having  received  ^ 
Keports  from  the  dilfereat  regimeata, 
there  came  this  letter  of  the  22Qd  Much, 
1889,  relating  to  the  transport  of  ttu 
Auxiliary    Forces,    by   which,   at  tiu 
direction  of  the   Commander-in-Chief, 
Vcflunteer  Officers  were  informed  thtt 
the  reports  from  the  various  distrioli 
had  shown  that  a  system  of  Voluntaar 
transport  was  not  requisite,  and  that  it 
had  been  deoidel  to  discontinue,  as  fu 
aa  the  War  Office  was  concerned,  snj 
steps  in  that   direction.      The  circolst 
further  stated  that  officers  oommandiDg 
Volunteer  battalions  should  annul  any 
oontrocts  of  this  nature  which  they  bu 
entered  into  on  behalf  of  the  State,  and 
they  were  instructed  to  give  notice  tt 
terminate  them  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
whole  scheme  has  come  to  an  end,  and 
the  War  Office  simply  saja  that  we  are  to 
rest  where  we  are.     My  Lords,  can  it  bs 
contended  by  anyone  that  this  is  a  pro- 
per condition  for  a  standing  army  to  bs 
in  ?    Is  it  possible  that  in  a  week  or  a 
fortnight  the  carts  required  for  the  traa>- 
port  of  ammunition  and  baggage  canbs 
got  7     Your  Lordships  know  from  your 
own  personal  experience  that  mattersof 
this  kind  certainly  take  a  month  or  so, 
and  if,  as  has  been  supposed  by  soma 
authorities,  an  attack  on  this  ooantry 
would  be  settled  one  way  or  another  in 
a  week  or  ten  days,  I   ahould  like  to 
know  what  would  become  of  the  Voltm- 
teer  army  without  transport.    This  ax- 
cular  goes  en  to  say  that  the  experimenla 
have  proved  that  "  ample  transport  is 
forthcoming  for  the  use  of  Volunteers." 
Whether  or  not  this  has  been  proved  in 
the  places  which  are  least  favourably 
I     do    not     know.      I      believe     that 
in     the     places     selected      there     W» 
abundance  of  transport.     But  it  is  not 
an  abiindanoe  of  transport  alone  that  is 
necessary  ;    it  is    the    organisation  _  of 
transport.  Anyone  who  knows  anythiDK 
of  these  matters  is  aware  that  to  cany 
them  out  requires  a  great  deal  of  tame 
and  practice.  You  can  no  more  orgasua 
the  necessary  transport  at  a  moment's 
notice    than  you  can  organise    imme- 
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diatdy  ftny  other  great   undertaktDg. 
Then  it  is  further  stated  that — 

"  Ko  further  grants  in  aid  will  be  made,  bat 
£Bb  Boyal  Highnofls  deaireB  that  there  may  be 
kept  up  in  idl  districts  a  careful  system  of 
legittrationof  available  tiansport  which  can  be 
obtained  upon  any  eibergency  so  aa  to  ensure 
that  the  transport  requirements  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  mtkj  be  met  with  ease  and  rapidity.  As 
the  practical  testing  of  such  a  scheme  will 
matetiaUy  aid  to  efficiency,  Volunteer  Officers 
should  be  encouraged  to  take  this  transport 
with  them  when  gomg  into  camp,  and  on  ouier 
occasions.*' 

X  do  not  kaov,  my  Lords,  where  the 
enooaragemoDt  is !  If  withdrawing  the 
sam  at  first  granted  is  encoaragement, 
J  think  it  is  strange  indeed. 
If  they  think  the  farmers  will  lend 
them  horses  and  oarts  on  all  occasions 
for  nothing,  I  think  they  will  find  them- 
selves greatly  mistaken.  We  all  know 
that  the  Englishman  is  a  very  fine 
fellow,  but  I  am  not  qaite  certain  that 
he  is  not  a  tradesman  before  he  is  a 
patriot.     Then  the  Oircalar  says  that — 

"  All  Inspecting  Officers  should  forward  Re- 
ports with  regard  to  this  scheme,  and  of  liie 
practical  steps  taken  from  time  to  time  to  put 
tt  into  execrtion." 

I  do  not  desire  to  detain  your  Lord- 
shi|ps  longer  on  this  matter.  I  simply 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  noole 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
those  two  Circulars,  which  are  certainly 
inconsistent  with  each  other.  When  I 
«ay  inconsistent,  I  mean  that  the  experi- 
ment has  not  been  sufficiently  tried  to 
aatisfy  the  War  Office  that  what  they 
are  proposing  to  do  is  likely,  to  be 
effective.  I  am  satisfied  it  would  not 
be  effectiye,  and  the  question  I  am 
desirous  of  putting  to  the  noble  Lord 
ifl  this — Has  the  Qovemment  aban- 
doned, once  and  for  all,  its  intention, 
not  of  registering  carts  and  horses, 
but  of  organising  a  transport  system  for 
the  Volunteer  Forces?  I  say  that,  as 
far  as  I  can  judge,  if  they  propose  to 
abandon  to  the  efforts  of  the  v  olunteers 
themselves  the  organisation  of  transport 
for  that  service,  they  are  not  doing  jus- 
tice to  a  force  which  has  endeavoured 
to  the  best  of  its  ability  to  supply  a 
defence  for  the  country  in  case  its  ser- 
vices may  ever  be  required. 

*Thk  under  secretary  of 
STATE  POR  WAR  (Lord  Habris): 
My  Lords,  the  great  interest  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  always  taken  in  the 
Volunteer  Force  fully  justifies  him  in 


bringing  forward  any  subject  having 
reference  to  that  force  in  this  House ; 
but  I  am  afraid  that  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  this  question  and  the 
views  held  by  the  Military  Authorities 
hardly  go  together.  I  take  it  that  tiie 
noble  Lord  starts  with  the  assumption 
that  the  total  and  entire  destruction  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  would  ensue  if  they  had 
to  meet  an  enemy  and  have  not  an  orga- 
nised transport.  I  can  quite  understand, 
in  the  case  of  a  country  being  invaded, 
or  an  expedition  advancing  from  the 
coast  where  carts  and  horses  were  not 
easily  procured,  that  dictum  as  to  the 
necessity  for  transport  being  correct; 
but  I  submit  to  your  Lordships,  in  the 
case  of  a  country  like  Englana,  with  its 
vast  supply  of  carts  and  horses,  we  are 
in  a  very  different  position,  and  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  would  be 
extremely  easy  on  any  sudden 
alarm  to  obtain  such  transport  as 
was  required  for  any  Volunteer  Forces. 
The  noble  Lord  has  called  special  atten- 
tion to  certain  War  Office  Circulars,  and 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  detain  your 
Lordships  for  a  few  moments  while  I 
explain  what  occurred  in  regard  to  the 
two  experiments  made  which  those  Cir- 
culars had  reference  to.  As  the  noble 
Lord  has  stated,  the  result  of  the  ex- 
periment made  by  Sir  William  Hum- 
phreys induced  the  War  Office  last  year 
to  select  10  infantry  battalions  to  further 
try  the  experiment  whether  carts  and 
horses  could  be  procured  and  the  men 
to  drive  them,  and  whether  those  carts 
and  horses  could  be  brought  out  for  three 
days'  practice  during  the  time  the  bat- 
talions went  into  camp.  By  that  arrange- 
ment, to  pny  the  expenses  of  those  carts 
and  horses  being  out  for  three  days  the 
sum  of  £45  was  given  to  each  battalion. 
The  noble  Lord  appears  inclined  to  cavil 
at  the  opinion  of  the  War  Office  that 
the  experiment  was  successful,  and  he 
instances  the  fact  that,  in  one  or  two 
cases,  horses  were  not  picketed.  I  be- 
lieve that  in  a  few  cases  they  were  not 
picketed,  but  that  was  simply  because 
it  was  not  thought  necessary  for  climatic 
reasons  to  incur  loss  which  could  be 
avoided.  Whether  that  was  due  to  the 
action  of  Local  Authorities  or  to  the 
Commanding  Officers  of  the  battalions, 
or  the  Officer  commanding  the  sub- 
district,  I  do  not  know ;  but  it  was  con- 
sidered that  colds  might  result  to  the 
horses  from  being  picketed  out  at  night, 
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and  I  think  that  moat  people  vUI  agree 
that  the  Officers  were  perfectly  right. 
At  tLBj  rate,  the  opinion  of  the  War 
Office  vas  that  the  experiment  was 
eminently  satisfactory,  and  that 
showed  theie  was  an  amplesupplyof  carts 
and  horses  for  the  transport  of  Volun- 
teers. From  what  we  know  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  country,  we  hare  every 
reason  to  believe  that  thisapplies  equally 
elsewhere,  and  that  the  same  conditions 
will  be  found  to  exist  in  other  parts  of 
the  country.  The  noble  Lord  will  see 
that  the  Circular  expressly  refers  to  it  as 
an  experiment— nothing  more.  It  was 
never  intended  that  £45  should  be 
granted  to  every  infantry  battalion  in 
the  country  for  the  purpose  of  organ- 
iaing  transport ;  the  experiment  was 
solely  made  to  see  whether  the  same 
thing  could  be  carried  out  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  and  our  ex- 
perience haa  shown  that  it  can.  Then 
the  nobis  Lord  referred  to  contracts, 
which,  in  BOme  cases,  bad  been  entered 
into  by  Commanding  Officers  with  per- 
BOUB  owning  carta  and  horsea  to  supply 
them  under  certain  conditiona  of  emer- 
gency or  when  required.  But  it  ia 
obvious  that  we  could  not  allow  Com- 
manding Officers  to  enter  into  oontrocta 
in  which  we  were  pledged  to  purchase 
thoae  carts  and  horses  at  a  future  time. 
Clearly,  in  such  a  matter,  it  is  neoeseary 
that  headquarters  should  have  the 
last  word  as  regards  the  price 
that  should  be  eventually  paid. 
Therefore,  it  was  proposed  to  carry  out 
the  idea  in  another  way  ;  that  a  skeleton 
form  of  contract  should  be  sent  round  to 
all  Commanding  Officers  of  Volunteer 
battalions  asking  them  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther persons  owning  carta  and  horses  in 
their  neighbourhood  would  enter  into 
Bueh  contracts.  That  scheme  had  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the  scheme 
which  Sir  William  Humphreys  origi- 
nated; it  was  a  distinct  system  alto- 
gether, and  was  adopted  in  oonsequence 
of  one  or  two  Volunteer  officers  having 
entered  into  contracts.  That  was  to 
some  extent  a  little  misunderstood 
by  Commanding  Officers,  but  at  any 
rate  the  returns  which  they  made 
showed  that  owners  of  carta  and  horses 
were  unwilling  to  pledge  themselves  in 
the  future  to  supply  them  without  a 
price  being  agreed  upon  beforehand. 
But,  mj  Lords,  in  the  meantime,  some- 
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Defence  Bill  has  passed;  and  we  can 
now  requisition  carta  and  horses,  not 
for  a  limited  period  merely,  but  we  can 
actually  take  those  carta  and  horsea  and 
purchase  them  for  aa  long  as  they  are 
wanted.  Before  that  Bill  passed  carts 
and  horsea  could  only  be  taken  for  a 
day's  journey,  bat  now  they  can  be 
bought  out  and  out  at  a  value  fixed; 
and  when  there  is  disagreement 
the  matter  may  be  referred  to  a 
County  Court  Judge.  So  tbat  we 
are  in  a  much  more  advantsgeoua 
position  with  regard  to  obtaining  trana- 
port  now  than  when  we  issued  the 
skeleton  form  for  such  contracts.  Aa  I 
have  stated  to  your  Lordships,  we  cau 
now  take  oarts  and  horses  when  they  ore 
wanted,  according  to  the  valne  set  upon 
them  at  the  time  by  the  valuers.  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
reasonable  to  ask  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  to  keep  up  for  what  the  noUe 
Lord  has  called  "  a  standing  Army," 
that  is  to  say  for  the  Volunteer  Force,  a 
Standing  Transport.  I  do  not  see  how 
it  could  cost  lees  Uian  £10,000,  takmg 
it  even  upon  the  baeis  of  the  £45  each 
given  to  the  10  battalions ;  bnt 
whether  that  is  considered  a  ta^ 
or  a  small  sum,  I  am  bound  to  aaj 
that  in  my  opinion  we  should  not  be 
jueti£ed  in  asking  the  country  to  keep 
up  a  Standing  Transport  Service  for  the 
Volunteer  Force,  because  we  know  that 
there  ia  an  ample  supply  of  both  horsea 
and  carts  in  this  country  which  wonld 
be  forthcoming  in  the  event  of  sny 
attempt  at  invaaion ;  and  &om  the  ex- 
perience of  the  Military  Auihoritiesj  it 
ia  believed  that  that  transport  could  be 
adequately  organised  in  the  time  witlua 
which  it  would  be  necesssry  for  it  to 
be  organised.  My  Lords,  upon  thoM 
grounds  it  ia,  that  the  scheme  for  tasting 
the  supply  of  transport  in  the  csaea 
mentioned  by  the  noble  Lord  has  not 
been  pursued,  and  as  regards  the 
scheme  for  contracting  for  the  suppi? 
of  carts  out-and-out,  that  has 
been  rendered  unneceaeary  by  the 
passing  of  the  National  Defence  Ace. 
But  it  is  obvioualy  a  very  great  advan- 
tage, aa  pointed  out  in  one  of  the  letters, 
that  Commanding  Officera  should  keep 
a  register  of  the  carts  and  hortea  suit- 
able for  this  purpose  in  their  neigh- 
bourhood, becBuae  in  the  event  of  emer- 
sencv.  thoae  are  the  carts  and  horses 
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org^anise  for  transport  purposes  if  they 
were  wanted.  I  do  not  think  from  what 
I  have  heard  from  the  Military  Autho- 
rities that  there  is  any  necessity  for  es- 
tablishing a  Volunteer  Transport  Ser- 
vice ;  but  such  a  register  to  be  kept  by 
Commanding  Officers  as  is  proposed  in 
the  War  Office  Circular  would  be  of 
great  value.  I  think  it  is  very  possible 
as  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  that  we  have 
not  received  from  the  Volunteers  the  last 
demand  that  will  be  made  upon  the 
country's  purse  in  order  to  make  pro- 
vision for  their  equipment;  but  I  am 
glad  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  acknow- 
ledge that  the  last  enfant  made  has  been 
an  assistance  to  them.  My  Lords, 
I  can  only  say  that  whenever 
we  think  it  is  essential  that  the 
Volunteer  Force  should  be  assisted 
by  schemes  of  a  tentative  nature  such 
as  those  which  have  been  brought  under 
your  notice  by  the  noble  Lord  to-night, 
we  shall  most  certainly  carry  them  out 
in  order  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  ;  but  where  we  do  not 
think  they  are  absolutely  essential  we 
certainly  decline  to  put  the  taxpayers 
to  increased  expense. 

AUDIT  (ARMY  AND  NAVY  ACCOUNTS) 
BILL.    (No.  164.) 

Bead   3*  (according  to   order),    and 
passed. 

HooBe  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock,  til* 

To-morroW|  a  quarter  past 

Four  o*cluck. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thuriday,  Ut  Augu»t,  1889. 


Q  UESTIOirS. 


THE  COLONY  OP  ST.  VINCENT. 

Mb.MACNEILL  (Donegall  S.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Mr.  G.  J. 
M*Leod,  who  was  appointed  Provost 
Marshal  and  Inspector  of  Prisons  in  the 
Colony  of  St.  Vincent  in  1882,  at  a  salary 
of  £250  per  annum,  and  upon  whom, 
in  the  last  three  years,  the  additional 


offices    of   Registrar  of   the  Supreme 
Oourt  of  Judicature,  Begistrarof  Deeds, 
Eegistrar  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  the 
Windward    Islands,    Secretary  to  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court,  and  Begis- 
tra>,  Taxing  Master,   and  Beceiver  in 
Bankruptcy,  have  been  imposed  without- 
an  increase  of  salary ;  whether  there  is 
any  precedent,  either  in  the  Imperial  ot. 
Colonial   Ser?ioe,   for  imposing    sevea' 
more  offices  upon  an  officer  without  any. 
addition  to   his  salary;    whether    the 
Secretary    of   State  will  consider  the 
question    of    either    granting    to  Mr. 
M*Leod  an  increase  of  salary,  or  reliev- 
ing  him  from  performing  the  onerous 
and  responsible  duties  of  the  said  offices 
to  which  he  has  been  appointed  and  for 
which  he  receives  no  additional  rema- 
neration  ;  and,  whether  each  Governor, 
under  whom  he  has  served,  has  placed 
on  record  his  approbation  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  discharged  his  duties? 

The    UNDEB    SECBETABY     or 
STATE  Foa    thb  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  de  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  East  Tozteth)  : 
Mr.M'Leod  was  appointed  in  1882  Pro- 
vost Marshal  in  the  Colony  of  St.  Yin- 
cent,  the  duties  of  which  office  included 
the  inspectorship  of  the  prison,  with  a 
salary  of  £250  per  annum.  By  a  colonial 
law,  passed  in  1886,  the  office  of  Provost 
Marshal    and    the    office    of    Colonial 
Begistrar,  which  embraced  the  duties 
of  Begistrar  of  the    Supreme    Courts 
Begistrar  of  Deeds,   Begistrar  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  Secretary  to  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Court,  were  abo- 
lished, and   a   new  office  of  Begistrax 
was  created  to  which  the  duties  of  both 
the  abolished  offices  were  attached  with 
a  salary  of  £250  per  annum.    This  new 
office  was  offered  to,  and  accepted  by, 
Mr.  M'Leod.     By  a  subsequent  Ordi- 
nance the  duties  of  Begistrar,  Taxing 
Master,    and  Beceiver   in   Bankruptcy 
have  been  assigned  to  the  Begistrav 
without  increase  of  salary.     There  are 
precedents    in     the     Colonial    Service 
for     imposing     additional     duties    on 
public      officers      without      additional 
salary.     As  the  duties  of  the  combined 
offices  held  by  Mr.  M*Leod  can  be  easily 
discharged  by  one  officer,  and  the  salary 
is  not  considered  to  be  inadequate,  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  financial  position  of 
the  Colony,  the  Secretary  of  State  does 
not  propose  to  recommend  that  his  salary 
should  be  increased,  or  that  he  should 
be  relieved  from  any  of  these  duties^ 
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a  year  in  rates,  you  will  not  be  surprised 
to  bear  tbat  hitberto  tbey  bave  bad 
some  voice  in  tbe  management  of  local 
affairs  in  respect  of  tbose  rates.  I  am  not 
able  to  speak  so  well  witb  regard  to  tbe 
Oas  and  Water  Corporations,  but  I 
bave  no  doubt  that  tbey  contribute 
largely  also.  I  bave  a  list  of  counties 
here  amounting  to  18,  in  wbicb  tbey 
are  tbe  largest  contributors  to  tbe  rates 
in  tbose  counties.  Yet,  notwithstanding 
tbis,  as  I  said  before,  tbeir  repre- 
sentation is  to  be  entirely  swept  away. 
Now,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
only  change  which  was  made  in  this  Bill 
in  its  passage  through  another  place  was 
with  regard  to  the  right  of  eligibility 
to  the  Council  being  extended  to  parties 
who  practically  pay  no  rates  whateyer, 
it  does  seem  strange  tbat  those  who  bave 
bitherto  enjoyed  the  right  of  representa- 
tion should  have  tbat  right  entirely  ab- 
rogated. I  hope  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  charge  of  this  Bill  will  take  tbis 
matter  into  consideration ;  and  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  difficult  for  him  to 
devise  some  means  by  wbicb  tbose 
powerful  Corporations  who  contribute  so 
largely  to  tbe  rates  in  Scotland  as  well 
as  in  England  should  have  a  voice  in  tbe 
representation.  Another  of  the  points 
on  which  I  should  ask  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  is  with  reference  to 
tbe  rules  relating  to  tbe  appoint- 
ment of  officers  under  Clause  82.  It 
seems  to  me  of  very  doubtful  expediency 
compelling  the  new  Councils  to  appoint 
tbe  Clerks  of  Supply.  Under  that 
clause  tbey  bave  no  option,  but  tbey 
must  appoint  for  the  first  year  whoever 
happens  to  be  the  Gerk  of  Supply. 
The  Clerks  of  Supply  will  be,  in  many 
instances,  by  no  means  the  least  im- 
portant of  the  officials  who  will  be 
brought  under  the  County  Councils. 
In  tbe  County  to  which  I  belong  the 
Clerk  to  tbe  Koad  Board  is  a  more  im- 
portant individual,  and  is  far  better 
paid  than  any  other,  and  it  seems  to 
me  either  that  the  Councils  should  be 
permitted  to  appoint  their  own  officers 
from  tbe  first,  or  they  should  be  idlowed 
to  select  from  among  the  officers  brought 
under  tbeir  control.  In  that  way  I 
should  prefer  myself  giving  them  full 
liberty  in  tbe  choice  of  tbeir  officers. 
It  is  more  important,  especially  at  the 
commencement  of  such  an  institution  as 
tbis,  that  tbe  Council  should  have  tbe 
beet  advice  tbat  they  can  possibly  get. 

Th$  Marjuiis  of  TueeddaU 


Anyone  who  has  bad  anything  to  do 
witb  Scottish  business  knows  the  im- 
portance of  tbis,  and  how  much  the 
efficiency  of  the  administration  of 
Scottish  local  business  will  depend  upon 
these  posts  being  properly  filled.  I 
think  tbe  County  Councils  should  at 
least  bave  tbe  option  of  appointing  any 
officer  whom  tbey  think  most  efficient 
to  act  as  County  Clerk.  Then,  my 
Lords,  Clause  22,  which  has  been 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  deals 
with  the  question  of  tbe  appropri- 
ation of  tbe  License  Duties  and  Probate 
Duty  Grants.  Those  grants  are  distri- 
buted in  six  different  ways.  In  the 
first  five  tbe  sum  aUocated  is  a  fixed 
sum,  and  tbe  sum  wbicb  is  to  be  given 
in  relief  to  State-aided  schools  is  to 
be  tbe  balance.  This  sum  may  vaiy 
very  considerably,  but  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  very  desirable  if  it  were  possible  that 
the  sum  should  be  so  far  as  it  can 
be  made  a  fixed  one.  I  do  not  know 
whether  tbat  is  impossible  to  be  done, 
but  I  should  like  to  suggest,  at  any  rate, 
whether  it  would  not  be  practicable  to 
strike  an  avera^,  say,  for  the  last  ten 
vears,  so  tbat  me  Local  Board  might 
know  pretty  nearly  what  sum  they 
would  be  entitled  to  in  regard  to  the 
relief  of  school  fees.  The  only  other 
point  which  I  have  to  refer  to  is  the  ap- 
pointment of  Justices  of  tbe  Peace  under 
Clause  10.  That  clause  says  that  the 
Chairman  shall  be  by  virtue  of  his 
office  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  of  the 
county.  Justices  of  the  Peace  have 
bitherto  been  appointed  by  the 
Crown.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
appointment  by  an  Act  of  this  kind 
will  make  any  difference,  or  whether 
it  will  be  necessary  ;to  make  any  new 

Provision  imder  wbicb  a  Justice  of  the 
^eaoe  will  in  future  be  made  otherwise 
than  by  tbe  Crown.  I  have  no  other 
observations  to  make  than  to  say  that  I 
believe  this  measure  will  be  attended 
with  great  advantage  to  Scotland.  We 
have  all  bad  experience  of  popular  Oo- 
vemment  in  tbe  administration  of  roads 
and  schools,  and,  speaking  for  myselft 
and  in  my  capacity  as  chairman  of 
bodies  of  both  kinds,  I  can  only  eay 
tbat  tbe  introduction  of  tbe  popular  ele- 
ment has  been  attended  with  complete 
success.  I  have,  therefore,  no  fear 
whatever  of  tbe  operation  of  tbis  Bill. 
*Thb  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  :  My 
Lords,  I  bave  very  few  remarks  to  make. 
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public  bnilding9,  and  are  alvrays 
supplied  when  asked  for.  They  &re 
not  BO  generaUy  supplied  as  the  Swedish 
"  Lion"  matches,  because  the  latter  are 
lower  in  price.  The  contract  prices  are 
5d.  per  dosen  boxes  for  the  latter,  and 
7d.  for  the  former.  In  either  case  each 
box  contains  100  or  more  matches. 

IRELAND--MONEY  ORDER  OFFICE 

FOR  LISGARRALL. 
Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
aek  the  Postmaster  General  if  a  Memo- 
rial has  been  received  by  the  Post 
Office  Authorities,  largely  signed  bv 
the  traders  and  inhabitants  ofLiscarrall, 
aaking  them  to  open  a  Money  Order 
Office  and  Savings  Bank  Department  in 
that  town  ;  and,  if,  in  yiew  of  the  con- 
fflderable  business  done  and  the  impor- 
tant fairs  held  there,  any  steps  will  be 
taken  towards  affording  those  facilities 
asked  for  in  the  Memorial  ? 

*ThePOSTMASTEB  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Haixes,  Cambridge  UniTersity) :  I  find 
that  the  Memorial  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  was  received  on  the  5th 
of  June  last,  and  was  duly  attended  to. 
liiscarrall  contains  about  600  inhabi- 
tants, and  from  a  Return  which  has 
been  taken  it  appears  that  only  one 
money  order  was  issued,  during  the  four 
weeks  ending  the  8th  June,  to  any  resi- 
dent in  the  place.  The  circumstances, 
therefore,  would  not  justify  a  Money 
Order  Office  being  opened  there,  unless 
a  guarantee  were  given  by  the  appli- 
cants to  recoup  the  Department  for  any 
loss  to  the  Kevenue  which  might 
accrue  from  it.  Offer  has  been  made  of 
a  Money  Order  Office  on  these  terms, 
but  the  offer  has  not  been  accepted,  and 
as  Postal  Orders  are  already  being  sold 
at  liiscarrall,  I  do  not  see  that  the  De- 
partment can  do  anything  further  in 
the  matter  at  present.    The  question  of 

S anting  Savings  Banks,  irrespective  of 
oney  Order  Offices,is  under  considera- 
tion. 

H.M.S.  iJOZ>iVJ?y-H.M.S.  BLK. 
Mb.  GOUBLET  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
if  it  is  correct  that  H.M.8.  Rodney^ 
which  fouled  the  North  Qoodwin  Light- 
ahip,  when  on  her  passage  to  Ports- 
mouth, was  considerably  out  of  her 
eonrse;  and,  whether  the  Elk,  which 
fouled  the  Newark  Lightship,  when  on 
her     passage     from   Queensferry    to 


Portsmouth,  was  also  out  of  her  course ; 
if  so,  will  he  state  whether  either  of  the 
▼easels  had  on  board  a  licensed  pilot, 
also  the  extent  of  damage  sustained  by 
the  two  vessels  and  the  lightships  ? 
♦The  FIRST  LOKD  of  the  ADMI- 
ItALTT(Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  It  is  not  correct  to  say  that 
the  Rodney  and  the  Elk  were  consider- 
ably out  of  their  course  when  they 
fouled  the  lightships  referred  to.  An 
error  of  judgment  in  not  making  suffi- 
cient allowance  for  the  strength  of  the 
tide  was  the  cause  of  the  collision  in  both 
cases.  Neither  of  the  vessels  had  pilots 
on  board,  but  were  navigated  by  their 
own  officers.  The  damage  done  to  the 
ships  and  light  vessels  was  slight,  except 
to  tiie  Elk^  though  even  in  her  case  the 
injury  did  not  extend  below  the  upper 
deck. 

OEMS  AND  RELICS  IN  CYPRUS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  is  aware  that  gems 
and  antique  relics  found  in  Oyprus 
have  for  many  years  been,  and  are 
still  being,  taken  away  from  the  island; 
and  whether  some  restrictions  could  be 
placed  upon  their  removal  ? 

Baron  H.  DE  WORMS :  Digging 
for  antiquities  cannot  take  place  in 
Cyprus  except  under  permit  from  the 
Qovemment,  which  usually  reserves  to 
itself  a  share  by  way  of  Boyalty.  The 
permits  are  now  given  out  with  much 
caution,but  the  licences  are  not  restricted 
by  law  as  to  the  removal  from  the 
island  of  their  share  of  what  is  found. 
Her  Majesty's  (Jovernment  have  de- 
cided not  to  issue  any  further  licences 
(except,  perhaps,  under  very  special  cir- 
cumstances) to  private  parties  desiring 
to  export  the  antiquities  for  their  own 
profit  or  benefit,  but  only  to  institutions 
like  the  Cyprus  Museum,  the  British 
Museum,  the  Berlin  Museum,  &c. 

IRELAND— POLICE  REPORTS. 
Ma.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference 
to  "the  power  of  writing  Reports," 
which  is  one  of  the  qualifications  for 
obtaining  promotion  in  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary,  whether  he  will  state 
what  test,  if  any,  is  applied  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  sucn  Reports  ? 
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say  that  my  remarks  upon  this  matter 
are  not  original,  for  they  really  follow 
what  was  said  by  Earl  Beaucbamp  with 
regard  to  enlargement  of  area.  I  do 
not  think,  in  England,  the  same  objec- 
tion exists,  because,  there,  political 
feeling  does  not  rise  so  high  as  it  does 
in  Scotland ;  but  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  it  is  unfortunate  we  should  haye  a 
repetition  of  the  same  state  of  things. 
I  think,  instead  of  there  being  one 
County  Councillor  for  each  area  as  pro- 
posed, it  would  have  been  much  better 
if  the  area  were  enlarged  and  six  or 

00  returned  for  that  area.  You  would 
then  get,  as  representatives,  different 
sorts  of  people.  You  would  get,  per- 
haps, the  larger  tenant  -  farmers, 
the  doctors,  or  the  yeterinary  sur- 
geons of  the  neighbourhood,  whereas, 
if  you  have  one  Councillor  only  for 
one  area,  you  will  perhaps  get  the 
person  returned  who  puts  himself 
most  prominently  forward.  I  very 
much  fear  that  the  effect  of  that 
clause  will  be  that  the  most  pushing  or 
energetic  person,  possibly  some  farmer 
Badically  inclined,  will  be  found  putting 
himself  forward.  I  do  not  know  what 
may  happen  to  this  Bill  in  Committee,  so 
many  Bills  disappear  at  that  stage ;  but 

1  desire  to  five  notice  that  I  intend  to 
move  the  deletion  in  Clause  82  of  the 
latter  part  of  Sub-section  3,  tbe  whole 
of  Sub- section  4,  and  the  latter  part  of 
Sub-section  6.  My  Lords,  it  seems  tome 
that  this  point  of  one  Councillor,  one 
area  is  an  important  one  and  ought  to  be 
well  considered.  In  other  respects  I 
think  the  Bill  a  useful  and  necessary 
one. 

♦ThbEarlofMINTO:  My  Lords,  I  wish 

to  make  only  one  remark.    To  my  mind 

this  Bill  is  in  many  respects  a  valuable 

one,  and  I  hope  it  will  work  well   in 

Scotland ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  the  dis- 
franchising part  of  it,  as  regards  many 
of  those  who  are  qualified  to  take  an 
intelligent  part  in  the  government  of  the 
county  is  a  defect.  Those  persons  are 
at  present  rather  a  numerous  body,  and 
by  this  Bill  you  are  diminishing  the 
number  of  those  who  may  take  part 
in  treating  subjects  to  be  brought 
before  the  Council'.  I  only  wish  to 
make  that  remark,  and  I  shiJl  perhaps 
in  Committee  move  an  Amendment  em- 
bodying my  views  on  the  point.  I  rather 
think  that  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 


spoken  looks  upon  it  in  the  same  light 
as  I  do  myself. 

On  question  that  (<'  now  ")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive :  Then  the  original  Motion  was 
agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Tuesday  next. 

INTERPRETATION  BILL.     (No.  92.) 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment 
moved  on  Third  Eeading  resumed  ac- 
cording to  Order. 

Thk   LOED   CHANCELLOR:   My 
Lords,  I  do  not  think  I  ought  to  persist  in 
the  Amendment  which  I  had  sought  to 
introduce  into  this  Bill  after  the  remarks 
of  my  noble  Friend  upon  it  with  regard  to 
both  place  and  time.    Although  I  am 
still  of   opinion  that  it  is    important 
some  such  amendment  of  the  law  should 
be  made,  yet  I  should  be  sorry  to  cany 
by  a  majority  an  Amendment  of  this 
description,     which    some    noble   and 
learned    Lords    think     is    not   really 
cidled  for  by  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
I  can  only  say,  in    abandoning   this 
Amendment,  that  I  shall  daim  from 
those  noble  and  learned  Lords  next  year 
their  assistance  into  putting  into  a  form 
more  satisfactory  to  themselves  some 
general  enactment,  which  shall  have  a 
more  definite  legal  meaning  attached  to 
it,  so  that  that  confusion  shall  not  be 
possible  in  private  Aets  which  exists  at 
present.    I  know  it  is  very  easy  to  say 
that  you  can  always  cure  that  by  puttix]^ 
a  specific  section  into  the  Act.    That  is 
quite  true;  but  the  answer  is  that  people 
do  not  do  so,  and  the  consequence  is  ^t 
from  time  to  time  Acts  are  passed  with- 
out any  provision  as  to  what  meaning 
is  to  be  attached  to  them  in  computing 
time.    Under  the  circumstances,  after 
the  opposition  which  has  been  offered  to 
it,  and  the  explanations  given  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friends  the   other 
night,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  becom- 
ing in  me  to  persist  in  the  Amendment 
of  which  that  alteration    formed  the 
subject. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Another  Amendment  proposed,  in 
Clause  12,  line  11,  after  the  word 
^^ India"  insert 

"And  where  parts  of  Buch  dominioni  are 
nnder  both  a  central,  and  a  local  legislature,  «U 
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Orient  Steamsliip  Company  of  London  for 
the  convejanoe  of  the  Canadian  mail 
between  Plymonth  and  Canada,  which 
lias  been  for  many  years   carried  by 
Messrs.  Allan,  of  Glasgow  and  Liver- 
poo],  between  Liverpool  and  Canada  via 
LiOndonderry ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
it  is  not  alone  a  matter  of  great  impor- 
tance ta  Londonderry  that  the  service 
via  Londonderry  should  be  maintained, 
but  it  is  also  most  important  to  Ireland 
generally,  as  the  change  in  the  service 
would  have  the  effect  of  cutting  off  to  a 
considerable  extent  the  intercourse  with 
Canada ;  and  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  advantages  which  a 
subsidy  from  the  Canadian  Government 
for    carrying  the  mails    by  steamers, 
which  must  call  at  a  French  port,  and 
with  a   subvention    from    the  British 
Government  to  the  same  vessels  as  Ad- 
miralty   cruisers,    together    with    the 
French  export  bounties,  will  give  to  the 
French     manufacturers    in    Canadian 
markets  over  the  British  manufacturers, 
who  will  have  to  export  their   goods 
from  Glasgow  and  Liverpool  by  unsub- 
sidised  steamers,  and  without  the  other 
advantages    enjoyed    by    the    French 
manufacturer  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WOBVIS  :  The  details 
of  the  contract  between  the  Orient 
Steamship  Company  and  the  Canadian 
Government  are  under  the  control  of 
the  Dominion  Government,  and  the 
donsid orations  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  do  not  appear  to  justify  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  making  any 
official  representations  to  Canada  on  the 
subject.  The  improved  arrangements 
are,  it  is  understood,  highly  appreciated 
by  the  public ;  and  they  form  a  part  of 
the  great  system  of  communication 
between  this  country  and  the  far  East, 
via  Canada,  from  which  important 
advantages  are  anticipated. 

KANTURK  AND  NEWMARKET 
RAILWAY. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  the 
Board  have  yet  decided  on  the  appoint* 
ment  of  arbitrators  under  Section  13  of 
'*The  Kanturk  and  Newmarket  Bail- 
way  Act,  1888 ; "  is  he  aware  of  the  re- 
quest put  forward  by  the  Kanturk 
Board  of  Guardians,  as  representing  the 
ratepayers,  to  the  effect  that  they  should 
have  a  voice  in  the  appointment  of  the 
arbitrators;  is  it  a   fact,  as  reported, 


that  two  gentlemen  have  already  been 
named  to  act — namely,  Mr.  Denham 
Franklin  and  Mr.  Kirby,  C.E. ;  is  he 
aware  that  Mr.  Franklin  is  the  nominee 
of  the  company,  and  Mr.  Kirby  has 
acted  in  an  engineering  capacity  for  and 
has  been  a  paid  employ i  of  the  company ; 
and  will  he  undertake  that  the  request 
of  the  ratepayers,  as  conveyed  in  the 
correspondence  with  the  Board  of  Trade, 
will  receive  due  attention  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH:  Under 
Section  13  of  the  Kanturk  and  New* 
market  Railway  Act,  1887,  the  Board 
of  Trade  may,  during  a  specified  time, 
upon  the  request  of  the  company,  ap- 
point as  arbitrators  the  County  Surveyor 
acting  for  the  time  being  in  the  East 
Riding  of  the  County  of  Cork,  and  two 
other  persons  to  be  selected  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  The  names  of  two 
gentlemen  qualified  to  act  as  arbitrators 
^ere  sujcgested  by  the  Railway  Com- 
pany. These  names  were  approved  by 
the  grand  jury  and  by  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, but  the  Kanturk  and  Newmarket 
Guardians  suggested  two  other  names. 
The  Board  of  Trade  appointed  Mr. 
Franklin,  one  of  the  gentlemen  sug- 
gested by  the  Railway  Company,  and 
Mr.  M*Hugh,  one  of  the  genuemen 
suggested  by  the  Board  of  Guardians. 
They  also  appointed  the  County  Sur* 
veyor,  acting  for  the  time  being  in  the 
East  Ridiog  of  the  County  of  Cork, 
following  the  terms  of  the  Aot.  It 
appears  there  are  two  Surveyors,  and 
if  it  be  found  undesirable  that  Mr. 
Kirkby  should  act  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  ti^e  steps  for  the  appointment  of 
the  other  Surveyor  acting  in  the  East 
Riding. 

FENIT  PIER  LOAN. 

Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N) :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  instructions  issued 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  cess- 
payers  of  the  baronies  connected  with 
the  Fenit  Pier  Loan,  and  on  faith  of 
which  the  cesspayers  gave  a  guarantee 
for  £95,000,  the  following  passage 
occurs: — 

"  No  portion  of  it  (the  loan^  can  be  expended 
on  the  present  canal,  or  in  paym«^t  of  the 
balance  of  the  canal  debt  due  to  the  Pubho 
Worka  Loan  OommlMionera.  or  of  the  instal- 
ments of  the  present  loan ;  " 
but  that,  in  Bpite  of  this  passage  in  the 
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instractions,  £2,500  was  paid  to  the 
National  Bank  in  discharge  of  a  debt 
due  by  the  canal,  £300  and  £290  were 
paid  to  the  Public  Works  Loan  Gom- 
missioners  in  discharge  of  the  debt  due 
by  the  canal,  and  £3,192  lis.  4d.  was 

Said  to  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  in 
ischarge  of  the  instalments  on  the 
Fenit  Pier  Loan  referred  to  in  the 
Lord  Lieutenant's  instructions  as  the 
present  loan ;  whether  interest  has  to 
be  paid  and  capital  repaid  by  the  tax- 
payers as  regards  these  sums,  although 
mese  sums  were  paid  by  the  Fenit  Har- 
bour Commissioners  in  direct  contrayen- 
tion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  instruc- 
tions, on  the  faith  of  which  the  taxpayers 
Save  their  guarantee ;  and,  whether,  if 
lese  facts  be  as  stated,  he  will  take 
steps  to  enforce  the  instructions  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Full  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  of  this  question  has 
not  yet  reached  me.  I  must  therefore 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  be  so  good  as 
to  defer  it  for  two  or  three  days. 

GLOUCESTERSHIRE    ENGINEER 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  fact  that  the  1st  Glouces- 
tershire Eoyal  Engineers'  band  is  ad- 
vertised to  take  part  in  a  Unionist 
demonstration  at  Ledbury ;  whether  the 
above-named  band  is  the  band  of  a 
Volunteer  regiment;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  thb  WAB 
OFFICE  (Mr.  Bbodbtck,  Surrey,  GuUd- 
ford) :  The  band  of  the  1st  Gloucester- 
shire Engineer  Volunteers  accepted  an 
engagement  to  play  at  a  fSte  at  Led- 
bury under  the  impression  that  the/iie 
was  not  political.  On  learning  that  the 
contrary  was  the  case,  the  engagement 
was  cancelled. 

LABOUR   STATISTICS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  can  state  the  cause  of  the 
delay  in  the  issue  of  the  further  Betums 
promised  by  the  Labour  Statistics  De- 
partment ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  if 
any  additional  information  has  been  col- 
lected this  Session,  and  when  such  in- 
formation will  be  published? 

Mr,  Mdfwny 


Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  A  part  of 
the  census  of  wages  (a  most  important 
part)  is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  printen. 
A  Return  as  to  the  cost  of  living  is  also 
in  proof.  The  Report  as  to  strikes  for 
1 83B  and  the  Annual  Report  as  to  Trades 
Unions  are  also  with  the  printers.  These 
four  papers  will  be  issued  very  shortly. 
The  other  parts  of  the  programme  in 
the  Memorandum  No.  438  of  Session 
1888  will  be  carried  out.  There  has 
been  unavoidable  delay  with  some  of 
these  papers  owing  to  the  great  novelty 
of  the  worky  as  explained  in  the  Memo- 
randum referred  to,  but  they  are  being 
pressed  forward  as  rapidly  as  possible 
with  the  staff  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Department. 

THE  BLENHEIM. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
any  shipbuilding  contracts  with  the 
Admiralty  are  now  being  carried  oat  by 
the  Thames  Ship  Building  and  Iron 
Works  Company;  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  consequence  of  certain  trade 
differences,  a  considerable  number  of 
unskilled  workmen  are  now  employed 
as  rivetters  in  such  works,  and  that 
some  of  the  bolts  are  very  imperfectly 
rivetted ;  and,  whether  efficient  inspeo- 
tion  is  practised,  to  prevent  such  rivet- 
ting  from  being  passed  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Bh^- 
keim  is  being  built  by  the  Thames  Sh^ 
building  Company.  The  Admiralty  are 
aware  that  certain  difficulties  have  arisen 
with  the  workmen,  but  they  are  not 
aware  that  any  unskilled  workmen  are 
employed  on  skilled  work,  or  that  any 
work  has  been  done  imperfectly.  There 
is  efficient  inspection,  and  there  is  no 
risk  of  imperfect  work  being  passed  even 
if — which  is  unlikely  from  the  repnta- 
tion  of  the  firm — such  an  attempt  was 
made. 

MARITIlifB  INTERNATIONAL  CON- 
FERENCE. 

Mb.  OOURLET  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  how 
many  delegates  he  intends  sending  to 
the  Maritime  International  Oonferenoe, 
which  is  to  be  held  at  Wadiington  in 
the  autumn ;  and  whether  he  can  place 
before  the  House  a  programme  of  the 
questions  likely  to  be  discussed  ? 
*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  No  answer 
has  yet  been  received  f^m  the  United 


61 


Iriland-^-Caii  of 


{AuoiTST],  I88S1} 


Br,'  Tanner. 


62 


States  Ooyemment  to  our  proposals  as 
to  the  conditions  to  which  the  Conference 
should  be  subject,  and  until  this  is 
received  it  is  not  possible  to  make  any 
statement  with  regard  to  it. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  DR.   TANNER. 

Mb.  MATTHEW  KENNY  (Tyrone, 
Mid.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  if  there  is  any  precedent, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Act  14  and  15 
Yio.  0.  98,  for  Magistrates  at  P^tty  Ses- 
sions in  Ireland  requiring  a  person 
adjudged  by  them  guilty  of  a  contempt 
of  Gourt  to  find  sureties  for  good  be- 
haviour ? 

♦The  SOLICITOR  general  fob 
ISELAND  (Mr.  MADDmr,  UzuTersity  of 
Dublin) :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  at 
the  same  time  to  reply  to  the  question 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin — namely  :— 

'*  Whether  it  was  for  '  contempt  of  Court '  in 
language  used  by  him  in  addressing  the  Court 
Qpon  a  dharge  against  himself  that  Dr.  Tanner, 
M.P.,  was  ordered  by  two  stipendiaries  at  Tip- 
perary  on  Monday  last  to  find  bail  or  to  undergo 
imprisonment  for  three  months ;  and  whether 
it  was  within  the  legal  competency  of  the 
jnstioes  to  deal  with  '  contempt  of  Court '  other- 
wise than  by  a  sentence  of  imprisonment  for  a 
period  not  exceeding  one  week." 

It  appears  that  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  in  these  questions  was  not 
adjudged    by  the    Magistrates    to  be 

fuilty  of  a  contempt  of  Court.  The  con- 
uct  in  respect  of  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  ordered  to  find  bail  to  be  of 
good  behaviour  took  place  in  open 
Court,  but  the  Magistrates  acted  under 
their  jurisdiction  in  holding  the  Gommis- 
sion  of  the  Peace,  and  not  under  the 
statutable  authority  referred  to  in  the 
queetion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Cork.  The  hon.  Member  was  not  sen- 
tenced by  the  Oourt  to  any  punishment 
for  contempt  of  Oourt,  nor  need  he 
undergo  any  punishment  at  all  provided 
he  gives  the  required  securities  to  be  of 
good  behaviour. 

MB.MAONEILL:  Does  not;the  Petty 
Sessions  Act  prescribe  that  the  punish- 
ment for  contempt  of  Oourt  shall  be 
seven  days'  imprisonment,  and  no  more? 
*Mr.  madden  :  The  Magistrates  did 
not  in  this  instance  exercise  the  statutory 
jurisdiction,  at  all. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Oork  Oounty, 
N.E.} :  May  I  ask  whether  the  offence 
for  which  Dr.  Tanner  has  been  sen- 
tenced is  not  that  of  making  a  speech  in 


his  own  defence,  his  counsel  having 
been  thrust  out  of  Oourt  by  the  Magi- 
strates ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  It  was  in  the  course 
of  making  a  speech  that  the  insult  was 
offered  to  the  Magistrates  composing 
the  Oourt. 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  in  Ireland  in  future,  if  a 
Magistrate  chooses  to  put  an  accused 
person's  counsel  out  of  Oourt,  and  the 
accused  afterwards  in  any  way  offends 
the  Magistrate's  canons  of  manners,  the 
presiding  Magistrate  is  to  send  him  to 
prison  for  three  months  ? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.) :  Was  or 
was  not  the  offence  contempt  of  Oourt, 
and,  if  it  was,  were  the  Magistrates 
justified  in  going  outside  the  statute, 
which  prescribes  that  a  person  com- 
mitting contempt  may  be  fined  or  im- 
prisoned for  a  period  of  seven  days 
only  ? 

«Mb.  MADDEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  brought  the  matter  to  a 
very  narrow  issue.  The  statute  provides 
a  certain  punishment  for  contempt  of 
Oourt.  It  is  competent  for  the  Mlagts- 
trates  to  order  a  person  guilty  of  certain 
conduct  to  find  sureties  for  his  good 
behaviour,  and  the  question  is  whether 
this  jurisdiction  is  ousted  by  the 
Statute  in  cases  where  the  latter 
applies.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man raises  the  question  whether  the 
order  in  this  case  has  been  made  legally 
or  illegally — whether  it  was  within  or 
outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Magis- 
trates. As  there  are  perfectly  under- 
stood means  by  which  such  a  question 
can  be  raised,  it  would  not  be  proper 
for  me  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
legal  point.      

Miu  M.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhampton, 
E.) :  Is  there  any  precedent  in  the 
Superior  Oourts  of  England,  Ireland,  or 
Scotland  where  a  Judee  in  a  Superior 
Oourt,  having  been  insmted  in  his  Court, 
has  dealt  with  such  a  case,  not  as  one 
of  contempt  of  Oourt,  but  has  called  on 
the  offending  person  to  find  bail,  and  in 
default  has  sent  him  to  prison  ? 

^Mn.  MADDEN :  There  is  the  highest 
authority  for  saying  that  insiuting 
or  contemptuous  language  spoken  of 
Judges  or  Magistrates  is  a  proper  mat- 
ter for  the  exercise  of  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Magistrates  under  the  Statute 
referred  to ;  but  whether,  where  there 
is  statutable   jurisdiction  for   dealing 
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witb  oontempt  of  Court,  it  is  co-ex- 
tensire  with  the  general  jariadiction 
to  which  I  have  referred,  I  muat 
declins  to  diacuu,  as  that  is  a  question 
which  muat  be  decided  b;  proper  legal 
authority. 

Ub.  sexton  :  Iq  consequeDoe  of  a 
telegram  juat  received  from  Dr.  Tanner 
as  to  the  vioIenoA  from  which  he  has 
sufferedlfeelmyselCunderthe  necessU; 
of  giving  notico  that  at  the  end  of  the 
quoationa  I  will  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

BHIPBUILDISG  ON  THE  FOYLE. 
Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CARTHY:  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that, 
onhisottn  atatemsnt  in  April,  1887,  the 
ship  yard  on  the  Foyle  at  Derry  City  was 
duly  certified  and  placed  upon  the  Ad- 
miralty List,  he  will  give  directions  that 
some  of  the  contracts  for  tho  new  ship- 
building undertaken  by  the  Admiralty 
shall  be  offered  to  the  Derry  ehip- 
buildingyard? 
•LoKD  O.  HAMILTON :  The  ehip- 
building  yard  on  the  Foyle  at  Derry, 
though  placed  on  the  Admiralty  List  ai 
eligible  for  certain  claasee  of  war  ships, 
is  not  considered  capable  at  present  of 
constructing  vessels  of  over  2,000  tons 
displacement  under  the  conditions  re- 
quired by  the  Admiralty.  The  ships  to 
DO  built  under  the  new  programme  are 
either  too  large  for  the  capabilities  of 
the  yard  «r  of  euch  a  apeciat  character 
that  thej  could  only  be  inlrusted  to 
firms  which  have  made  vessela  of  the 
kind  a  speciality. 

LOCAL       GOVERNMENT      (SCOTLAND) 

BILL— THE  BDRGH  OF  DYSART. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to 

ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he  will  issue  a 

revised  edition  of  the  provisional  pro- 

Sisals  as  to  number  of  County 
ouDcillors  in  Scotland,  ao  far  as  regards 
the  County  of  Fife,  and  will  aaaign  a 
representation  on  the  County  Council  to 
the  burgh  of  Dysart,  hitherto  omitted, 
eo  as  to  relieve  the  uncertainty  which 
still  prevails  in  the  locality  ? 
*The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBBTSoN,  Bute)  :  I  have  sent 
to  the  hoQ.  Oentleman  a  revised  edition 
6t  the  proposals,  from  which  he  will 
observe  that  Dysart  is  duly  assigned  a 


THE  NAVAL  REVIEW. 
Mr.  HANBUEy  (Preston):  Ibegto 
aak  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether,  on  the  ocoasion  of  the  coming 
inspection  of  the  Fleet,  when  the  Ad- 
miral and  other  officers  in  conmiand  are 
to  be  presented  to  the  German  Emperor 
on  board  the  Victoria  and  Alhttt,  any 
officers  have  been  nominated  to  repre- 
sent either  the  Boyal  Marine  Artdllerj 
or  the  Boyal  Marine  light  Infantry, 
4,700  men  of  wluch  oorpe  are  at  present 
embarked  in  the  Fleet ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  this  omisaion  to  recognise  the 
eenior  officers  of  the  Marine  Force  is 
due  to  an  inadvertence  ? 
*LoRD  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  onlj 
officers  who  aro  to  be  presented  to  tht 
German  Emperor,  on  the  occasion  of  hi> 
visiting  the  Fleet  at  Spithead  on  Augntt 
3rd,  are  those  in  command  of  ships  pie- 
sent,  who  are  of  the  rank  of  commander 
and  upwards.  It  is  the  traditioo  and 
the  practice  both  in  the  Navy  and  the 
Army  for  the  officer  in  command  of  a 
ship  or  of  a  land  force  to  represeot  in 
his  individual  peraon  all  the  compoDsnt 
parts  of  the  force  under  his  oommsnd, 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  departing  ontkt 
present  occasion  from  this  practice. 


IRELAND— I<OAN  FDHD  BOARDS. 
Ma.  O'DOHEBTY  ( Donegal,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Qeneral 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  printed  noticsB 
of  default  by  Loan  Fund  Boards  in 
Ireland  are  charged  as  letters,  and 
notices  by  Bailway  Companies  advising 
goods  as  circulars,  and  what  ia  the  dis- 
tinction between  them  ;  and,  whether 
he  can  see  his  way  to  treat  them  alike 
in  future? 
*Mb.  EAIKE8:  The hon.  Member hai 
been  good  enough  to  send  me  copies  of 
the  documents  referred  to  in  his  question, 
and  having  examined  them,  I  have  to 
state  that  they  are  both  letters,  and  bavs 
no  claim  to  be  considered  "circular 
letters,  as  the  partioulars  they  contain 
must  obviously  vary  from  the  particulars 
of  other  letters  sent  by  the  aame  persona 
for  a  similar  purpose.  They  ahouldi 
therefore,  both  alike  have  been  charged 
at  the  letter  rate. 

THE    CLANRIOARDE    ESTATE. 

Ma.  8HAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 

Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
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whether   the   Bev.    P.    Oostelloe,  the 
newly-appointed  parish  priest  of  Wood- 
ford, Gfdwaj,  has  recently  addressed  a 
letter  to  him,  stating  that  he  had  re- 
cently been  authorised  by  the  tenants  of 
the  (^anricarde  estate  to  offer  to  Lord 
Olanricarde,   either   to   purchase  their 
holdings  on  reasonable  terms,  or  to  refer 
the  matters  in  dispute  to  arbitratioui  or 
to  agree  to  reasonable  terms,  conditional 
upon  the  re-instalment  of  the  seventy 
evicted  tenants  upon  the  same  terms; 
and  that  Lord  Clanricarde  had  refused 
the  offer,  and  was  making  great  prepa- 
rations for  the  wholesale  eviction  of  the 
tenants;  whether  Mr.  Oostelloe,  under 
these  circumstances,  requested  the  Go- 
vernment to  aend  down  to  the  district 
an  impartial  Commissioner  for  the  pur- 
pose of  hearing  both  sides  and  present- 
ing a  Beport  on  the  whole  case;  and  in 
the  meantime  to  suspend  supporting  the 
evictions  with  the  forces  of  the  Crown ; 
and,  whether  a  refusal  was  made  by  the 
Government  to  this  request ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  the  letter  of  Father  Costelloe, 
and  his  reply  to  it,  and  also  any  corres- 
pondence which    has    passed  between 
himself  and  Dr.  Healy,  the  coadjutor 
Bishop  of  the  Diocese,  on  the  same  sub- 
ject,   with    reference    to   the    pending 
evictions  on  the  Fortumna  district  of 
the  Clanricarde  property? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALEOXJB:  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  will  not  object  to  my 
saying,  in  accordance  with  an  answer  I 
previously  gave  on  the  subject  of  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question,  that  I 
must  with  all  respect  decline  to  gratify 
his  curiosity  with  regard  to  my  private 
correspondence. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answer  the  first 
part  of  the  question,  which  has  refer- 
ence to  correspondence  not  of  a  private 
nature? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFGUB:  The  letter 
was  addressed  to  me  in  my  private 
capacity,    and    I    decline   to   make  it 

public.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  I  under- 
stand that  the  letter  was  addressed  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  public 
capacity,  and  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  a  Minister  can  decline  to  pub- 
licly answer  a  letter  written  to  him  in 
his  public  capacity  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
have  a  right  to  answer  privately  any 
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letter  addressed  to  me  in  any  way  I 
like. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  I  shall 
draw  attention  to  the  matter  on  the 
Entimates. 

"  BOARD  OP  TRADE  JOURNAL." 
Mb.  HOWABD  VINCENT  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  he  can  give  the  Ho.ase  any  in- 
formation concerning  the  advantage  the 
manufacturers  and  merchants  of  the 
United  Kingdom  take  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Journal  as  a  guide  to  the  condition 
and  requirements  of  British  trade 
abroad  ;  and.  if  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
allegation  that  foreign  competitors  more 
largely  utilise  the  valuable  information 
furnished  by  Her  Majesty's  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Officers  than  our  own 
countrymen  ? 

♦Sib  M.  hicks  BEACH :  The  Board 
of  Trade  Journal  is  made  use  of  by  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce,  the  Agents  General 
for  the  Colonies,  and  other  authorities, 
as  well  as  by  private  merchants,  who  ex- 
press themselves  as  greatly  interested  in 
the  contents.  There  is  no  doubt  busi- 
ness people  profit  by  information  of  the 
kind  which  the  Journal  contains.  The 
Press  also  make'  a  large  use  of  the  in- 
formation. The  Board  of  Trade  have 
not  been  informed  that  our  foreign  com- 
petitors more  largely  utilise  the  informa- 
tion than  our  own  traders,  and  they  do 
not  believe  it  likely  that  this  is  the 
case,  the  information  relating  mainly  to 
places  where  our  own  trade  requires  de« 
velopment,  or  to  circumstances  which 
our  own  traders  have  the  best  oppor- 
tunity to  take  advantage  of.  The  risk 
of  foreign  competitors  utilising  the  in- 
formation is,  of  course,  no  reason  why 
our  own  traders  should  not  have  the 
advantage  of  it. 

IRISH  PRISONERS  AND  WHITE- 
WASHED CELLS. 

Mb.  MACNElIiL :  I  eg  t  o  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Mr.  Conybeare,  and  other  prisoners  in 
Deny  Gaol,  complained  on  Saturday 
evening  last  that  their  eyes  were  wea- 
kened and  influenced  by  the  glare  of  the 
whitewash  on  the  walls  of  their  cells; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  cases 
of  Messrs.  Wilfred  Blunt  and  Cox,  M.P., 
whose  sight  has  been  impaired  by  im- 
prisonment under  similar  circumstances, 
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he  will  be  prepared  to  direot  the  cells  of 
these  prisoners  to  be  covered  with  a 
wash  of  blue  or  pink  instead  of  the 
ordinarr  whitewash  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  the  article  in 
question,  which  does  not  seem  very  re- 
lerant  to  the  question  on  the  Paper. 
The  General  Prisons  Board  inform  me 
that  the  Oovemor  of  Londonderry 
Prison  has  reported  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  Mr.  Oonybeare  or  any  other 
prisoner  had  complained,  as  alleged  in 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  question ;  and 
as  the  hon.  Member  has  been  already 
informed,  in  reply  to  questions  put  by 
him  on  July  19,  there  is  no  eyidence 
that  either  the  sight  of  Mr.  Blunt  or  of 
Mr.  Ooz,  M.P.,  was  impaired  by  im- 
prisonment, nor  do  the  Prisons  Board 
see  any  necessity  to  alter  the  existing 
arrangements  in  regard  to  the  colouring 
of  the  walls. 

Mb.  COX:  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble 
the  House  with  my  own  grievances  and 
infirmities,  but  does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  that  I  was  conveyed  from 
Dondalk  Gaol  to  Eilmainham  Gaol  at 
the  order  of  the  Prisons  Board  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  shall  be 
glad  to  answer  any  specific  question  put 
to  me  if  the  hon.  Member  will  put  it  on 
the  Paper ;  but  the  Prisons  Board  de- 
clare that  there  is  no  evidence  that  the 
sight  of  the  hon.  Member  was  impaired 
by  his  imprisonment. 

Mb.  MAONFJLL:  Does  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  Mr. 
Blunt,  in  my  presence  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  swore  that  his  eyesight  was 
injured,  and  the  Attorney-General,  who 
was  prosecuting,  laughed,  though  he 
apologised  for  so  doing  ? 

Mb.  gill  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  Mr.  Powell,  who  is 
now  being  prosecuted,  has  practically 
lost  the  sight  of  one  eye  owing  to  two 
imprisonments  2 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  On  the  gene- 
ral question,  I  can  only  say  that  I  can 
hardly  believe  that  the  eyesight  of  hoB« 
Gentlemen  in  prison  under  the  Oriminal 
Law  and  Procedure  Aet  is  more  delicate 
than  that  of  persons  imprisoned  under 
other  Acts ;  and,  as  I  have  not  heard  of 
complaints  in  the  latter  class  of  cases,  I 
hope  there  is  no  ground  for  the  fears  of 
hon.  Gentlemen. 

Mr.  McaNeiU 


FORAGE  RATIONS  OF  OFFI0EB8' 
H09^8E8. 

Mb.  HANBUBY  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Seer j»tary  of  State  fp?  War  whether  h« 
has  yet  come  to  a  decision  upoa  Ibft 
question  of  the  right  of  the  War  Offioe 
to  reduce  the  forage  rations  of  offioen^ 
horses;  and  whether  it  is  oontendftd 
that  the  power  to  alter  or  vary  ths 
rations  by  the  substitution  of  equiva- 
lents fl^  includes  a  right  to  reduce  it 
idtogether  ? 

♦Thb  SEORETAET  of  STATE  wa 
WAB  (Mr.  K  Stanhopb,  LinodnflUre, 
Homcastle) :  I  hold  it  to  be  quite 
within  my  power  to  make  an  expenmMt 
in  the  reduction  of  the  ration,  which  is 
not  a  personal  emolument  of  ^ 
officer's ;  but  if  any  permanent  altera- 
tions are  deemed  necessary  a  nev 
warrant  would  certainly  be  issued. 

MAILS  TO  CHINA  VIA  CANADA. 

Sib  GEOBGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Earkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  ibe 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  now  say  when  the  new  contract  for 
the  conveyance  of  mails  between  Eog' 
land  and  China  y\k  Canada  can  be 
printed  and  circulated  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  House ;  and  when  it  is  likely 
to  be  brought  before  the  House  ? 

The  8ECRETAEY  to  thb  TBEA- 
8URT  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):I 
hope  the  contract  and  Treasury  Minate 
will  be  circulated  to-morrow.    

Sm  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  in  regard  to  the  new  con- 
tract for  the  ooDveyance  of  mails  between 
England  and  Canada  and  China,  Messrs. 
Allan  have  publicly  declared  that  bow 
they  are  released  ^m  mail  duties  tl^y 
will  be  able  to  improve  their  serfice 
via  Londonderry  to  Canada ;  whether 
the  Dominion,  Beaver,  and  other  regnlAr 
lines  will  continue    to  run  as  b^re 
unaffected  by  the  new  axrangemei^t 
whether  the  oontoaotors  xior  the  new 
service,   in  their  own  intereets, .  make 
special  proThiok.ior^^lriah.msilai^" 
passengers ; .  and^whetber  >  the  Jiaw  aer- 
vice  wiU  compete.direotlj,.  not  with  any 
existing   British  i  lines,    bat  with  die 
subsidised    Frenoh.  and  OermaaBA^ 
earcying  the  existing Oontmentaltrade, 
and  especially    the    French  line  now 
ruqning  to  Canada  which  is  subsidised 
by  the  Canadian  Government  ? 
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to  hold  ont  anji  hopea  of  being  able  to 
make  any  communication  on  tbe  aubjeot 
to  the  House  this  SesBion.  During  tbe 
autumn  the  GommisBioneTs  hope  that 
they  will  be  able  to  conclude  their  final 
Report. 


Mr.  DILLWTN  (Swansea):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session,  and  of  the  great  opposition 
to  the  Tithe  Kent-Charge  Becovery  Bill 
which  exists  in  many  Bsctions  of  the 
House,  it  is  still  his  iatention  to  press 
that  measure  this  Session,  notwithstand- 
ing  that  fais  doing  so  must  necessitate 
its  being  passed  either  without  due  con- 
sideration of  its  provieions,  or  else  by 
the  considerable  prolongation  of  the 
Session? 

Mb.  B.  LGIOHTON:  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  statement  of  Mr.  Justice 
Field,  made  in  his  charge  to  the  Grand 
Jury  at  Chester  last  week  : — 

"  It  was  K  disgnce  tbat  «uch  tbiDgi  oi  tbe 
Iste  tithe  riola  stiould  take  place  ia  this  country ; 
and  those  vbo  put  in  motion  the  mua  of  ^e 
people  and  who  urged  them  on,  directly  or 
indirectly,  had  a  terrible  aectjunt  to  aniwer  for. 
There  wai  no  doubt  that  the  public  mind  had 
been  agitated  and  roused  to  an  extent  hardly 
credible  if  it  were  not  known  as  a  fact." 

Mh.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (Denbighshire); 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  would  prevent  the  tithe 
rioU? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  havenotsem 
the  report  of  the  charge,  and  it  would 
]11  become  me  to  express  an  opinion  on 
tbe  learned  Judge  s  utterances  in  the 
position  which  he  occupies.  But  I  wish 
to  say  that  we  do  hope  that  this 
measure,  small  as  far  as  its  dimensions 
are  concerned,  will  go  very  far  indeed 
to  remove  the  opportunity  for  these 
lawless  displays  which  have  oocurred  to 
the  great  pain  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It  is  hoped 
that  the  Oovernment  will  be  able  to  pass 
the  lueasuTe  during  the  course  of  the 
Session.  The  Bill  itself  is  confined 
within  small  limits,  but  it  will  tend  very 
much  indeed  to  the  due  regard  of  order. 


regard  to  the  great  number  of  hon. 
Members  for  Wales  and  for  Engliih 
agricultural  constituencies  who  are  in- 
terested in  thi  I  Bill,  and  in  considsrstion 
of  the  undoubtedly  protracted  discuuion 
which  the  Bill  must  lead  to,  tka 
Government  can  see  their  wa;  to 
allowing  the  discusaaioD,  when  it  is 
once  opened,  to  be  taken  ^  d**  indiMf 
E*Me.  ,W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  MT- 
tainly  endeavour  to  do  that. 

Ma.  Q.  0.  MORGAN:  WOl  ths 
Bill  be  put  down  as  the  first  Cider  of 
the  Day  ? 
*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  i^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  sufficient  experi- 
ence of  Parliamentary  matters  to  ioaw 
that  it  is  impossible  to  answer  that 
question  definitely. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  WiU  the  lifjht 
hon.  Gentleman  oonsidarthe  desirabiutf 
of  an  autumn  Session  ? 

[No  answer  was  retarned]. 

SCOTLAMU  AND  THE  ASHBOUENB  ACT- 
Mr.  BSSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Firet  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty'* 
Government  has  reoeived  seversl  com- 
municatione  and  memorials  from  Aber- 
deenshire and  elsewhere,  askieg  that 
the  Ashbourne  Act  may  be  extended 
to  Scotland:  and  whether  Her  UajsBtj's 
Government  are  or  are  not  favouraU; 
disposed  to  consider  the  request  before 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  next  Sesaius  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Naturally  I 
made  inquiry  for  the  memorials  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  at  the 
Scotch  Office.  Nothing  ia  known  at  tbe 
Scotch  Office  of  these  memorials  and 
communications,  and,  as  tta  aelknow, 
the  Government  have  not  reoeived  any- 

FUBUC  BUSINESS. 
Ma.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  is 
view  of  the  period  of  the  Session,  the 
general  desire  that  it  should  not  be 
much  further  prolonged,  and  the  in- 
advisability  of  legislation  involving 
controverted  principles  without  reason- 
able opportunity  for  discussion,  he  can 
now  state  definitely  what  Government 
Bills  will  be  persevered  with  F 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  admit  that  the 
Government  have   been    moat  anzione 
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ffovxt  has  been  ioetitated  at  Gore; 
and,  whether  the  Count;  of  Wexford  it 
^uito  freo  from  anything  like  serious 
orii^e?' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  An  in^ry 
under  deotton  1  of  the  Oriminal  Xaw 
and  Ptooedure  ^Ireland]  Act  was 
^r^Med  a)t  Uorey  upon  sworn  informa- 
tions that  a  conspirao;  to  boycott  and 
HtilBrd&ta  existed  in  that  district.  This 
olAss  of  crime  has,  it  appears,  recently 
existed  to  a  very  great  extent  in 
different  distriots  in  the  County  of 
Werford. 

Ma.  WILUAU  BEDUOND:  Hay 
I  ask  the  right  faon.  Gontleman  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  three  men,  Millan, 
Doyle,  and  Earanagh,  charged  at 
Gh>rey  with  endeavouring  to  prOTent 
people  buying  pigs  from  the  Earl  of 
Oourtown,  were  confined  in  a  small  and 
£rty  police  cell  for  a  consideTable  time, 
as  bail  was  refused  till  next  day ;  and, 
whether  the  GoTemment  intend  to  pro- 
secute these  men  on  any  Other  charge 
than  that   connected  with  Lord  Cour- 


with  the  Bill  this  Sesfflon. 

they  propose  to  inquire  into  ths  mt^iti 

earlr  next  Seuion. 

Ha.W.BEDUOXD:  Hare  notstnmg 
representations  been  leoaTcd  from 
seTcral  of  the  Australian  GoTsmpiSBli 
in  faTDur  of  the  passage  of  the  Billf 
*Ma,  W.  H.  SSlITH:Tho#e  osa  bt 
no  doubt  that  such  lepresentaticins  htn 
been  made.  It  ia  fair.  howeTsr,  to  ti; 
that  a  strong  opinion  has  been  expTwad 
in  this  country  as  to  the  details  of  tin 
measure,  and  the  Government  do  ant 
think  it  right,  in  these  cironmstanoss,  hi 
force  theMeasure  through  attluspeiiod 
of  the  Session,  and,  therefore,  thtrfwill 
allow  time  for  further  oonsideratiaa. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MoAttTHUB  (Oomwsll, 
Mid,  St.  AusteU) :  Mnv  I  aik  whsUur, 
bartng  regard  to  the  almost  unanioiov 
opinion  in  favoar  of  this  Measure,  du 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  can  n*e  ths 
Colonies  an  assuranoe  that  the  Bill  wiU 
be  brought  in  early  next  8ee«i«i,_SBa 
that  theQoTemmentwillmakeassriau 
attempt  to  carry  it  f 


39 


Ireland — Case  of 


{OOMMONS} 


Dr.  Ttrnmr. 


8^ 


brought  under  the  Crimes  Act  before  a 
Coercion  Court.  My  hon.  Friend,  how- 
ever, was  brought  before  two  **  remov- 
able "  gentlemen,  the  paid  servants  of 
the  Executive,  one  of  them  a  near  rela- 
tive of  a  well-known  Irish  Conservative 
landlord  and  politician,  and  the  other  a 
gentleman  who  has  qualified  in  India 
fbr  service  as  a  Magistrate  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  Healy,  the  Member  for  North 
Longford,  was  counsel  for  "Dt,  Tanner 
on  that  occasion.  However  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  differ  from  Mr.  Healy,  they 
will  admit  that  he  invariably  acts  from 
a  high  sense  of  public  dul^.  At  the 
hearing  Ifr.  Healy  seems  to  have  made 
some  observations  against  these  two 
Magistrates,  who  seem  to  be  somewhat 
peppery  gentlemen,  and  they  felt  it  to 
be  their  duty  to  take  notice  of  them  by 
removing  him  from  the  Court  by  force. 
Dr.  Tanner  was  thus  deprived  of  the 
services  of  his  counsel.  The  case  was 
adjourned  from  time  to  time— I  can 
suppose  for  no  other  reason  than  that 
the  sentence  for  the  assault  should  not 
run  concurrently  with  the  other — and 
eventually  Dr.  Tanner's  imprisonment 
for  the  speech  expired.  He  had  no 
sooner  returned  to  his  duties  in  this 
House  than  he  received  two  urgent  tele- 
grams from  the  Crown  Solicitor  (Mr. 
George  Bolton),  who,  having  been 
relieved  of  his  prolonged  functions  in 
regard  to  Mr.  Soames,  was  at  leisure  to 
devote  himself  to  the  case  of  Dr.  Tanner. 
The  telegrams  called  upon  my  hon. 
Friend  to  appear  in  the  Court  at  Tip- 
perary.  My  hon.  Friend,  being  without 
the  aaaistauce  of  counsel  or  solicitor, 
delivered  a  speech  to  the  Court  in  his 
own  defence,  in  which,  in  regard  to  the 
charge  itself — an  assault  of  a  verjr 
objectionable  kind — ^he  declared  the 
charge  to  be  mean,  infamous,  and  a  lie. 
He  said  that  the  mere  fact  of  being 
brought  into  Court  upon  such  a  charge 
gave  him  more  moral  torture  than  a 
sentence  of  20  years'  imprisonment.  [A 
laugh,']  I  expected  that  sneer  from  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) — ^it  was 
characteristic  of  him  ;  but  I  would 
appeal  to  the  House  whettier  Dr. 
Tanner  is  not  one  of  the  last  men,  in 
the  House  or  out  of  it,  to  deny  upon  any 
occasion  any  word  he  has  uttered  or  any 
act  he  has  done  ?  [*'  Hear,  hear,"  from 
Colonel  Saunbsbson.I  I  thank  the  hon. 
andgallantMember  for  that  assent.  Dr. 


Tanner,    therefore,    would  neyer  ha?e^ 
declared  this  charge  against  him  to  b» 
mean,  infamous,   and  a  lie  if  he  had 
conceived  there  was  any  foundation  for 
it.    The  Court,  the  moral  competence  of 
which  to  try  the  hon.  Member  I  deny, 
nevertheless   convicted   him   and  sen- 
tenced him  to  a  month's  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour.  That  was  a  vindictiye 
and  cowardly   sentence.    Three  times 
Dr.  Tanner  asked  for  such  a  sentence  ae^ 
would  allow  him  to  appeal,  and  three 
times  he  was  refused.    The  Magistrates 
persisted  in  imposing  a  sentence  which 
would  permit  of  no  appeal,  and  then 
added  to  it  the  indignity  and  tortore  of 
hard  labour.    It  is  high  time  for  this 
House      to     intervene     between    the 
obscure     kind     of     official     subordi- 
nates    in     Ireland     and    the     Irish 
Representatives  in  this  House.    All  the 
time    these    Magistrates    had   another 
sentence  up  their  sleeve.    Dr.  Tanner 
felt  himself  debarred,  from  a  feeling  of 
self-respect,  from  calling  evidence  in  his 
behalf,  and  contented  himself  with  dry- 
ing the  charge  of  assault,  and  I  respect 
fully  ask  ^e  House  whether  these  two 
magisterial  functionaries,   if  they  had 
been  inspired  by  a  single  spark  of  true 
magisterial  spirit,  would  not  have  felt 
themselves  under  an  obligation  to  allow 
a  man  whom  they  had  deprived  of  his 
counsel    and    solicitor    to    appeal  to 
another  Court  ?    Why  is  it  that  these 
servile  agents  of  the  Government  shoaU 
be  afraid  of  the  County  Court  Judge  of 
Tipperary?     Is  he  a  gentleman  they 
could   not    trust?     At    any  rate,  th» 
appeal  was  refused,  although  imprison* 
ment  with  hard  labour  had  been  in* 
flioted  on  a  Member  of  Parliament.   I 
challenge  contradiction  when  I  say  that 
to  refuse  Dr.  Tanner  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  the  case  before  a  higher  tart- 
bun^  was  a  magisterial  denial  of  justiee. 
Bepeated  instances  have  been  brought 
before  me  in  recent  days  to  show  the 
growing   and  passionate  hatred  which 
many  of  these  functionaries  feel  towards 
Members  of  this  House  in  consequenee 
of  our  action  here.    Let  me  remind  At 
House  of  the  fact  that  when  the  Crimes 
Act  was  being  passed  the  Chief  Secretary 
stated  that  there  would  be  an  appeal 
from  the  Magistrates  in  every  case  in 
which  it  was  desired.  Even  if  there  bad 
not  been  such  a  statement  made,  if  it 
were  not  the  well-known  general  inten- 
tion of  the  law,  I  ask  was  this  not 
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oUiiBe  I  hRve  oited  is  oleu,  and  the 
llagiBtrat«a  were  bound  to  take  one  of 
two  oonrses — either  to  impose  a  fine  or 
to  oommit  to  prison  for  some  period  not 
WJeediog:  seren  days.  The  argument 
nitt  Hie  Hagiatratas  were  entitled  to 
teUbfa^  on  some  generfd  jnrisdiotion 
and  inflict  the  punishment  of  imprison- 
ment for  three  months  is  untenable 
Mid  ebsufd.  As  to  the  sentenoe  of  a 
month's  impriaoament  with  hard  labour 
for  the  assault,  I  bolieTS  that  if  I 
bad  the  opportunity  of  oonsult- 
iag  my  hon.  Friend  {Dr.  Tan- 
■w)  he  would  not  allow  me  to 
Boggest  that  it  should  be  modified.  I 
therefore  simply  denonaoe  that  sentence 
M  A  yindiotive  and  cowardly  outrage. 
But  with  regard  to  the  sentence  for  con- 
tonipt  of  Court,  I  do  ask  that  the 
Oorernment  should  use  their  power  and 
act  on  their  duty  to  oanoel  that  sen- 
tence, and  to  inform  UxoM  blundering 
■ubordiuateB  of  theirs  that  they  are 
bound  to  keep  within  the  law.  Then, 
«ain,  why  was  the  prison  van  used  for 
Dr.  Tanner  alone  ?  The  prison  van  at 
Olonmel  has  been  almost  as  long  unused 
M  eome  of  the  relios  in  the  Tower  of 
London.  It  is  not  even  used  for  oon- 
"ncts.  It  was  used  (or  Dr.  Tanner  only. 
The  offloer  of  police  whom  Dr.  Tanner 
was  alleged  to  have  assaulted  was  the 
officer  in  command  of  the  police  at  this 
▼eryplaoe.  This  man  had  had  his  re- 
Tenge  through  the  law,  but  he  was 
allowed  to  hare  a  farther  revenge.  He 
waa  the  person  who  requisitioned  the 
pnaon  van.  When  I  brought  this  ques- 
taon  forward  a  little  while  ago,  the 
OWel  Secretary  soareely  ventured  to 
defend  what  has  been  done,  but  sug- 
■estfidthal  two  other  Members  of  Par- 
liament had  refused  to  enter  an  open 
brtok.  I  am  informed  tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  wrong  ic  respeot-to  one  of 
tMm;  but,  whether  he  is  right  or 
wrong,  is  that  any  perton  for  inflicting 
degradation  and  inanlt  on  Dr.  Tanner? 
I  ooatend  that  the  persons  who  brought 
file  prison  van  to  the  Oourt  did  so 
beoaaso  they  knew  that  Dr.  Tanner 
would  refuse  to  enter  it,  beoaose  h»had 
done  eo  before.  I  submit  fimt  the 
aulhoritieB  have  been.guil^of  an  act 
^  mean  and  omel  tyranny.  When  Dr. 
^UMir  refused  to  entw  ttie  van  be  was 
niown  upon  the  floor  with  foroe  and 
noUnoe,  and  the  telegram  to  wbioh  I 

nferrad  at  thA  niuminD  nt  fh*  TUkatA  T 


received  from  Mrs.  Tanner.    I  have  to- 
day received  this  tel^ram  :— 

"Dr.  Tanner ii  rBfioring  from  tlMdfteliel 
■  till  bi>m  tha  car  in  which  ha  wu  bong  coa- 
vayed  to  tha  Oomt  Honas  on  Uoodtv,  lad  bf 
which  hit  vn  wm  bruiaed.  Ha  Iku  um 
■offered  from  Bleepleaaneai,  tni  altogether  bu 


1  haa  received  a  aavera  thocb." 

I   think,   an   Bspeal   whi;^ 


That      .  .  „  .. 

ought  ,to  command  the  sympathy  of 
hon.  Members  without  distinotioa  ot 
Party.  It  is  one  which  it  is  im- 
possible for  the  Government  and  for 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  reeiat,  snd 
which,  I  think,  amply  justiGea  ths  Ho- 
tion  which  I  am  about  to  make.  Ithiok 
that  I  have  proved  the  case  I  have  kid 
before  the  Hoase— namely,  that  Dr. 
Tanner  has  been  subjected  to  unneow- 
sary  and  wanton  violence,  that  the  &it 
sentenoe  passed  on  bim  was  vindiottTe 
and  cowardly,  and  that  tha  aenteim 
which  has  been  passed  upon  him  ol 
three  months'  impriaonment  for  an 
alleged  contempt  of  Oourt  is  manifattl; 
illegal.  I  regret  the  absence  on  tlila 
oocasion  of  the  noble  Iiord  the  MmUr 
for  Faddington,  who  has  reoentlj  d»- 
scribed  the  policy  of  the  Irish  poIiM 
as  a  policy  of  exasperation.  I  am  anis 
many  hon.  Members  share  the  feelingf 
which  prompted  that  speech,  and  I 
hope  they  will  remember  that  every  dsj 
brings  ua  nearer  to  the  time  when  tht 
judgment  of  the  nation  will  be  aiksd 
on  this  excess  of  tyranny,  perseoatian, 
and  insult.  I  hope  that  hon.  Memboi 
opposite  will  acquit  themaelTea  of  iJl 
share  in  this  cruel  and  nnmsnW 
violence  which  has  been  osed  tovaru 
Dr.  Tanner,  and  of  this  lawlessBM  <nt 
the  part  of  the  servants  of  the  law  in 
Ireland,  who  now  shelter  themadni 
under  the  shield  of  the  law.  I  beg  to 
move  the  adjoummeat  of  the  Honss. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaostioa  prt^ossd, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  a^JWUl"^''' 
(ifr.  iSkfMi.}  ' 

The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  KMSt, 

at  the  request  of  Mr.  Speaker,  took  tha 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  in  pursnaitM 
of  Standing  Order  No.  1.. 

*Thb  SOIJOITOB  OENSBAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Uaddbv,  DnbUa 
University):  I  notioed  in  the  roeedt d 
the  rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  who  naa  joit 
just  sat  down  that  he  did  not  for  « 
a  moment  deny  that  if  the  hoa.  Ueai 
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seyen  days  for  contempt  of  Oourt.  It 
has  been  argued  that  that  Act  ousts  the 
ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the  Magistrates 
to  order  persons  misbehaving  in  their 
presence  to  find  sureties  to  keep  the 
peace.  I  do  not  intend  to  argue  this 
question,  because  it  is  perfectly  open  to 
me  hon.  Member  to  go  to  the  proper 
tribunal  to  have  the  question  decided. 

Mr.  sexton  :  And  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  remain  in  gaol  all  the  time. 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  Yes,  because  the 
original  sentence  is  unaffected  by 
this  question,  but  as  regards  the 
additional  sentence  its  validity  can 
readily  be  determined.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  second 
sentence  must  have  been  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,  because  there  was  no 
formulated  charge.  That  is  not  so,  for 
Justices  may  exercise  the  jurisdiction  of 
requiring  sureties  for  good  behaviour 
for  what  is  done  in  their  presence.  By 
ordering  the  defendant  to  give  sureties 
for  good  behaviour  the  Magistrates 
adopted  a  more  lenient  course  than  by 
imposing  the  statutory  penalty.  For 
if  the  hon.  Member  gives  the  required 
security,  he  need  not  go  to  gaol  for  a  day. 
I  repeat  that  if  there  is  any  desire  to  test 
the  validity  of  the  second  sentence  it  is 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends 
to  have  the  point  decided  by  a  compe- 
tent Oourt  having  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  ( Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.):  There  are  in  this  case  two 
distinct  trials,  two  distinct  convictions, 
and  two  distinct  punishments.  The 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland,  with  that 
ability  with  which  we  are  so  familiar, 
has  very  cleverly  mixed  up  two  things 
and  has  endeavoured  to  prejudice  the 
consideration  of  one  by  a  defence  of  the 
other.  I,  for  one,  hold  that  it  is  a  very 
serious  thing  to  send  a  Member  of 
Parliament  to  prison;  and  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington,  who 
is  a  marvellously  acute  observer  of 
pubHc  opinion,  has  discovered,  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  not  yet  discovered, 
that  sending  Members  of  Parliamen^t  to 
prison  is  not  popular  with  the  consti- 
tuencies of  the  United  Kingdom.  When 
a  Member  sent  to  prisou  happens  to  be 
a  prominent  and,  if  you  like,  a  disagree- 
aUe  political  opponent,  whose  absence 
from  the  House  may  be  desired  by  many 
sections  of  it,  it  behoves  the  House  to 
acmtinise  such  a  case  with  the  greatest 
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jealousy  and  impartiality.  We  ought  to 
regard  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  in  the  same  light  and  deal  with  it 
on  precisely  the  same  principles  as  we 
should  apply  to  the  case  of  any  (Gentle- 
man sitting  on  either  Front  Bench.  The 
Solicitor  General  in  dealing  with  the 
first  sentence  has  objected  to  its  being 
called  vindictive ;  but  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  an  offence  against  the 
CrimAs  Act ,  against  the  present  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  in  Ireland,  had  been 
already  committed,  and  Dr.  Tanner  liad 
been  punished  for  it.  The  second 
offence,this  alleged  assault  on  the  poHce, 
arose  entirely  out  of  the  first  offence 
and  cannot  be  severed  from  it.  The 
Solicitor  Oeneral  said  it  was  an  out- 
rageous and  disgraceful  offence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  agrees  in  that 
view,  for  he  avers  he  would  sooner  ha?e 
suffered  a  long  term  of  imprisonment 
than  have  been  so  accused.  It  is  to  him 
torture  to  be  charged  with  such  a  vulgar 
and  disgraceful  act.  But,  after  all,  thii 
second  offence  was  not  in  the  nature  of 
an  outrage  tending  to  a  breach  of  the 
peace ;  it  was  not  an  assault  in  which  a 
policeman's  head  had  been  broken  open ; 
still,  it  was  a  very  offensive  assault  upon 
the  police,  and  whoever  committed  it 
ought  to  have  been  punished.  What 
we  are  complaining  of  is,  not  that  the 
offence  was  too  severely  punished  if  it 
was  committed,  but  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  was  deprived  entirely  of 
two  safeguards  to  which  eveiy 
Englishman  is  entitled — I  say  Enghah- 
man,  and  expressly  exclude  Iriskmen. 
An  Englishman  is  entitled  to  be  repre* 
sented  by  counsel ;  and  no  Engiidi 
Judge,  from  the  Lord  Chief  Jnsdoe 
downwards,  would  have  excluded  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  for  what  he 
said  on  that  occasion.  A  Judge  would 
have  remonstrated  and  reproved,  but 
he  would  not  so  far  have  forgotten  his 
high  station  and  what  is  proper  to  the 
a&iinistration  of  justice  as  to  deprive  a 
defendant  of  legal  advice  on  account  of 
an  unseemly  conflict  between  the  Bench 
and  the  Bar.  Thus,  in  the  first  place, 
the  hon.  Member  was  deprived  of  hii 
right  of  legal  advice.  Secondly,  ^* 
Tanner  was  deprived  of  his  right  of 
appeal.  The  Solicitor  General  says  that 
this  was  a  proper  case  to  be  brought 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  Every  case  in 
Ireland  is  now  considered  to  be  so.  I 
presume  that  if  a  man  committed  bigvnj 
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Babon  H.  DE  WOBMS  :  In  answer  ( 
to  my  hon.  Friend  I  have  to  say  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  a  copy  of 
the  contMLct,  and  has  no  official  know* 
l^dge  of  these  details.  He  has  no 
f eaaon  ^ta '  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the 
faots  stated  by  my  hod.  Friend ;  but  the 
subject  is  one  for  the  Dominion  GoTcm- 
^eiit  to  deal  with. 


THE  MSDBA  AKD  THE  VIOTORiA. 

*  Mb.  HANBUBY  :  I  be^  to  ask  the 
First  liOird  of  the  Admiralty  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  the  M$(Ua^  dettgned  to 
make  19}  knots,   did  not  succeed  in 
making  more  than  16  on  her  recent  ez« 
perimental  cruise  to  Gibraltar  and  back, 
and  whether,   after  cruising   cTen   at 
that  speed,  her   boilers   must  be  re- 
tubed  tiiroughout ;  and  when  were  the 
two  llO'ton  guns  of  the  Victoria  tested, 
or  has  neither  of  them  been  tested  yet  ? 
*LoBD  O.  HAMILTON:  The  M^dea^RM 
designed  to  make  about  20  knots  on  the 
measured  mile  and  with  forced  draught, 
and  this  was  accomplished  by  her  sister 
ship,  the  Mfduia.    In  her  ezperiknental 
cruise,  subsequent  to  the  forced  draught 
trials,  the  JMm  did  not  make  more 
than  1 6  knots  in  a  sea-way,  with  natural 
draught,  and  the  tubes  of  the  boilers 
leaked  considerably  from  the  results  of 
the  forced  draught  trials.    The  boilers 
will  not  require  re-tubing.     The  Ad- 
miralty are  carefully  watching  the  trials 
of  these  and  similar  ships,  as  the  pro- 
blem to  be  solved  is  to  test  the  power 
of  the  engines  to   develop  the  horse 
power  contracted   for    under    forced 
draught  /without  injuring- the  boilers 
bjthe  test  applied:    One  of  the   110- 
ton  guns  on  board  tlie  VicioriahaB  been 
tested,   but   the  second   gun  has  not 
been  accepted,    and   is   about   to   be 
returned. 

« 

QOYSBNMENT  DBPARTMSNTO  (TAANS- 
FSB  OF  P0WEB6)  BILL. 
Mb«  BOWNTBEE  (Scarborough)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Cknreniment  Board  if  he  can  state  what 
oourseil  is  proposed  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  matters  dealt  with  by  the  Od- 
^•rnmeiit  Departments  (Transfer  of 
Powers)  Provisional  Order  Bill  in  the 
mxtSeasioii?  :  ^ 

;^il*PBBSIDEN?r  of  tM«  LOCAL 
gOVBWTMaNT  BOABD(Mr.BiTO»B,> 
^er  Hatitets,  St.  Oeoi^^) :  As  the^ 
oo^'  QfMitleman  knows,  ftfter  the  Beport 


of  the  Select  Oommittee  the  Bill  was 
deferred  because  it  was  manifestly 
impossible  for  the  Gk>Ternment  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  measure  this  Session.  I 
am  not  at  present  prepared  to  state  whaf 
course  the  GoTemment  will  take  n'ezt 
Session. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshi%)  : 
When  will  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
Oommittee  be  pub^Aed  ? ' 
*Mb.  BITOuIE:  I  have  not  the 
smallest  idea.  It  is  a  matter  with  which 
I  haTc  no  concern  whateyer. 

POLITICAL  PLACARDS  IN  POST 
OFFICES. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Qeneral 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  printed 
placard,  announcing  that  a  Primrose 
and  OonservatiTe  demonstration  will 
take  place  at  Husbands  Bosworth  on 
8th  August,  at  which  there  there  will 
be  addresses  from  two  OonserratiFe 
Members  of  this  House,  dancing,  a 
dinner,  a  donkey  race,  and  other  similar 
amusements,  is  exhibited  in  a  prominent 
position  in  the  post  office  at  Market 
Harborough ;  and  whetl^  he  will  issue 
orders  forbidding  such  placards  to  be 
exhibited  in  post  offices  in  future,  and 
will  see  that  this  particular  placard  is 
forthwith  taken  down  ? 
*Mb.  BAIKES  :  I  have  giyen  direc- 
tions that  the  placard  in  question,  if 
exhibited  in  the  Market  Harbprough 
post  office,  is  to  be  taken  down  at  once, 
and  a  notice  will  be  issued  forbidding 
the  exhibition  of  such  notices  in  post 
offices. 

AiOCY  AND  KAYT  ADMINISTRATION. 

,  SiBWALTEBBABTT£:LOT(Sussex, 
N.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  if  he  is  able  to  gire  the 
House  ]any  information  as  to  'the  pro- 
gress made  by  thcBoyal  Oomniission  on 
the  Administration  of  the  Arm^  and 
Nayy  in  the coilriderati6nof  the  impor- 
tant q uestions  referred  to  them  ? 
•The  FIBST  LOBD  op  thb  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand,  West- 
Iminster):  The  Boyal  Commission  has 
iagreed  upon  a  preliminary  Beport  on 
part  of  the  subjects  submitted  for  their 
consideration;  but,  inasmuch  asthis 
Beport  deals  with  matters  of  the  {"grost 
importance  and  calls  for  the  mort^ttftrtful 
loonsideration  of  the  Gov^rnifaeit,  I  am 
'miable  at  this  late  period  of  the  Besmon 
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to  hold  out  any  hopes  of  being  able^  to 
make  any  communication  on  the  subject 
to  the  House  this  Session.  During  the 
autumn  the  Commissioners  hope  that 
they  will  be  able  to  conclude  their  final 
Beport. 

TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 

BILL. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  (Swansea) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session,  and  of  the  great  opposition 
to  the  Tithe  Kent- Charge  Becovery  Bill 
which  exists  in  many  sections  of  the 
House,  it  is  still  his  intention  to  press 
that  measure  this  Session,  notwithstand- 
ing that  his  doing  so  must  necessitate 
its  being  passed  either  without  due  con- 
sideration of  its  provisions,  or  else  by 
the  considerable  prolongation  of  the 
Session  ? 

Mr.  S.  LEIGHTON  :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question,  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  statement  of  *Mr.  Justice 
Field,  made  in  his  charge  to  the  Grand 
Jury  at  Chester  last  week  : — 

"  It  was  a  disgrace  that  such  things  as  the 
late  tithe  riots  should  take  place  in  this  country ; 
and  those  who  put  in  motion  the  mass  of  the 
people  and  who  urged  them  on,  directly  or 
indirectly,  had  a  terrible  account  to  answer  for. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  public  mind  had 
been  agitated  and  roused  to  an  extent  hardly 
credible  if  it  were  not  known  as  a  fact." 

Mr.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (Denbighshire): 
I  should  like  to  ask  whether  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  would  prevent  the  tithe 
riots? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  not  seen 
the  report  of  the  charge,  and  it  would 
lU  become  me  to  express  an  opinion  on 
the  learned  Judge's  utterances  in  the 
position  which  he  occupies.  But  I  wish 
to  say  that  we  do  hope  that  this 
measure,  small  as  far  as  its  dimensions 
are  coucerned,  will  go  very  far  indeed 
to  remove  the  opportunity  for  these 
lawless  displays  which  have  occurred  to 
the  great  pain  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It  is  hoped 
that  the  Government  will  be  able  to  pass 
the  measure  during  the  course  of  the 
Session.  The  Bill  itself  is  confined 
within  small  limits,  but  it  will  tend  very 
much  indeed  to  the  due  regard  of  order. 

♦Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  SaflFron 
Waldeu)  :  May  I  ask  whether,  having 
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regard  to  the  great  number  of  hon. 
Members  for  Wales  and  for  EngM 
agricultural  constituencies  who  are  in- 
terested in  this  Bill,  and  in  connderation 
of  the  undoubtedly  protracted  discoBdon 
which  the  Bill  must  lead  to,  the 
Government  can  see  their  way  to 
allowing  the  discuession,  when  it  is 
once  opened,  to  be  taken  d$  di$  in  dtm  ? 
^♦Mr.  ,W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  cer- 
tainly  endeavour  to  do  that. 

Mb.  G.  0.  MORGAN:  Will  Ae 
Bill  be  put  down  as  the  first  Order  of 
the  Day  f 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  have  sufficient  experi- 
ence of  Parliamentary  matters  to  taow 
that  it  is  impossible  to  answer  that 
question  definitely.  . 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  consider  the  desirahility 
of  an  autumn  Session  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned]. 

SCOTLAND  AND  THE  ASHBOURNE  ACT. 
Mb.  BSSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  ^ 
Treasury  whether  Her  Majeatys 
Government  has  received  several  com- 
munications and  memorials  from  Aber- 
deeushire  and  elsewhere,  asking  that 
the  Ashbourne  Act  may  be  extended 
to  Scotland:  and  whether  Her  Majes^s 
Government  are  or  are  not  favouraoly 
disposed  to  consider  the  request  before 
the  meeting  of  Parliament  next  Session . 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Naturally  I 
made  inquiry  for  the  memorials  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  at  the 
Scotch  Oflace.  Nothing  is  known  at  the 
Scotch  Office  of  these  memorials  and 
conmiunications,  and,  as  far  as  I  know, 
the  Government  have  not  received  any. 

PUBLIC    BUSINESS. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
view  of  the  period  of  the  Session,  the 
general  desire  that  it    should  not  be 
much  further  prolonged,     and  the  in- 
advisability    of    legislation     involving 
controverted  principles  without  reason- 
able opportunity  for  discussion,  he  can 
now  state  definitely  what  Government 
Bills  will  be  persevered  with  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :     I  think  the 
hon.    Member    will    admit    that   the 
Government  have   been    most  anxious 
to  avoid    bring^g  before  the    Houee 
I  at  this  period  of  the  Session  strongly 
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opposed  Bills.  Ab  fiar  as  I  am 
aware  the  only  GoTemment  Bill  which 
involves  serious  oontroTersy  is  the 
Tithe-Bent  Oharge  Beoovery  Bill,  and  I 
am  hoping  that  we  shall  be  able  to  con- 
dude  the  Session  without  any  undue 
delay. 

Mn.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the  Govem- 
ment  are  likely  to  allow  f acUities  for  a 
disoussion  of  the  Irish  Sunday  Olosinfr 
BiU?  * 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMCTH:  The  Govern- 
ment  are  most  anxious  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  found  for  discussing 
that  question. 

Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB  :  Considering 
the  number  of  Votes  still  remaining  to  be 
taken,  will  the  Government  proceed 
with  Supply  de  die  in  diem  f 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that 
Supply  may  be  leached  this  evening  so 
as  to  make  effective  progress,  and  -also 
to-morrow.  The  Education  Estimates 
in  OlasB  4  will  be  taken  on  Monday, 
and  I  hope  that  they  will  be  disposed  of 
on  that  evening.  On  Tuesday  the  Irish 
Constabulary  vote  will  be  taken,  and 
the  House  will  proceed  with  the  con- 
sideration of  Irish  Estimates  during  the 
remainder  of  the  week. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.): 
Are  we  to  understand  that  the  Merchant 
Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill  will  not  be 
taken  until  after  next  week  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  believe  that 
the  Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill 
is  generally  accepted  by  the  House, 
but  I  will  not  say  whether  or  not  it 
will  be  taken  to-day  or  to-morrow.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  beyond  Thursday  of 
next  week  in  allocating  business.  After 
the  Education  Estimates  on  Monday  and 
the  Irish  Constabulary  Vote  on  Tuesday, 
I  do  not  desire  to  say  at  present  what 
business  will  be  taken  until  the  Govern- 
ment have  seen  what  progress  has  been 
made. 

Mb.  STOBEY  :  Does  the  Chief  Secre- 
^7  propose  to  take  the  Bann  Drainage 
Bui  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  H.  GABDNEB  :  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Government  can  give  hon. 
Members  interested  three  or  four  days' 
notice  before  the  Tithes  Bill  is  taken. 
!Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH ;  The  Government 
yi  give  all  the  notice  they  can.  Hon. 
■members  will  have  ample  notice. 


ADMISSION  OF    STRANGERS    TO  THE 

HOUSE. 

Mk.  HENBT  H.  FOWLEB :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  regulations  now  in 
force  for  the  admission  of  strangers  to 
the  House  ? 
♦Mm.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  considering  this  ques* 
tion.  They  are  sensible  of  the  fact  that 
the  existing  regulations  for  the  ad- 
mission of  strangers  are  not  wholly 
satisfactory  to  hon.  Gentlemen.  But 
although   a   Committee   sat    and    re- 

g>rted  on  this  question  last  year,  the 
eport  of  that  Oommittee  has  not  met 
with  that  amount  of  general  agree- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  ^use 
which  would  justify  the  Government 
in  asking  the  House  to  act  upon  it. 
Attention  will  be  given  to  the  subject 
during  the  recess,  and  the  Government 
hope  to  make  in  the  early  days  of  next 
Session,  either  by  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  or  by  technical  proposals  of 
their  own^  regulations  under  which 
strangers  will  be  admitted. 

8EAFIELD  FISHING  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  JOBDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasuix 
whether,  in  pursuance  of  a  promise  in  a 
letter  from  the  Treasury  of  the  1st 
January,  1889,  in  reply  to  a  memorial 
of  the  13th  December,  1888,  anything 
has  yet  been  done  to  improye  the  fish- 
ing harbour  of  Sea^eld,  Miltown  Mal- 
bay.  County  Clare  ;  and,  if  so,  what? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Sir,  there  is,  I 
think,  some  misapprehension,  as  I  can- 
not find  that  the  Treasury  made  any 
promise  to  improve  the  harbour  at  Sea- 
field.  The  Treasury  letter  stated  only 
that  the  claims  of  Seafield  would  be 
considered  with  those  of  other  places  in 
the  allocation  if  any  surplus  from  the 
Fishery  Piers  Fund.  There  is  no  sur- 
plus  yet  available,  and,  therefore,  the 
numerous  applications  which  have  been 
received  could  hardly  usefully  be  con- 
sidered at  present. 

BOYCOTTING  IN  WEXFORD. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  BBDMOND  fFer- 
managh,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Ou^ 
Secretory  to  the  Lord  If  euten^t  ,^f 
Ireland  whether  he  wiU  stete^^toa 
grounds  upon  which  a  Secret 
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.^ourt  has  been  instituted  at  Gtorey; 
'and,  whether  the  County  of  Wexford  is 
quite  free  from  anything  like  serious 

^<jride? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:    An  inq^uiry 

*  under  Section  I   of  the  Criminal  Law 
'and     Procedure    (Ireland)    Act     was 

*  6r€^^ed  at  Gorey  upon  sworn  informa- 
tions that  a  conspiracy  to  boycott  and 

'fStiinidate  existed  in  that  district.  This 
olliss  of  crime  has,  it  appears,  recently 
existed    to    a   yery   great   extent   in 

'  different  districts  in  the  County  of 
Werford. 

^  Mb.  WILLIAM  BEDMOND :  May 
I  ask  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  whether 

'it  is  true  tnat  the  three  men,  Millan, 
Doyle,  and  Kavanagh,  charged  at 
€h>rey  with    endeavouring  to  preyent 

Seople  buying  pigs  from  the  Earl  of 
k>urtown,  were  confined  in  a  small  and 
dirty  police  cell  for  a  considerable  time, 
as  bail  was  refused  till  next  day ;  and, 
whether  the  Goyemment  intend  to  pro- 
secute these  men  on  any  other  charge 
than  that  connected  wiUi  Lord  Cour- 
town's  pigs  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  understand 
that  it  was  not  practicable  to  send  these 
men  to  the  county  gaol,  and  they  were 
detained  in  the  police  lock-up.  Bail 
was  not  refused,  nor  was  it  offered. 
The  men  were  released  on  bail  on  the 
following  day. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND :  Is  it  calcu- 
lated to  promote  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
land that  respectable  men  should  be 
prosecuted  simply  because  they  refuse 
toVuy  Lord  Courtown's  jugs  ? 

«Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order ! 

WEST9BN  AUSTRALIA  CONSTITUTION 
.    "    !  BILL. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND :  I  beg  to  ask 
ihe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
in  yiew  of  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  of  the  Australian  Qoyemments 
in  f ayour  of  conferring  Home  Bule  on 
Western  Australia,  the  Goyemment  in- 
tend to  proceed  this  year  if  possible 
with  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  Western  Australia  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Goyem- 
ment  propose  to  ask  the  House  to  affirm 
the  principle  of  giying  responsible 
Ctoyemment  to  Western  Australia  by 
Yeading  the  Bill  a  second  time.  But, 
iMtying  regard  to  the  details  of  the 
mefMure  amd  the  necessity  for  examinaT 
tioQy  tibey  propose  not  to  proceed  fbrtber 
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with  the  BiU  this  Session.  Ifneeeanij 
they  propose  to  inquire  into  the  subjeet 
early  next  Session. 

1&.W.  BEDMOND:  Haye  notstnmg 
representations  been  receiyed  from 
seyeral  of  the  Australian  Goyemmaali 
in  f ayour  of  the  passage  of  the  Bill? 

♦Mb.  W.  H;  SMITH:  Theie  oaa  be 
no  doubt  that  such  representations  hue 
been  made.  It  is  fair,  howeyer,  to  sif 
that  a  strong  opinion  has  been  expreeasd 
in  this  couniiy  as  to  the  details  of  At 
measure,  and  the  Goyemment  do  not 
think  it  right,  in  these  oiroumstanoss,  to 
force  the  Measure  through  at  this  p6zi«|d 
of  the  Session,  and,  therefore,  th^^ 
allow  time  for  further  consideration. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MoABTHUB  (Oomwdl, 
Mid,  St.  Austell) :  May  I  ask  whether, 
haying  regard  to  the  almost  unanimoiB 
opinion  in  fayour  of  this  Measure,  tjie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  gire  the 
Colonies  an  assurance  that  the  pill  will 
be  brought  in  early  next  Session,  and 
that  the  Goyemment  will  make  a  seriou 
attempt  to  carry  it  ? 

♦Mb.  W.H.  SMITH:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  it  would  be  nry 
unwise  for  me  to  make  any  serioiu 
engagement  as  to  next  Session.  The 
Goyemment  desire  to  g^ye  effect  to  the 
princinle  of  the  Bill  at  the  earUest 
possible  moment. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  (Edinbu^h,  S.): 
Will  the  Goyemment  consider  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  Spedsl 
Oommissioner  to  proceed  to  Westen 
Australia  with  the  object  of  makiiig 
inquiries  on  the  spot,  because  the  ques- 
tion is  to  a  yery  largo  extent  alooal 
one? 

*Ur.  W.  H.  smith  :  A  suggestion  of 
that  kind  is  so  important  and  so  grate 
that  I  am  unable  to  return  an  immediate 
answer  to  it.  It  will,  howeyer,  reoeiTe 
the  consideration  of  the  GK>yemmeni 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  Goyemment  will 
not  in  the  face  of  the  representations 
from  the  Australian  Goyemments  intro- 
duce their  Bill  early  next  jear  f 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SJOTH  :,  No,  Sir ;  that 
would  be  an  entirely  inaoourate  repre- 
sentatidn  of  the  tmswer  I  haye  pyen. 

ORDER  OF  BUSD^ESS— SUPPLY,  *e. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  Do 
the  Gh>yemment  propose  to  .take  fto 
Orders  of  the  Day  in  the  order  in  whic^ 
they  appear  on  we  Paper.?  .  Will  thej 
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great  error  to  regard  this  as  an  isolated 
example.  It  is  an  instance  of  an  un- 
hapoily  familiar  practice ;  and  I  do  not 
thuuc  that  the  Magistrates  had  open 
to  them  any  other  course  than 
that  which  they  actually  pursued. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
deal  with  any  more  of  the  points  raised 
dzoept  one.  All  the  hon.  Qentlemen 
who  nave  addressed  the  House  from  the 
Opposition  aide  have  made  allusions  to 
a  speech  delivered  two  days  ago  by  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton.  My  noble  Friend  has  been  quoted 
as  a  critio  of  the  Gtovemment  in  respect 
to  the  imprisonment  of  Members  of  Par- 
liamsnt,  and  he  has  been  deliberately 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  as  being  on 
Ins  side  of  the  controversy,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  stated 
that  the  noble  Liord  had  discovered  what 
I>  the  Chief  Seeretary  for  Ireland,  had 
not  discovered — that  it  was  unpopular 
to  imprison  Members  of  Parliament. 

Me.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be  in 
order  in  discussine  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  It  has  no  connection  with  the 
qnsstion  before  the  Honse. 
*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  Do  I  under- 
stand you,  Sir,  that  no  allusion  can  be 
made  to  that  speech  ? 

•Ma.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  An 
examination  of  it  cannot  be  entered 
into  now. 

Mr.  A  J.  BALFOUR :  Nothing  in 
the  natore  of  an  examination  of  that 
ipeeeh  was  g^ing  to  fall  from  my  lips. 
iwas  merely  g^ing  to  protest  against 
Uie  language  of  my  noble  Friend  being 
interpreted  as  it  has  been  interpreted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  My  noble 
foend  is  not  present  to  defend  himself, 
bnt  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  my  business 
to  defend  him.  Of  course,  Sir,  I  bow 
)o  your  ruling.  I  ^ill  only  say, 
ia  conclusion,  that  I  have  never 
tiken  into  account  the  consideration 
vbidithe  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
■••as  to  think  ought  to  have  paramount 
I  weigltl  with  me.  He  seems  to  think 
that  the  question  of  popularity  or  un- 
popidarity  ia  the  paramount  considera- 
'  ^Mm  to  determine  these  matters.  I  do 
not  fUA  BO.  Whether  it  is  popular  or 
^iiipopfilar,  I  am  going  to  do  my  best  to 
'  pitMiu  law  in  Ireland.  And  I  do  not 
^>idi  that  to  allow  even  a  Member  of 


YOL 


♦.iiK#:#' 


:iX.  [THIBB8XB1ZS.'] 


Parliament  to  spit  on  a  policeman  with 
impunity  is  the  best  course  to  be  taken 
in  order  to  maintain  the  law.  But  I  go 
further.  I  have  not  been,  and  shall  not 
be,  deterred  from  doing  anything  I  think 
to  be  right  by  the  fear  of  unpopularity, 
or  by  the  threat  of  what  the  right  hon . 
Gentleman  may  say  before  my  face  or 
behind  my  back.  But  I  do  not  ag^ee 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  think- 
ing that  me  people  of  this  country 
would  look  with  favour  on  so  grossly 
partial  an  administration  of  justice  as 
would  punish  the  humble  dupes  in  Ire- 
land  and  leave  unpunished  those  more 
powerful  politicians  who  use  their  posi- 
tion in  this  House  as  one  from  which 
they  can  with  impunity  and  effect  stir 
up  the  people  to  courses  of  disloyalty 
and  disorder. 

Mb.  H anbury  (Preston) :  This  is 
not  the  first  time  in  which,  differing  as 
I  do  with  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  I  have  risen  to  resent  what 
has  seemed  to  me  to  be  not  only  an 
inexpedient  treatment  of  Irishmen  from 
a  Party  point  of  view,  taking  the  lowest 
consideration,  but  to  protest  against 
what  seems  at  first  sight  to  me  to  be 
actually  illegal  and  unconstitutional 
treatment.  If  we  are  to  fight  hon. 
Members  opposite— and  I  am  prepared 
to  fight  them  on  the  question  of  Home 
Rule  to  the  last — if,  at  any  rate,  we  are 
to  make  our  case  dear  and  just  before 
the  people  of  this  country  to  whom  we 
shall  have  to  appeal  at  an  earlier  or 
distant  dato,  at  any  rate  let  us  be  able  to 
show  to  the  country  that  we  have 
treated  Irish  Members  with  every  possi- 
ble degree  of  fairness.  I  agree  that 
distinctions  ought  not  be  drawn  between 
Members  of  Parliament  and  ordinary 
criminals ;  indeed,  I  should  be  inclined 
to  punish  a  Member  of  Parliament  who 
broke  the  law  more  severely  than  an 
ordinary  lawbreaker.  Although  I 
should  be  perfectly  ready  to  attack 
the  Government,  if  I  thought  them 
wrong  in  the  case  before  the  House,  yet, 
seeing  that  they  have  not  defended  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  the  vote  I  shall 
give  will  not  be  against  the  Govern- 
ment, but  will  show  my  appreciation  of 
the  fact  that  the  Resiaent  Maglstratos 
ought  not  to  strain  and  streteh  the  law 
as  they  do.  If  Dr.  Tanner  is  guilty  of 
the  offence  with  which  he  is  charged, 
then  he  richly  deserves  the  punishment 
which  he  has  received.    But  with  re- 
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ference  to  tlie  tribunal,  I  express   an 
opinion  not  general  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  but  one  which  I  have  held  ever 
since  I  had  read  the  names  and  occupa- 
tions of  the  Resident  Magistrates,  that 
thej  are  not  the  most  fitting  persons  to 
administer  justice   in   the   exceptional 
circumstances  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
it  was  no  satisfaction  to  me  to  see  the 
oOcupants  of  the  two  Front    Benches 
pointing  to  each  other  as  responsible 
lor  their  appointment.      It  does  not 
matter  two  pins  bj  whom  the  appoint- 
ments were  made.    I  do  not  think  these 
gentlemen  are  qualified  to  exercise  the 
jurisdiction  entrusted  to  them.    There 
was  every  reason  why,  in  this  particular 
case,  the  Resident  Magistrates   should 
have  acted  with  the  greatest  possible 
circumspection.     In  the  first  place,  they 
had  a  politician  as  the  criminal,  and 
although  politicians  must  be  tried  like 
other  criminals  who  offend  against  the 
law,  still  you  cannot  help,  in  me  excited 
state  of  public  feeling  in  Ireland,  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  prejudice  from  being  im- 
ported into  the  case  in  such  instances. 
In  this  particular  instance  there  was  one 
Tory  special  circumstance.      The  man 
whom    Dr.  Tanner   was  charged  with 
ipossly  insulting  was  an  official  of  the 
Oourt,  and  that  is  a  circumstance  which 
ought  to  have  weighed  with  the  Court 
in  passing  sentence.      But  the  question 
we  have  to  deal  with  is  one  solely  of 
contempt  of  Court.     I  am  no  lawyer, 
but  I  was  very  much  struck,  from  the 
common-sense  point  of  view,  with  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.*  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Fowler)  when  he, 
speaking  as  a  lawyer,  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  recent  Act,  which  only 
inflicts  seven  days'  punishment  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,   overrides  the  old  law 
under  which  it  is  possible  to  give   a 
greater  amount  of  punishment.    But, 
whether  that  be  true  or  not,  when  we 
pass  exceptional  laws  for  Ireland,  which 
are  considered  to  be  sufficiently  strin- 
gent, it  seems  to  me  to  be  unnecessary, 
modem  laws  being  so  strict,  to  go  back 
and  find  out  musty  precedents  in  order 
to  bring  them  into  Court  against  oppo- 
nents.    It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  Dr. 
Tanner  need  not  have  gone  to  gaol,  and 
that  he  might  have  chosen  the  other 
alternative  and  given  surety  for  good 
behaviour.     The  Judges  who  gave  the 
decision  looked   on  the  two  things  as 
equivalents,   and  both  of  them,  I  say, 
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far  exceed  the  seven  days'  imprisonment 
which  can  be  inflicted  under  the  law. 
Speaking  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
Unionist,  and  as  one  who  wishes  to  main- 
tain law  and  order  in  Ireland,  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  sure  that  the  law  and  ordet 
to  be  maintained  is  the  law  and  order 
which  is  recognised  by  Parliament  and 
sanctioned  by  Statute.      The  Govern- 
ment, while  they  ought,  undoubtedly,  to 
keep  order  in  Ireland  and  maintain  the 
law,  ought  to  be  very  careful  that  th^ 
do  not  go    one  iota    beyond  what  is 
absolutely  certain  is  the  law.     I  have 
often  observed  that  the  law,  as  adminis- 
tered by  the  Hesident  Magistrates,  has 
been  somewhat  strained.    I  oould  under- 
stand anyone   who  wished  to  separate 
England  and   Ireland  trying  to  make 
enemies    of    the  hon.    Members  from 
Ireland,  and  of  the  Irish  people,  bnt 
for  the  Conservative  Party,  who  look  to 
the  day  when  the  difficulties  between 
England  and  Ireland  will  be  removed, 
I  think  it  is  very  bad  policy  indeed  to 
try  and  embitter  the  Irish  people,  and 
to  allow  a  sentence  of  this  kind,  which 
can  be  quashed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  remain,  and 
so  seemingly  to  be  supporting  what,  if 
it  is  not  actually  illegal  and  unconstitn- 
tional,  does  seem  to  be  a  strong  stain- 
ing of  the  law.    It  is  because  I  am  a 
strong  Unionist  that  I   say  it  is  folly 
to  mue  the  English  Law  unpopular  in 
Ireland,    and    to    provoke    the    Irish 
Members,  who,  for  the  present  at  least, 
are  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  people,  by 
acts  which,  I  venture  to  say,  are  illegal 
and  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.):  I  have  almost  invariably 
noticed  that  when  excesses  by  the  Irish 
Hesident  Magistrates  are  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  English  Law 
Officers  are  silent.  I  should  l^e  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral 
whether  or  not  he  thinks  that  the  Bed- 
dent  Magistrates  exceeded  their  powers 
when  they  bound  Dr.  Tanner  over  in 
his  good  behaviour  for  the  alleged  con- 
tempt of  Court.  I  feel  confident,  speak- 
ing as  a  very  humble  English  lawyer, 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
inform  the  House  on  his  great  authority 
that  this  action  of  the'Irish  Magistrates 
cannot  possibly  be  defended  by  any 
lawyer.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
confine  ourselves  to  narrow  and  technical 
gi^ounds  as  to  whether  the  Magistrates 
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signalljr  and  exceptionally  a  case  in 
whioh  the  defendant,  having  been  de- 
barred from  offering  hie  defence  before 
l^e  Magistrates,  ought  to  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  presenting  his  defence  to 
anindependent  member  of  the  judiciary  ? 
Dr.  Tanner  made  a  speech  in  his  own 
defencOy  in  whioh  he  expressed  his  oon- 
yictions  with  regard  to  the  Oourt  with 
energy  and  without  reserve.  ^Perhaps 
the  most  frank  course  to  pursue  would 
be  to  read  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member.    Dr.  Tanner  said : — 

"He  would  not  insult  any  gentleman  by 
asking  him  to  come  forward  on  the  Table  to 
g^ye  eridenoe  for  the  defence.  Bat  the  people 
of  Tipperary  knew  him.  the  people  of  the 
coantry  knew  him.  The  present  case  had  been 
known  in  England,  had  been  talked  of  in  the 
HooBe  of  Commons.  His  character  as  a  gentle- 
man had  been  soaght  to  be  injured.  Now, 
patting  aside  all  heat,  putting  aside  all  bitter- 
ness, he  asked  in  the  judgment  of  all  honest, 
fair-minded  men,  was  the  present  case  brought 
forward  in  a  fair  way  ?  First  of  all,  he  im« 
pugned  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  altogether, 
and  when  ha  consented  to  employ  a  counsel  or 
a  solicitor  he  did  so  against  his  own  .wishes, 
andbeeanse  he  did  not  wish  that  other  men, 
his  poorer  friends,  would  be  deprived  of  that 
assistance  to  which  they  are  entitled.  In  the 
hearts  and  minds  of  the  Magistrates  on  the 
Bench  they  knew  what  he  and  others  were 
tried  for— ^for  adherence  to  the  cause  of  the 
country — for  standing  b  v  the  oppressed  and  the 
persecuted ;  for  sustaining  the  poor  and  the 
weak." 

Then  he  went  on  to  say : — 

''  We  seek  liberty,  and  we  are  determined  to 
have  it.  We  are  prouder  of  the  gaol  in 
the  struggle  in  which  we'  are  engaged 
than  the  toga  of  distinction  and  pro- 
minence and  place  and  all  the  power 
that  a  {jrovenunent  —  the  present  Govern- 
ment—can bestow.  He  was  brought  before  the 
Court  on  a  char^  that  put  him  to  more  pain 
and  torture  than  if  he  were  sent  to  prison  for 
twenty  yean.  The  charge  was  mean,  infamous, 
andalie." 

Dr.  Tanner  concluded: — 

*'  Yon  deprived  me  of  the  assistance  of  my 
oountel,  and  if  X  were  a  free  man  I  should 
impeach  your  conduct  before  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  would  put  you  on  your  trial  before 
the  whole  country,  and  would  confidently  look 
to  their  verdict  on  your  conduct.  Do  not  think 
for  a  moment  that  I  submit  to  your  Court.  I 
have  nothing  to  fear.  I  feel  for  yon.  I  pity  you 
— ^for  the  position  yon  are  forced  into.  It  is 
hnmiliatini^,  but  it  is  the  effect  of  the  British 
Adsnoistration  !n  the  land  which  we  intend  to 
nlfi.  This  ptusecution  has  been  gone  into 
becaiuie  I  am  an  Iikh  patriot  Pro^fcestant,  and  it 
has  been  sought  to  defame  and  traduce  me. 
Pass  your  sentence,  I  defy  you.  I  defy  the 
Government  which  seeks  to  rob  the  people— to 
yptf>gifrmg  against  the  weak,  and  to  oppress 


[Mr.  WiHrs&BOTHAif :  Is  that  all?l  I< 
am  not  surprised  at  the  question.  That 
was  "the  speech  delivered  in  Court  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers whether,  considering  that  this  Gen*^ 
ileman  laboured  under  a  keen  and 
exasperated  sense  of  wrong,  there  was 
anything  extraordinary  in  the  use  of 
that  language  ?  The  Magistrates  did 
not  act  with  precipitancy.  The  Magis- 
trates retired  and  deliberated  for  20 
minutes.  At  the  end  of  20  minutes  they 
came  into  Court,  and  the  Chairman, 
having  first  delivered  their  sentence  on 
the  charge  of  assault,  went  on  to  say 
that  Dr.  Tanner  was  to  find  bail  for 
£200  for  his  good  behaviour,  or  go  to 
prison  for  three  months.  When  they 
made  that  order,  the  Magistrates  well 
knewthatDr.Tannerwould  refuse  tofind 
bail.  What  was  the  offence  committed  ? 
A  little  while  ago  I  asked  a  clear  ques- 
tion on  that  point,  and  I  now  press  for 
a  specific  answer.  Was  the  offence  that 
of  contempt  of  Court  or  not  ?  I  find 
the  offence  described  in  the  letter  ad- 
dressed by  the  Magistrates  to  Mr. 
Speaker,  and  read  to  the  House  yester- 
day. It  is  that  **C.  K.  Tanner  had 
outrageously  misbehaved,  and  wilfully 
insulted  the  Magistrates."  I  turn  to 
the  Act  which  regulates  the  proceedings 
in  Pet^  and  Quarter  Sessions,  and  I 
find  it  enacts  that  if  any  person  wil- 
fully insults— the  very  language  usedia 
describing  the  charge— any  Justice  or 
Justices  sitting  in  any  Court,  or  shall 
commit  any  other  contempt  of  Court,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  Justice  or  Jus- 
tices to  direct  such  person  to  be  removed 
or  taken  into  custody,  and,  at  any  time 
before  the  rising  of  the  Court,  by  war- 
rant to  commit  such  person  to  gaol  for 
any  period  not  exceeding  seven  days,  or 
to  fine  such  person  any  sum  not  exceed* 
ing  40s.  There  is  not  the  remotest 
reference  or  hint  to  any  other  jurisdic- 
tion. The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireluid 
suggested  that  there  was  an  alternative 
jurisdiction ;  but  I  challenge  him  to  cite 
a  case,  sinoe  the  passing  of  that  Act,  in 
which  the  members  of  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice showed  by  action  or  argument  that 
they  had  any  other  jurisdiction  except 
under  the  Act.  The  charge  must  have 
been  one  of  contempt  of  Court.  If  it 
had  been  anyUiing  else,  it  would  have 
been  neoeesaiy  that  it  should  have  been 
brought  before  the  Court  and  evidence 
given  upon  it.    The  language  of  tli# 
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justified  in  refusing  to  admit  the  juris- 
diction  of  the  Court,  but  that  after  his 
counsel  had  been  ordered  out  of  Court 
and  he  had  been  deprived  of  legal  advice 
he  was  perfectly  right  in  contending 
that  be  could  not  have  a  fair  trial. 
*Mb.    FULTON:     That  refers  to  a 
different  matter.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman repeated  several  times  that  the 
Magistrates  had  sentenced  Dr.  Tanner 
to  three  months'  imprisonment,  and  I 
said  <*No."    Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — *<  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
referring  to  the  fact  that  he  could  have 
given  sureties  to  keep  the  peace.    Of 
oourse  he  would  not  give  sureties  to 
keep  the  peace."      We  have  it,  then, 
on    the   authority  of   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment   brought    up    before    a    Court 
properly    constituted    and    which    has 
neard  evidence  on  oath  is  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  refusing  to  find  sureties  to  keep 
the  peace.    I  am  quite  willing  that  this 
House  and  the  country  should  judge  as 
to  whether  that  is  a  proper  attitude  to 
adopt.     I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  approves  of  the  conduct 
of  Dr.  Tanner's  counsel.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton   says    that  if   such    conduct 
took  place    in    England    there  would 
simply  be  a  rebuke  from  the  Bench 
and   that  would    be    an    end  of    the 
matter.    I  venture  to  say  that  no  one 
can  produce  anywhere  any  record  with- 
in   modem    memory    of    a     counsel 
daring    to    use    such    language    and 
behaving  in  such  a  manner  in  a  Court 
of  Law  in  England.    I  invite  any  one  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  opposite 
who  sympathise  with  Dr.  Tanner   to 
attempt  to  use  such  language  in  any 
such    Court.     I    say,     without    hesi- 
tation, that  if  any  member  of  the  English 
Bar  sank  so  low  as  to  act  in  that  manner 
he  would  very  soon  be  brought  to  his 
senses  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges 
in  a  way  that  would  be  extremely  dis- 
agreeable to  him.      I  altogether  deny 
the  right  of  members  of  the  Bar  to 
insult  any  properly  constituted  tribunal 
merely  because  they  happen  to  disap- 
prove of  its  constitution.      It  has  been 
said  that  in  England  Magistrates  will 
always  increase  a  sentence  in  order  to 
give  a  right  of  appeal.      Of  course  they 


will,  and  the  Magistrates  in  this  ease 
would  have  been  wrong  to  refuse  if  Dr. 
Tanner  had  called  any  evidence.  As  h^ 
called  no  evidence  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  give  a  right  of  appeaL 
This  matter  after  all  has  been  oppor- 
tunely brought  forward,  because  it  shows 
how  utterly  unfounded  are  the  acciua- 
tions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  against 
the  Government. 

*Mr.  R.   T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c): 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down    is    apparently  of 
opinion  that  this  House  ought  not  ta 
take  cognisance  of  what  he  calls  legal 
cases  but  what  we  call  the  maladminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Lreland.      In  my 
opinion  it  is  one  of  the  most  important 
duties  this  House  can  discharge  to  see^ 
especially  in  the  exceptional   circnm- 
stances  of  the  criminal  law  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  time,  that  Magistrates  d<^ 
not  abuse   the   powers   committed  to 
them.      I  think  it  is  one  of  the  most 
gross   abuses   of   which    the  Beeident 
Magistrates  have  hitherto  been  found 
guilty  that  they  have  made  use  of  this 
old  Statute  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting 
punishment  for  contempt  of  Court  The 
law  relating  to  contempt  of  Court  is  so* 
jealously  guarded  in  England  that  it  is 
only  permitted  to  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Court    except  by    Statute.      And  this 
for  two  reasons  —  in    the  first  place, 
because    the    term    of    imprisonment 
is    unlimited,    and     in     the     second 
place,    because     the     panishment   i» 
inflicted  by  those  who  have  themselves 
sustained  the  insult,  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  point  out  that  you  require  care- 
fully   to    safeguard     the    powers   of 
punishment  placed  in  the  hands  of  any 
man  under  such  droumatancee.    There 
has  been  an  alteration  of  the  law  by 
Statute  in  the  case  of  Oounty  Courts 
and  also  an  alteration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land by  which  when  contempt  of  Oomt 
has  been  committed,  Justices  are  entitled 
to  imprison  for  seven  days,  and  may 
order  the  person  to  be  removed  from 
Court.    Now,  Sir,  the  Resident  Mi^ 
trates  in  the  case    before  the  House 
knew  of  the  law  which  relates  directly 
to  contempt  of  Court,  and  they  delibera- 
tely refrained  from  using^  it,    but  went 
back  to  the  old  Statute  of  Edward  lH, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  pnmsh  per- 
sons lor    disorderly   conduct.     I  may 
specify  one  or  two  cases  mentioned  v^ 
the  Act : — Persons  **  who  sleep  in  the 
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the  condaoi  which  has  been  imputed  to 
him  he  waa  guilty  of  a  grave  offence 
and  ought  to  receiye  doe  punishment. 
I  do  not  think  that  in  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  if  the  hon.  Member  was 
gtulty  of  such  a  graye  offence  as  that 
whioh  is  imputed  to  him,  any  one 
would  be  justified  in  asserting  that  he 
has  been  tne  object  of  a  Tindictive  sen- 
tence. I  come  now  to  the  circumstances 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
the  attention  of  the  House— namelyi 
the.  circumstances  under  which  the  sen* 
tenee  was  pronounced.  I  do  not  think 
hon.  Hembers  will  deny  that  an  assault 
of  this  nature  upon  a  public  officer  in 
the  discharge  of  his  onty  is  a  grave 
offence.  It  is  said  that  Dr.  Tanner  was 
deprived  of  the  assistance  of  his  counsel ; 
buty  aa  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  been  represented  throughout 
the  trial  by  his  solicitor,  who  raised 
points  of  law  in  his  favour.  There  was, 
moreover,  no  reason  why  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  not  at  the  adjournment 
have  been  represented  by  another 
oounseL 

Mb.  SEXTON:  At  the  opening  of 
the  proceedings  his  counsel  retired,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  Dr.  Tanner  could 
have  been  represented  by  another  coun* 
sel  after  his  first  counsel  had  been 
enelled  the  Oourt. 

«Mb.  MADDEN:  The  expulsion  of 
counsel  had  taken  place  long  antece- 
dently, and  after  that  a  sohoitor  ap- 
neared  in  Oourt  on  behaU  of  the  hon. 
Member.  It  is  said  that  the  Oourt 
found  Dr.  Tanner  guilty  without  hearing 
evidenoe  on  his  behalf.  What  are  the 
loots  ?  What  really  occuned  was  this. 
The  case  was  clearly  proved  by  the 
evidence  of  the  Inspector  of  Police  and 
of  the  constables.  A  witness  was  called 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  he 
admitted  that  the  assault  with  whioh  tiie 
hon.'.Member  was  diarged  mighdk.have 
been  committed  without  his  seeing  ih. 
Then  the  case  was  adjourned  till  the 
36th«:J'uly»  and  when  tne  hearing  was 
resumed  the  hon.  Member  deliberately 
declined  to  call  any  further  evidence,  on 
the  ground  that  he  would  not .  subject 
his  jfitneoses  to  the  indignity  of  being  ex- 
amined before  the  Oourt.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Oourt  had  no  oourse 
open  to  them  but  to  acton  dear  and  un- 
impeaohed  evidence,  which  was  not 
broken  down  in  cross-examination,  and. 
to  convict  the  hon.  Member.    It  ought 


not  to  be  suggested  for  one  moment, 
that  because  an  accused  person,  even  if 
he  be  a  Member  of  Parliament,  refuses 
to  produce  evidence  on  the  ground 
that  he  would  not  .  subject  his 
witnesses  to  the  indignityi.  of  ap« 
pearing  before  the  ,Oourt,  thefiMagis-' 
trates  are  not  to  acton  the  testimony  he- 
fore  them.  It  appears  to  be  assumed  by 
hon.Membersmpositethat  what  occurred 
gave  the  hon.  Member  a  right  of  appeal, 
although  the  law  provides  in  the  case  of 
such  a  sentence  noL  such  right  of  appeal. 
It  would  be  .absurd  to  allow  any  person 
charged  to  obtain  a  right  of  appeal 
meruy  by  refusing  to  caU  witnesses  on 
his  own  behalf.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  read  from  a  r^ort  of  what 
took  place  in  Oork,  but  1  will  refer  to 
a  report  in  the  2VmM,  which  supplies, 
omissions  in  the  account  already  read 
From  that  it  appears  that  the  Magis- 
trates were  of  opinion  that  the  action  of 
the  hon.  Member  amounted  to  an  out- 
rageous insult  to  die  Oourt.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  Magistrates  who 
tried  him  had  the  sentence  in  their 
pockets,  and  he  openly  defied  the  Oourt 
to  do  their  worst. 

^Several  hon.  MKmnms :  Is  that  aU  ? 
Mr.  MADDEN:  Hon.  MembeiB 
ask  is  that  aU?  It  is  all,  and  I  think 
it  fully  justifies  the  language  used  by  the 
Magistrates.  A  question  has  been  asked 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  as  to  what 
power  Magistrates  had  for  punishing 
misbehaviour  in  their  presence.  I  will 
refer  to  the  highest  authority  on  the 
subject  (Bum's  Jmiies  of  ihs  Psaci)^ 
which  lays  it  down  that  a  man  can  be 
bound  over  to  be  of  good  behaviour  for 
speaking  words  of  contempt  to  inferior 
Magistiates,  Justices  of  tba  Peaoe,  or 
Mayors.  To  speak  words  of  'oontdmpt 
to  Magistrates,  even  though  not  engaged 
inthe.disdbarge  of  thmr  duties,  is  good 
ground  for  causing  a  person  to  be 
botind  over  to  be  of  good  behaviour. 
Oontemptuous  language  to  those 
intrusted  with  the  administration  of 
justice  being  "a  proper  matter  for 
taking  sureties  for  good  hdiaviour,"  the 
question  then  arises  whether  the.  disarm- 
tion  of  the  Magistrates  was  {Mopeiiy 
exercised  in  this  case.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  relies  on  the  Petty 
Sessions  Act  as  showing  that  the 
Magistrates  had  no  jurisdiction  in  thin 
matter.  That  Act  makes  it  lawful  £aii 
Justices  to  commit  peisons  to  paison  Jot 
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regard  to  the  proof  which  the  faon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Beid)  has  at- 
tempted to  give  of  the  utter  illegality 
of  the  action  of  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates, it  seems  to  me  that  the  more 
tiioroTighly  he  satisfies  himselland  this 
House  that  they  had  no  kind  of  warrant 
for  this  proceeding,  the  more  extra- 
ordinary it  is,  if  there  should  be  a  real 
wish  to  relieve  Dr.  Tanner  of  his  im- 

Eiisonment,  that  a  certiorari  has  not 
een  applied  for  at  once.  I  make  no 
doubt  it  will  be  applied  for,  after  the 
utterances  from  a  solicitor  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  a  barrister  (Mr.  Atherley 
Jones)  and  a  Queen's  counsel  (Mr. 
Beid.)  In  the  course  of  the  many 
interjections  which  have  adorned  this 
Debate,  some  hon.  Member  for  England 
said  that  Dr.  Tanner  was  too  poor  to 
get  an  opinion.  fMr.  Sexton:  No 
one  said  that.]  Well,  I  thought  so. 
At  all  events,  that  need  not  stand  in  the 
way  now  he  has  got  opinions  in  this 
House  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men I  have  named,  that  he  has  a  good 
oase  against  the  Besident  Magistrates 
if  be  likes  to  apply  for  a  certiorari,  and 
he  has  got  those  opinions  for  nothing. 
All  he  has  to  do  to-morrow  morning  is 
to  get  a  counsel  who  can  restrain  him- 
aelf  in  the  presence  of  an  Irish  Court  of 
Justice.  I  would  not  advise  him  to 
employ  thesame  counsel  as  before,  as  then 
the  real  point  of  the  case  may  never  be 
reached.  He  has  only  to  employ  an 
orderly  and  competent  counsel,  if  he 
can  find  one  in  Ireland,  and  to  ask  that 
counsel  to  apply  for  a  certiorari,  and  if  he 
only  mentions  the  opinions  of  the 
three  horn  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
I  have  no  doubt  he  will  get  it  im- 
mediately. The  more  he  proves  the 
Besident  Magistrates  to  be  wiong, 
the  less  need,  it  appears  to  me,  is  there 
for  interference  on  the  part  of  this 
House  or  the  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
Beference  has  been  made  to  a  letter 
written  by  the  hon.  Member,  which 
asked  for  the  grace  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehension. 
Dr.  Tanner  does  not  want  the  grace  of 
the  Crown;  he  desires,  simpTy  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  to  expose  the 
cruelty  of  his  treatment. 
*Mr.  C.  J.  DABLING :  I  am  very  sorry 
indeed  to  haye  imputed  so  respectable  a 
motive.  The  only  way  in  which  the 
^hief  Secretary,  who  has  been  appealed 

Mr.  C,  J.  Darling 


to,  can  exerdae  his  power  is  to  advise 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  exercise  the 
grace  of  the  Crown.  He  cannot  qasah 
the  Order  of  the  Besident  Magistratof^ 
The  only  possible  way  to  quash  the 
Order  is  to  go  before  the  Courts  in 
Dublin.  I  think  the  application  itst 
grace  to  the  Crown  might  be  made  with 
some  force.  There  are  oircumstances 
with  regard  to  Dr.  Tanner  to  which 
I  need  not  allude.  ["Allude  to 
them."  **  What  are  they?"1-thef 
cannot  but  be  present  to  the  nunds  of 
every  Member  of  this  House—why  the 
Crown  might  take  a  lenient  and  exoep* 
tional  view  of  tlds  matter. 

Mr.    W.    O'BBIEN   (Cork,  NJL): 
Mr.  Speaker,  before  the  House  closer 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two^ 
though  not  as  a  lawyer.     The  tctsrtfe 
luris    to    which    we    have    been  jurf 
treated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Darling)  were  not  intended  or 
expected  to  elicit  any  serious  reply  from 
this  side  of  the  House.     I  do  not  thisk 
he  has  improved  the  Government  case 
in  reference  to  the  charges  against  Dr. 
Tanner  by  his  chivalrous  and  gentle' 
manly  reference  to  poor  Dr.  Tanner's 
wife.     I  turn,  Sir,  to  more  importtni 
persons.    I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member   for  Wolve^ 
hampton    and  the   hon.   and    learned 
Gentleman,  who  sits  opposite,  upon  l^eir 
success  in  drawing  the  Chief  Seoretaiyy 
who  declared  two  nights  ago  that  theie 
was   nothing    happening   in    Ireland 
which  did  not  bore  him  now  since  he 
had  ceased  latterly  to  be  amused. 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  O'BBIEN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  repudiates  the  report  of  the 
secret  meeting  at  Shoreditdi.  Am  I 
to  understand  that  ? 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  repudiate 
the  version  which  the  hon.  Gentlemaft 
has  given  of  the  remarks  I  made. 

Mb.  W,  O'BBIEN  :  WeU,  I  have 
given  the  version  which  I  myself  saw* 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  only  himself  to  blame  if  these 
is  not  a  more  authentic  reposi 
given.  He  did  state  according  to  both 
the  yersions  I  have  seen  that  latterly 
there  was  nothing  in  the  state  of  Ireland, 
or  in  what  was  happening  in  Ireland 
that  even  amused  him,  or  eyen  gave 
him,  as  it  once  gave  him  acute  plea* 
sure  to  deal  with  in  this  House.    Tov 
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tkey  would  try  him  under  the  OrimeQ 
Aot  for  that  offence.    Listening  to  the 
Solicitor  General,     one     would     have 
thought  that  the  offence  of  assault  on 
the  police  was  created  by  the  Crimes 
Act,    wher'eas  it  is  one  of  the  oldest 
offences  known  to  the  law  and  is  punish- 
able   under    statute.    Why  on  earth, 
except  in  wanton  disregard  of  the  rights 
of  the  Irish  people  in  the  administration 
of  justice,  the  law  officers  of  the  Grown 
should  have  sanctioned  such  an  absurdity 
as  a  proceeding  under  the  Crimes  Aot 
for  an  assault  on  a  policeman  in  the 
discharge    of  his  duty  I    am  utterly 
unable  to  fathom.     If  proceedings  are 
taken  under  the  Crimes  Act,  then  we 
must  take  the  Crimes  Act  with  all  its 
concomitants.     We  must  remember,  and 
we  shall  never  forget,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  pledged  himself  over  and  over 
again  that  any  one  charged  under  the 
Act    should  have  a  right  of    appeal. 
This  was  a  solemn  pledge   given  on 
behalf    of   the     Government    bj    the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Bill  when  it 
was  under  discussion  in  this  House,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  re- 
minded overand  over  again  of  this  breach 
of  faith  on  his  part.    Perhaps  it  may  be 
said  that  he  did  not  mean  that  pledge 
to  apply  to  little  trumpery  cases;  but 
this  not  a  trumpery  case ;  it  is  the  case 
of  a  Member  of  JParliament  charged  with 
a  disgusting^  and  improper  offence,  of 
which   he     maintains    his    inuocence. 
Dr.    Tanner   thought— and    I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  I  think  so  too— that  he 
could  not  have  a  fair  trial  before  these 
two  Magistrates.    Dr.  Tanner  claimed 
a  right  of  appeal,  and  they  could  have 
given  him  an  appeal  by  sentencing  him 
to  32  dajs'  imprisonment ;  but  they  im- 
prisoned him  for  only  31    days.    The 
Solicitor  General  says   the  record    of 
appeals  was  not  encouraging.    I  do  not 
think   this    appeal  would  have   been 
heard    in  Donegal,   where  a  Govern- 
ment pamphleteer  has  been  rewarded  by 
being  made  a  County   Court  Judge; 
but  this  case  raises    only  a  question 
of  fact,  although  the  Solicitor  General 
has  accepted  the  finding  of  the  Court 
on  €X  parte  evidence  when  the  counsel 
for  the  prisoner  was  excluded.      My 
point    is    this:      The    sentence    was 
vindictive  because  it  was    pronounced 
after  an  unfair  trial,  and  because  it  was 
one  day  too  short  to  entitle  the  prisoner 
to  an  appeal.    I  now  come  to  the  other 


part  of  the  case — the  observations  in- 
dulged in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 
I  admit  that  the  hon.  Member  indulged 
in  some  very  free  observations  which 
were  not  very  respectful  to  the  Bench. 
I  was  not  surprised  when  the  Solicitor 
General  read  his  version  of  what  occurred 
that  hon.  Members  exclaimed,  "  Is  that 
all ! "  It  seems  extraordinary  to  have 
sent  a  man  to  prison  for  three  months 
because  he  had  violated  the  decencies  of 
the  Court  by  these  exclamations.    But 
after  all  what  did  Dr.  Tanner  say  ?  He 
said  he  would  not  subject  his  witnesses 
to  the  indignity  of  appearing  before 
the    Court;  and    he  was  quite    right. 
His    counsel    had    been    sent    away, 
and     he    would    have    been    a    silly 
man   if  he   had  called  his  witnesses. 
Next  he  said  that  the  Magistrates  had 
got  his  sentence  in  their  pockets.    I  will 
admit  that  that  was  a  very  rude  remark ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  what  he  meant  was 
that  they  had  made  up  their  minds  as  to 
the  sentence  they  would  inflict.  Prisoners 
sometimes  say  extraordinary  things  in 
England ;  but  Judges  do  not  send  the 
offender  to  prison  for  three  months  for 
such  language.    A  short  time  ago  an 
amateur  lawyer,   promoted  to  judicial 
functions  in  Trinidad,  sentenced  a  man 
to  31  lashes  and  penal  servitude  for  life 
for  attempting  to  assault  him  in  Court ; 
but  the   Colonial   Secretary    not    only 
annulled  the  absurd  sentence,  but  re- 
mitted a  sentence  of  seven  years'  penal 
servitude,   which    the  man  richly  de^ 
served,    for    an    offence   he  bad  com- 
mitted, and  warned  the  Judge  that  if 
such  conduct  were  repeated  he  would  be 
removed    from   his  office.      Then   Dr. 
Tanner  said  *'Do  your  worst;   I  defy 
you."    For  these  foolish  remarks  Dr. 
Tanner  was  sent    to  prison  for  three 
calendar  months.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  no  doubt  tell  us  that  Dr. 
Tanner  would  not  have  been  sentenced 
if  he  had  found  sureties.     Of  course  he 
would  not  find  sureties ;  it  would  have 
been  unworthy  of  him  as  a  man  to  have 
done  so.    The  Solicitor  General  has  told 
us  that  there  is  a  power  some  centuries 
old  which  enables  Magistrates  to  require 
persons  to  find  sureties  if  they  have  been 
guilty  of  outrageous  conduct  in  Court. 
This  is  not  quite  so  clear  as  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  thinks.     I  am  not 
going  to  presume  to  argue  a  legal  point 
with     him,     especially    as     that     will 
come  for  judgment  before  the  proper 
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ooming  to  %  oIom.  Th«a  jou  bave  the  I  bsj  that  the  man  vho  is  capable  of  di- 
Bdjoumment  to  the  date  when  he  could  reotin^  that  polioj,  or  of  tolerating  aiuh 
not  hare  the  advantage  of  a  coaourrent  a  policy,  ougbt  to  blush  for  biminll  i& 
sentence.  Then  jou  have  this  episode  the  ejee  of  honest  men,  instead  of 
before  Mr.  Fitigerald;  jou  bare  bia  Bmiiking  and  bragging  as  be  does  of  it 
connael  thrust  out  of  Ooort— a  counsel  1 1  will  only  refer  to  one  other  topio— the 
who,  I  think,  will  compare  poesibly  not !  argument  that  Dr.  Tanner  might  ban 
unfavourably  either  in  character  or  in  j  obtained   bail.     Had    he  done  so,  it 
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had  been  guilty  of  this  disgraceful  con- 
duct, which  he  utterly  repudiate*. 
There  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
all  be  shut  up  tn  iteula  KesIorvM  withoat 
any  particular  charge  being  mode  if  Uu 
Magistrates  chose  to  take  such  a  oonisa 
Bo  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  m 
accustomed  to  this  sort  of  thing ;  bnt  it 
is  a  very  serious  thing  for  you  to  eB< 
courage  these  officials  in  Ireland  to 
believe  that,  practically  speaking,  thay 
are  safe  in  putting  any  stoiy  or  oy 
charge  to  the  discredit  or  the  dishonaEr 
of  an  Irish  Nationalist,  and  that  tlw 
more  atrocious  the  charge  ths  bsttac 
are  their  chances  of  promotion.  Dwf 
are  convinced  that  the  right  hoo.  Ow> 
tleman  will  accept  any  story  they  ohoois 
to  toll  him  without  qualification,  sad 
they  are  justified  in  that  belief  by  tha 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  QentlemsD. 
They  know  that  he  will  resolutely  refiM 
the  Knglish  people  any  honest  way  of 
judging  the  oondact  of  bis  subordinalM 
as  the  result  of  any  honest  and  inde> 
pendent  public  inquiry.  They  h»w 
come  to  consider  that  if  they  only  msks 
themselves  sufficiently  obnoxious  to  tht 
Irish  people  they  will  be  the  fint  to 
be  pensioned  off  when  Home  Bnls 
is  eatabliehed.  It  is  a  very  daagsroits 
feeling  that  you  are  eQcouragingmthe 
minds  of  those  officials,  and  it  is  time 
it  should  be  known  that  the  day  will 
come  when  there  will  have  to  be  a  faQ 
and  searching  investigation  into  the  right 
and  truth  of  all  these  matters,  if  ^'^ 
under  the  present  Government,  at  ssT 
rate  under  the  Oovemment  that  ^ 
succeed  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that  wh« 
the  treatment  of  Dr.  Tanner  is  inquiiH 
into,  it  will  he  seen  that  it  was  an  lui- 
worthy  and  disgraceful  attempt  to  de- 
famea  political  opponent,  and  but  a  ptit 
and  parcel  of  the  policy  which  you  «• 


ability  with  the  bon.  and  learned  U< 
ber  who  baa  just  spok»n.  Mr.  Healy 
is  flnng  out  of  the  Court  at  the  whim  of 
these  creatures  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  then  the  man  is  left  defenceless  and 
to  bis  own  resources,  and  actually  for 
the  very  speech  he  made  in  hie  own 
defence  be  ia  sentenced  to  three  months' 
imprisonment.  I  believe  it  is  unheard 
of  that  an  undefended  prisoner  should 
be  eubjected  to  this  punishment  simply 
because  in  bis  defence  he  ia  betrayed 
into  a  few  words  of  rough  truth — a  few 
words  which  do  not  diagrooe  him  in  the 
smallest  d^ree  in  the  eyes  of  his  country- 
men or  in  the  eyes  of  honest  men  in  this 
oonntry.  It  seems  ts  me  that  the 
^eches  we  have  beard  to-night  estab- 
hah  conclusively  that  these  Magistrates 
are  not  content  even  with  the  ferocious 
powers  which  the  Coercion  Act  gives, 
out  that  they  must  endeavour  to  heel- 
tap that  Coercion  Act  by  having 
recourse  to  this  ancient  Statute  against 
strangers  and  vagabonds.  Whereas  it 
appears  as  clear  as  daylight  that  seven 
days  is  the  extent  of  the  term  of  im- 
prisonment for  contempt,  they  have 
gone  to  this  musty  old  Statute 
for  a  punishment  which  is  in  direct 
Gont  I  avention  of  the  pledge  and 
understanding  upon  which  this  Cuer- 
oion  Act  passed  this  House.  The 
more  this  question  ia  ounsidered  and 
discussed,  the  more,  I  believe,  it 
will  be  seen  that  it  is  a  cowardly  and 
vindictive  attempt  to  victimise  a  po- 
litical opponent,  because  Dr.  Tanner  is 
supposed  not  to  be  a  very  popular  person 
in  this  House.  It  is  not  the  first  time 
that  the  Government  have  pressed  us  too 
far  before  the  ordinary  humane  feeling 
and  nmpathy  of  the  people  of  England, 
and  I  dare  say  their  experience  to-night 
will  have  shown  that  they  have  ventured 
too  far  upon  Dr.  Tanner's  personal  un- 
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oppoaLte^    But  I  oiinnot  believe,  that 
my  hpn..  FHend    behind  me  means  to 
attfiok  the  Government ;  and  therefore 
I  prooeed  to  make  auch  reply  as  may  be 
neoesaary  to  the  speech   of  the  right 
hen.  Gbntlemen  the  Member  for  wol- 
rerhampton.      The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  very  properly  divided  the  case 
into  two  distinct  parts— first,  that  part 
wbicb,  in  its  nature,  is  more  legal  and 
teobnioai,  relating  to  the  action  taken 
by  the  Magistrates  in  consequence  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork's  benaviour  in 
oourt;    and,  secondly,  the  part  which 
relates  to  the  sentence  inflipted  by  the 
Hagiatrates  for  the  original  offence  with 
which  Dr.  Tanner  was  charged.     On 
the  second    part    I  need    not    detain 
the  House  long.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  advanced    the  astounding 
assertion,   as  coming   from    a  gentle- 
man   learned    in    the    law,    that    the 
Oourt  sentenced  Dr.   Tanner  to  three 
montha'  imprisonment  for  contempt  of 
Oourt.    The  Oourt  did  nothing  of  the 
kind.    Dr.  Tanner  need  not  remain  one 
moment  longer  in  prison  in  consequence 
of  his  conduct  in  Oourt.    He  has  only  to 
find  sureties  for  good  behaviour,  which 
he  can  do  without  the  slightest  difficulty, 
and  no  imprisonment  will  follow    on 
aecount  of  that  conduct.    But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  my  intense  surprise, 
says  that  Dr.  Tanner  naturally  did  not 
take  a  cburae  that  would  be  discreditable 
to  him,  that  he  was  not  the  man  to  find 
sureties  for  his  good  behaviour,  and, 
acting  like  a  man  of  courage  (Interrup- 
tions.)   fAn  hon.  Mbmbeb,  **  more  than 
you  do.]"    (** Order")— acting  like  a 
man   of  courage,  he  went  to  prison. 
Ln^elevant  and   discourteous  interrup- 
tions do  not  disturb  me,  and  I  do  not 
think  my  hon.  Frieiids  behind  me  need 
trouble  their  heads  abofat  mem.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that  the 
language  of  Dr.  Tanner  in  Oourt  was 
highly  improper.    (*'  No !   If  .heDused 
it.")  He  did  not  defend  it,:  he. admitted 
it  was  highly  improper.    The.' phrase 
whudi'J  n^>B€lf  should  have  maed  as  to 
that:  kmguagv  is  much  i  stronger  than 
that ;  but,  take  it  to  be  what  the  right 
hon;  Geaflemant  admitted  it  was,  if  Dr. 
TsnnMwuaed  laqgnaga  which  was  highly 
improper,  irkj  sh6urd  it  be  disgrabeiftu 
to. him  t0  gM  aar^tias^for:  Ua  good 
behavieu^?  Se  waa  guilty  of  that  which 
waa  not  |p)od<beha3riour,  the  right  hon. 
OeailemfjiadmitatheimprQpBety,  why, 


therefore,  ia  it  discreditable  to  him  that 
surities  diould  be  required  horn  him, 
and  why  this  loose  and  violent  rhetoric 
which  has  been  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  But  this  is  not  fdl.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  affords  a  very 
proper  opportunity  for  bringing  this 
case  before  the  House  and  the  country ; 
but,  at  all  events,  neither  the  House  nor 
the  country  can  do  anything  ^  to  relieve 
Dr.  Tanner  from  the  sentence,  if  you  call 
it  a  sentence  (''Why  not?"},  imposed 
on  him  by  the.  Oourt.  But  something 
can  be  done  to  relieve  Dr.  Tanner  ftom 
the  consequences  of  his  behaviour  if  tiie 
Magistrates  have  been  guilty  of.  the 
misconduct  attributed  to  them  by  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman.  This  House  ia 
not  the  place  to  re-try  the  action  of  the 
Magistrates.  There  is  a  Oourt  which  is 
competent  to  survey,  and,  if  necessary, 
to  qttash,  the  action  of  the  inferior  Oourt 
on  the  gpround  of  illegality ;  and  if  the 
Magistrates  have  acted  illegally,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  maintains,  let 
him  not  come  down  to  the  House  and 
indulge  in  violent  tirades  against  the 
Magistrates  and  the  Offldala— let  him 
take  the  legitimate  course  of  asking  a 
competent  legal  tribunal  te  give  an 
opinion  on  the  action  of  the  Magistrates. 
With  one  further  remark  I  will  leave 
this  branch  of  the  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  be  deeply 
indignant  becauae  the  Maffiatrates  took 
thecourae  which  they  did  take  rather  than 
that  under  the  Statute,  which  has  been 
referred  to  more  than  once,  that  would 
have  enabled  them  to  inflict  a  sentence 
for  contempt  of  Oourt.  Now,  in  my 
opinion,  the  Magistrates  adopted,  I  will 
not  say  the  legal  course,  but  the  merci- 
ful course ;  and  they  did  so  not  merely 
because  by  the  action  they  took  they  did 
not  necessarily  inflict  a  single  hour's 
imprisonment,  but  because  if  they  were 
wrong  in  teking  that  course  there  ils  a 
mode  of  questioning  the  action' pj(  the 
Magistrates.  The  right  hon^^Gentleman* 
is  very  8tA>ng  on  the  matter  df  appeal, 
but  I  apprehcAd  that  if  the  Magistrates 
had  given  T>t»  Tanner  sesreti':  days*  im- 
piisonment  there  would  have  been  no 
appeal.  But  now  their  action  can  be 
reviewed  by  a;  highto  Oourt.  Therefore 
I  say  that  the  Msfgistratea  took  the 
mardfiil  course  on  two  ^ttnds, 
partly  because  they,  did  not  inflict  a 
aentence  at  all,  and  pmrtiy  becailae  ihmr 


96 


Ir0land^'Cais  of 


{OOMMONSl 


Dr,  Tannsr. 


96 


action  can  be  done  awaj  with  if  a 
enperior  Oourt  should  hold  that  it  was 
illegal.  I  would  remind  the  mover  of 
the  adjournment  that  as  that  sentence 
was  concurrent  with  the. sentence  for 
the  assault  on  the  policeman,  a  whole 
month  must  elapse  before  any  injury 
can,  under  any  circumstances,  be  in- 
flicted on  Dr.  Tanner.  During  that 
month  there  will  be  ample  time  for  tak- 
ing steps  to  have  the  legal  question 
tried ;  and  if  it  is  not  tried  it  can  only 
be — whatever  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
may  say  in  this  House— because  they 
think  the  case,  though  good  enough  to 
bring  before  a  Party  audience,  is  not 
good  enough  to  go  before  a  Court  of 
law.  I  pronounce  no  opinion  on  the 
question  of  law.  I  know  not  and  I  care 
not  how  it  may  be  decided  by  the 
superior  tribunal;  but  let  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  say  the  Magistrates 
have  acted  improperly  unless  they  have 
the  courage  to  go  to  a  Oourt  that  is 
competent  to  decide  the  question.  I 
pass  to  that  part  of  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Magistrates  which  relates  to 
the  sentence  inflicted  on  Dr.  Tanner  for 
the  orig^al  offence  in  respect  of  which 
he  was  brought  before  them.  This  has 
been  described  with  an  extraordi- 
nary wealth  of  invective,  as  gross, 
indecent,  discreditable,  and  vindictive, 
and  with  other  high-sounding  ad- 
jectives which  it  is  not  worth 
while  to  record.  Now,  it  is  not  my 
business  to  say  whether  the  sentence 
was  excessive  or  was  not,  but  I  do  say 
most  emphatically  that  the  offence  of 
which  Dr.  Tanner  was  accused  and 
found  guilty,  and  with  regard  to  which 
he  brought  no  evidence  to  prove  his  in- 
nocence, was  a  most  disgusting  and  hor- 
rible offence.  It  was  an  offence  which 
I  gather  Dr.  Tanner  did  not  himself  de- 
fend in  Court,  and  the  character  of 
which  none  of  his  friends  have  ventured 
to  defend  in  the  House.  If  Dr.  Tanner 
was  guilty  of  that  offence,  and  whether 
the  sentence  inflicted  was  too  serious  or 
not,  I  maintain  that,  taking  all  the  cir- 
cumstances into  account,  the  fact  that 
Dr.  Tanner  is  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
instead  of  diminishing,  greatly  aggra- 
vated the  offence.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  found  part  of 
his  indictment  against  the  Government 
on  the  fact  that  the  man  accused  is  a 
Member  of  this  House.  Of  all  men  in 
the  world,  surely  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
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ment  ought  to  be  the  one  who  would 
not,  under  any  circumstances  or  provo- 
cation whatever,  be  guilty  of  the  dis- 
gusting offence  of  which  Dr.  Tanner 
was  accused.  Having  read  the  proceed- 
ings, and  taking  into  account  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  I  feel  no  doubt 
that  the  tribunal  not  only  acted  rightly, 
but  as  any  other  tribunal  in  the  world 
would  have  acted  in  finding  Dr.  Tanner 
guilty  of  the  offence.  The  most  dear 
and  specific  evidence  was  tendered  on 
oath  that  he  was  guilty ;  and  no  evi- 
dence of  a  rebutting  kind  was  adduced, 
though  every  opportunity  was  ^en  for 
its  production  if  it  existed.  There  is 
but  one  conclusion  that  any  Member  of 
the  House  or  any  tribunal  can  arrive 
at — namely,  that  Dr.  Tanner  was 
guilty  of  the  offence.  The  light 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that,  at  any 
rate.  Dr.  Tanner  should  have  had 
an  appeal.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  admitted  that  there  was  no 
question  of  law  involved,  but  that  it  was 
a  simple  question  of  fact.  If  the  Magis- 
trates were  not  qualified  to  decide  intri- 
cate legal  questions,  they  were  perfectly 
competent  to  decide  an  issue  of  the  kind 
brought  before  them.  And  why  should 
a  tribunal,  having  a  simple  plain  matter 
of  fact  to  deal  with,  in  respect  of  which 
evidence  of  a  conclusive  Innd  was  ad- 
duced on  one  side,  and  none  on  the 
other,  go  out  of  its  way  to  give  an 
appeal  to  Dr.  Tanner  ?  There  had  been 
a  great  deal  said  about  the  retirement 
of  Dr.  Tanner's  counsel.  {^Oriu  of 
''Expulsion."]  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  followed  with  the  close 
attention  I  have  had  to  give  tc  them  the 
proceedings  under  the  Crimes  4ct,  he 
would  have  known  that  the  course 
habitually  pursued  by  a  certain  class  of 
the  accused  and  of  lawyers  in  Ireland 
before  the  Crimes  Courts  has  the  appear- 
ance of  a  deliberate  conspiracy  to  insult 
the  Oourt  and  render  the  decorous 
administration  of  justice  absolutely  im- 
possible. Instances  of  this  kind  have 
been  familiar  for  the  last  two  years. 
There  is  no  doubt  if  decency  and  ordor 
are  to  be  maintained  in  these  Oourts, 
and  Magistrates  are  to  be  allowed  to 
possess  and  use  those  powers  without 
which  the  law  cannot  be  administered 
with  dignity  and  propriety,  such  inci* 
dents  as  that  which  resulted  in  the 
expulsion  of  the  counsel  of  Dr.  Tanner 
must  be  dealt  with  severely.     It  is  a 
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great  error  \o  regard  this  as  an  isolated 
example.     It  is  an  instance  of  an  un- 
happily familiar  practice ;  and  I  do  not 
think  that   the  Magistrates    had  open 
to     them      any    other    course      than 
that     which    they    actually    pursued. 
1  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
deal  with  any  more  of  the  points  raised 
except  one.    All  the  hon.  Qentlemen 
who  have  addressed  the  House  from  the 
Opposition  side  have  made  allusions  to 
a  speech  delivered  two  days  ago  by  my 
noble  Eriend  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton.    My  noble  Friend  has  been  quot^ 
as  a  critic  of  the  Gtovemment  in  respect 
to  the  imprisonment  of  Members  of  Par- 
liament, and  he  has  been  deliberately 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Meinber  for  West  Belfast  as  being  on 
his  side  of  the  controversy,   and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  stated 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  discovered  what 
I,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  had 
not  discovered — that  it  was  unpopular 
to  imprison  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be  in 
order  in  discussing  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  It  has  no  connection  with  the 
question  before  the  House. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Do  I  under- 
stand you,  Sir,  that  no  allusion  can  be 
made  to  that  speech  ? 

*Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:*  An 
examination  of  it  cannot  be  entered 
into  now. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAIiFOUR :  Nothing  in 
the  nature  of  an  examination  of  that 
speech  was  going  to  fall  from  my  lips. 
I  was  merely  going  to  protest  against 
the  lang^iage  of  my  noble  Friend  being 
interpreted  as  it  has  been  interpreted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  My  noble 
Friend  is  not  present  to  defend  himself, 
but  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  my  business 
to  defend  him.  Of  course,  Sir,  I  bow 
to  your  ruling.  I  ^ill  only  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  I  have  never 
taken  into  account  the  consideration 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
seems  to  think  ought  to  have  paramount 
weight  with  me.  He  seems  to  think 
that  the  question  of  popularity  or  un- 
popularity is  the  paramount  considera- 
tion to  determine  these  matters.  I  do 
not  think  so.  Whether  it  is  popular  or 
unpopular,  I  am  going  to  do  my  best  to 
preserve  law  in  Ireland.  And  I  do  not 
think  that  to  allow  even  a  Member  of 
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Parliament  to  spit  on  a  policeman  with 
impunity  is  the  best  course  to  be  taken 
in  order  to  maintain  the  law.  But  I  go 
further.  I  have  not  been,  and  shall  not 
be,  deterred  from  doing  anything  I  think 
to  be  right  by  the  fear  of  unpopularity, 
or  by  the  threat  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  may  say  before  my  face  or 
behind  my  back.  But  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  think- 
ing that  uie  people  of  this  country 
would  look  with  favour  on  so  grossly 
partial  an  administration  of  justice  as 
would  punish  the  humble  dupes  in  Ire- 
land and  leave  unpunished  those  more 
powerful  politicians  who  use  their  posi- 
tion in  this  House  as  one  from  which 
they  can  with  impunity  and  effect  stir 
up  the  people  to  courses  of  disloyalty 
and  disorder. 

Mr.  HANBURT  (Preston) :  This  is 
not  the  first  time  in  which,  differing  as 
I  do  with  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  I  have  risen  to  resent  what 
has  seemed  to  me  to  be  not  only  an 
inexpedient  treatment  of  Irishmen  from 
a  Party  point  of  view,  taking  the  lowest 
consideration,  but  to  protest  against 
what  seems  at  first  sight  to  me  to  be 
actually  illegal  and  unconstitutional 
treatment.  If  we  are  to  fight  hon. 
Members  opposite— and  I  am  prepared 
to  fight  them  on  the  question  of  Hoiile 
Rule  to  the  last— if,  at  any  rate,  we  are 
to  make  our  case  dear  and  just  before 
the  people  of  this  country  to  whom  we 
shall  have  to  appeal  at  an  earlier  or 
distant  date,  at  any  rate  let  us  be  able  to 
show  to  the  country  that  we  have 
treated  Irish  Members  with  every  possi- 
ble degree  of  fairness.  I  agree  that 
distinctions  ought  not  be  drawn  between 
Members  of  Parliament  and  ordinary 
criminals ;  indeed,  I  should  be  inclined 
to  punish  a  Member  of  Parliament  who 
broke  the  law  more  severely  than  an 
ordinary  lawbreaker.  Although  I 
should  be  perfectly  ready  to  attack 
the  Government,  if  I  thought  them 
wrong  in  the  case  before  the  House,  yet, 
seeing  that  they  have  not  defended  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  the  vote  I  shall 
give  will  not  be  against  the  Govern- 
ment, but  will  show  my  appreciation  of 
the  fact  that  the  Resident  Magistrates 
ought  not  to  strain  and  stretch  the  law 
as  they  do.  If  Dr.  Tanner  is  guilty  of 
the  offence  with  which  he  is  charged, 
then  he  richly  deserves  the  punishment 
which  he  has  received.     But  with  re- 
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ference  to  the  tribunal,  I  express   an 
opinion  not  general  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  but  one  which  I  have  held  ever 
since  I  had  read  the  names  and  occupa- 
tions of  the  Resident  Magistrates,  that 
they  are  not  the  most  fitting  persons  to 
administer  justice   in   the   exceptional 
circumstances  of  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
it  was  no  satisfaction  to  me  to  see  the 
occupants  of  the  two  Front    Benches 
pointing  to  each  other  as  responsible 
for  their  appointment.      It  does  not 
matter  two  pins  by  whom  the  appoint- 
ments were  made.    I  do  not  think  these 
gentlemen  are  qualified  to  exercise  the 
jurisdiction  entrusted  to  them.    There 
was  every  reason  why,  in  this  particular 
case,  the  Resident  Magistrates   should 
have  acted  with  the  greatest  possible 
circumspection.    In  the  first  place,  they 
had  a  politician  as  the  criminal,  and 
although  politicians  must  be  tried  like 
other  criminals  who  offend  against  the 
law,  still  you  cannot  help,  in  the  excited 
state  of  public  feeling  in  Ireland,  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  prejudice  from  being  im- 
ported into  the  case  in  such  instances. 
In  this  particular  instance  there  was  one 
yery  special  circumstance.      The  man 
whom    Dr.  Tanner   was  charged  with 
i^ssly  insulting  was  an  official  of  the 
Oourt,  and  that  is  a  circumstance  which 
ought  to  have  weighed  with  the  Court 
in  passing  sentence.      But  the  question 
we  have  to  deal  with  is  one  solely  of 
contempt  of  Court.    I  am  no  lawyer, 
but  I  was  very  much  struck,  from  the 
common-sense  point  of  view,  with  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.*  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Fowler)  when  he, 
speaking  as  a  lawyer,  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  the  recent  Act,  which  only 
inflicts  seven  days'  punishment  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,   overrides  the  old  law 
under  which  it  is  possible  to  give   a 
greater  amount  of  punishment.    But, 
whether  that  be  true  or  not,  when  we 
pass  exceptional  laws  for  Ireland,  which 
are  considered  to  be  sufficiently  strin- 
gent, it  seems  to  me  to  be  unnecessary, 
modern  laws  being  so  strict,  to  go  back 
and  find  out  musty  precedents  in  order 
to  bring  them  into  Court  against  oppo- 
nents.    It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  Dr. 
Tanner  need  not  have  gone  to  gaol,  and 
that  he  might  have  chosen  the  other 
alternative  and  given  surety  for  good 
behaviour.     The  Judges  who  gave  the 
decision  looked   on  the  two  things  as 
equivalents,   and  both  of  them,  I  say, 
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far  exceed  the  seven  days'  imprisonment 
which  can  be  inflicted  under  the  law. 
Speaking  from  the  point  of  view  of  a 
Unionist,  and  as  one  who  wishes  to  main- 
tain law  and  order  in  Ireland,  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  sure  that  the  law  and  order 
to  be  maintained  is  the  law  and  order 
which  is  recognised  by  Parliament  and 
sanctioned  by  Statute.      The  GK>vem- 
ment,  while  they  ought,  undoubtedly,  (o 
keep  order  in  Ireland  and  maintain  the 
law,  ought  to  be  very  careful  that  they 
do  not  go    one  iota    beyond  what  is 
absolutely  certain  is  the  law.     I  have 
often  observed  that  the  law,  as  adminis- 
tered by  the  Hesident  Magistrates,  has 
been  somewhat  strained.    I  could  under- 
stand anyone   who  wished  to  separate 
England  and  Ireland  trying  to  make 
enemies    of    the  hon.    Members  from 
Ireland,  and  of  the  Irish  people,  bnt 
for  the  Conservative  Party,  who  look  to 
the  day  when  the  difficulties  between 
England  and  Ireland  will  be  removed, 
I  think  it  is  very  bad  policy  indeed  to 
try  and  embitter  the  Irish  people,  and 
to  allow  a  sentence  of  this  kind,  whieh 
can  be  quashed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  remain,  and 
so  seemingly  to  be  supporting  what,  if 
it  is  not  actually  illegal  and  nneonsfita- 
tional,  does  seem  to  be  a  strong  strain- 
ing of  the  law.    It  is  because  I  am  a 
strong  Unionist  that   I  say  it  is  folly 
to  mdce  the  English  Law  unpopular  in 
Ireland,    and    to    provoke   the   Iiish 
Members,  who,  for  the  present  at  least, 
are  the  leaders  of  the  Irish  people,  by 
acts  which,  I  venture  to  say,  are  illegal 
and  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY- JONES  (Pnrham, 
N.W.):  I  have  almost  invariablv 
noticed  that  when  excesses  by  the  Iriu 
Resident  Magistrates  are  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  English  Law 
Officers  are  silent.  I  should  l^e  to  ask 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
whether  or  not  he  thinks  that  the  Ben* 
dent  Magistrates  exceeded  their  pow^ 
when  they  bound  Dr.  Tanner  over  in 
his  good  behaviour  for  the  alleged  con- 
tempt of  Court.  I  feel  confident,  speak- 
ing as  a  very  humble  English  lawy^i 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will 
inform  the  House  on  his  great  authori^ 
that  this  action  of  the-Irish  Magistrates 
cannot  possibly  be  defended  by  any 
lawyer.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to 
confine  ourselves  to  narrow  and  technical 
gtounds  as  to  whether  the  Magistrates 
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were  entitled  to  act  as  they  did  or  not 
Under  a  recent  Statute,  as  has  been. 
pointed  out,  the  maximum  penalty  for 
contempt  of  Court  in.  a  Oourt  of  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  in  Ireland  is  seven 
days'  imprisonment,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  these  t«ro  Irish  Magis- 
trates had  a  rery  shrewd  notion  that 
Dr.  Tanner  would  not  allow  himself  to 
be  bound  over  in  sureties  to  keep  the 
peace,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  by  binding  him  OTcr  they  would  be 
inflicting  a  fkrheavier punishment  upon 
him  than  if  they  sentenced  him 
to  seven  days'  imprisonment.  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  quoted 
from  Hawkins's  P/#m  of  the 
Crown  to  show  that  the  Magistrates 
were  entitled  to  take  the  coarse  they 
did  take.  The  power  under  which  such 
a  sentence  oould  be  imposed  is  con- 
ferred by  the  Statute  of  the  84  th  of 
Edward  III.,  Chapter  1.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
was  careful  not  to  quote  Hawkins's 
statement,  that  the  pOwer  appears  to  re- 
fer only  to  matters  having  relation  to 
the  peace,  and  '*it  has  been  said  not  to 
apply  to  rash,  quarrelsome,  or  unman- 
nerly words  unless  they  directly  tend  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace."  Although  there 
is  a  power  in  the  Magistrates  to  bind 
over  for  good  behaviour,  it  is  a  power 
which  has  no  relation  whatever  to  con- 
tempt of  Court.  I  will  ask  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  whether  he  can  state  that  in  M 
his  experience  there  has  been  one  single 
instance  in  which  a  person  has  been 
bound  over  for  contempt  of  Court  under 
this  Statute.  It  is  the  commonest 
thing  in  the  world  for  strong  langpiage 
to  be  used  in  the  heat  of  the  moment 
by  prisoners,  and  Justices  or  Judges 
either  ignore  such  language  altogether 
or  confine  themselves  to  ordering  the 
detention  of  the  o£Pender,  perhaps  for 
the  rest  of  the  day.  It  appears  to  me 
there  can  be  no  possible  defence,  either 
technically  or  in  substance,  for  this 
most  extraordinary  conduct  on  the  part 
of  these  Magistrates.  They  also  de- 
clined all  facilities  for  appealing. 
Under  the  42nd  and  4drd  Yiot.  it  is 
expressly  provided  for  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  that  whenever  a  person  is 
convicted  •  and  punished  by  imprison- 
ment, there  shaU  be  a  power  of  appeal. 
I  say  that  to  have  deliberately  shut  out 
Dr.  Tanner  from  an  appeal  is  a  scandal 


in  the  administration  of  justice.  Matters 
of  this  kind  disturb  the  public  conscience 
and  constitute  what  is  nothing  more 
or  less  than  a  reproach  to  the  Govern* 
ment  of  Ireland,  and  I  utterly  refuse  to 
believe  that  my  hon.  Friend  Dr.  Tanner 
was  guilty  of  so  disgpisting  an  oflESsnce 
as  that  with  which  he  is  charged. 

*Mb.  FULTON  (West  Ham,  North): 
I  rise  in  order  to  enter  an  emphatic 
protest  against  the  growing  practice  of 
discussing  legal  questions  in  this  House 
— legal  questions  which  are  capable  of 
being  properly  discussed  in  a  Court  of 
Law.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  had  the  amazing 
effrontery_[^*i Oh,"  and  ''Order"]--! 
will  not  insist  upon  that  word  but  will 
say  the  hon.  Mf  mber  asked  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  to  be  kind  enough  to  give  his 
opinion  upon  the  question  of  law  as  to 
whether  the  Crimes  Act  Court  was  right 
or  not.  I  sincerely  hope  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  If, 
as  is  said,  the  Magistrates  acted  without 
jurisdiction,  ther^  is  the  simplest 
possible  way  of  ascertaining  that  imme- 
diately. As  every  lawyer  knows  by 
simply  moving  the  Queen's  Bench  that 
Court  would  at  once  have  ordered/ 
on  cause  being  shown,  a  rule  nui 
to  have  the  order  of  the  Magistrates' 
brought  up,  and  by  that  means  the 
order,  if  they  acted  without  jurisdiction, 
oould  be  quashed.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  are  hard  to  please.  They  com* 
plain  of  the  Magistrates  because  they 
would  not,  in  the  first  instance,  pass  on 
Dr.  Tanner  a  sentence  which  would  give 
him  the  right  of  appeal,  and  theui 
when  the  Magistrates  make  an  order 
with  respect  to  the  contempt,  which 
gives  him  the  opportunity  to  appeal, 
they  find  fault  with  the  Magistrates  for 
giving  him  that  opportunity.  This 
Debate  has  been  very  instructive.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Fowler)  a  Member 
of  the  Privy  Council,  and  a  former 
Member  of  the  Government,  has  stated 
in  his  place  in  this  House  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork.  Dr.  Tanner,  was 
perfectly  right  and  acted  as  every  hon. 
Member  would  have  done,  when  he 
positively  and  peremptorily  refused  to 
admit  the  jurisdiction  of  a  Court  consti- 
tuted by  law. 

*Mb.  fowler  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will  be  good  enough  to  quote  me 
correctly.  I  did  not  say  he  was  perfectly 
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justified  in  refusing  to  admit  the  juris- 
diction  of  the  Court,  but  that  after  his 
counsel  had  been  ordered  out  of  Court 
and  he  had  been  deprived  of  legal  advice 
he  was  perfectly  right  in  contending 
that  he  could  not  have  a  fair  trial. 
*Mb.    FULTON:    That  refers  to  a 
different  matter.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman repeated  several  times  that  the 
Magistrates  had  sentenced  Dr.  Tanner 
to  three  months'  imprisonment,  and  I 
said  <*No.''    Then  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — ''  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
referring  to  the  fact  that  he  could  have 
given  sureties  to  keep  the  peace.    Of 
oourse  he  would  not  give  sureties  to 
keep  the  peace."     We  have  it,  then, 
on    the   authority  of   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment   brought    up    before    a    Court 
properly    constituted    and    which    has 
neard  evidence  on  oath  is  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  refusing  to  find  sureties  to  keep 
the  peace.    I  am  quite  willing  that  this 
House  and  the  country  should  judge  as 
to  whether  that  is  a  proper  attitude  to 
adopt.    I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley)  approves  of  the  conduct 
of  Dr.  Tanner's  counsel.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton   says    that  if   such    conduct 
took  place    in    England    there  would 
simply  be  a  rebuke  from  the  Bench 
and   that  would    be    an   end  of   the 
matter.    I  venture  to  say  that  no  one 
can  produce  anywhere  any  record  with- 
in   modem    memory    of    a     counsel 
daring    to    use    such    language   and 
behaving  in  such  a  manner  in  a  Court 
of  Law  in  England.    I  invite  any  one  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  opposite 
who  sympathise  with  Dr.  Tanner   to 
attempt  to  use  such  language  in  any 
such    Court.     I    say,     without    hesi- 
tation, that  if  any  member  of  the  English 
Bar  sank  so  low  as  to  act  in  that  manner 
he  would  very  soon  be  brought  to  his 
senses  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges 
in  a  way  that  would  be  extremely  dis- 
agreeable to  him.      I  altogether  deny 
the  right  of  members  of  the  Bar  to 
insult  any  properly  constituted  tribunal 
merely  because  they  happen  to  disap- 
prove of  its  constitution.      It  has  been 
said  that  in  England  Magistrates  will 
always  increase  a  sentence  in  order  to 
give  a  right  of  appeal.      Of  course  they 


will,  and  the  Magistrates  in  this  case 
would  have  been  wrong  to  refuse  if  Dr. 
Tanner  had  called  any  evidence.    As  he 
called  no  evidence  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  give  a  right  of  appeaL 
This  matter  after  all  has  been  oppor- 
tunely brought  forward,  because  it  shbwa 
how  utterly  unfounded  are  the  accosa- 
tions  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  against 
the  Government. 
*Mr.  R.   T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c)r 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wW 
has  just  sat  down    is   apparently  of 
opinion  that  this  House  ought  not  ta 
take  cognisance  of  what  he  calls  legal 
cases  but  what  we  call  the  maladminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Lreland.      In  my 
opinion  it  is  one  of  the  most  important 
duties  this  House  can  discharge  to  see, 
especially  in  the  exceptional   oircam- 
stances  of  the  criminal  law  in  Ireland 
at  the  present  time,  that  Magistrates  d<^ 
not  abuse   the   powers   committed  to 
them.      I  think  it  is  one  of  the  most 
gross   abuses   of   which   the  Besideai 
Magistrates  have  hitherto  been  found 
guilty  that  they  have  made  use  of  this 
old  Statute  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting 
punishment  for  contempt  of  Court.  The 
law  relating  to  contempt  of  Court  is  bo 
jealously  guarded  in  England  that  it  it 
only  permitted  to  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Court    except  by    Statute.     And  this 
for  two  roasons  —  in    the  first  place, 
because    the    term    of    imprisonment 
is    unlimited,    and     in     the     second 
place,    because     the     puni^ment   it 
inflicted  by  those  who  have  themselTeB 
sustained  the  insult,  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  point  out  that  you  require  care- 
fully   to   safeguard     the    poirers  of 
punishment  placed  in  the  hands  of  any 
man  under  such  circumstances.    1%^ 
has  been  an  alteration  of  the  law  by 
Statute  in  the  case  of  County  Oomt^ 
and  also  an  alteration  of  the  law  in  I^ 
land  by  which  when  contempt  of  Oonit 
has  been  committed.  Justices  are  entitied 
to  imprison  for  seven  days,  and  may 
order  the  person  to  be  removed  from 
Court.    Now,  Sir,  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates in  the  case    before  the  Houie 
knew  of  the  law  which  relates  directly 
to  contempt  of  Court,  and  they  dehbera- 
tely  refrained  from  using  it,  but  wea* 
back  to  the  old  Statute  of  Edward  IHm 
the  object  of  which  was  to  punish  per- 
sons  lor    disorderly   conduct.    I  m»y 
specify  one  or  two  cases  mentioned  in 
the  Act : — ^Persons  •*  who  sleep  in  the 
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day  and  go  abroad  at  night/'  ''  Buoh  as 
keep  fiuepioious   oompanies,"   ^'eaTes- 
droppers,"  and  "  oommon  drunkards." 
7he  proceeding  is  on  a  Statute  passed  in 
Sidward  IIL,  and  it  is  intended  for  per- 
sons of  the  character  I  hare  described. 
It    is    an    open     question     whether, 
according  to  the  English  law,  Justices 
of    the   Peace    are    entitled  to    make 
use  of  this  Statute  at  all.     I  beUeve 
it    would     be     difficult    to    maintain 
that    proposition.      But   suppose    for 
atxe  sake  of  the  discussion  that  thej  are 
entitled  to  use  it.     How  have  they  ap- 
plied it?  They  hare  grossly  misapplied 
the  Statute,  intended  for  ''drunkards 
and  persons  who  sleep  in  the  day  and 
walk  by  night,"  for  tiie  purpose  of  in- 
flicting punishment  they  could  not  other- 
wise inflict  on  a  man  who  is  supposed  to 
have  insulted  them.    That  is  the  grave 
part  of  this  matter.    I  put  this  question 
to  the  Attorney  General — ^has  any  per- 
son ever  heara  before  of  this  Statute 
being  applied  in  England  for  contempt 
of   Oourt?    Has    any    lawyer  in    this 
House    ever    heard   of   this    obsolete 
Statute  of  Edward  III.  (obsolete  for 
this    purpose)    being     used    for    in- 
flicting    punishment     for     contempt? 
What  have  we  got?    We  have  got  a 
couple  of  Besident  Magistrates,  being 
authorised  by  law  to  inflict  seven  days' 
imprisonment,     with    the     significient 
alternative  that  they  may  order  the  man 
to  be  turned  out  of  Court,  making  use 
of  a  Statute  which  has  no  more  to  do 
with  the  law  of  contempt  than  any  stray 
Statute  you  would  pick  up  from  that 
table.      It  is    said  there    may   be  an 
appeal.     I  will  endeavour  to  meet  that 
proposition.     There  may  be  an  appeal, 
not     an     appeal     in    form,      but    a 
legal    process    for    bringing     forward 
and   quashing    this  proceeding,   if    it 
appear  that  the  very  wide  language  of 
this  Statute  cannot,  under  any  circum- 
stances,   embrace     disorderly    conduct 
such  as  has  been  suggested  here,  then 
the  conviction  would  be  set  aside,  but  if, 
technically,  it  should  appear  that  this 
very  wide  and  very  loose  language  may 
possibly  embrace  disorderly  conduct  of 
any  kind,  then  there  will  be  no  certiorari 
and  no  appeal.    We  have,  therefore, 
to  remember  that  Dr.  Tanner  is  now 
required  to    raise  the    question  as  to 
what  construction  can   be  put  on  the 
^nguage  of  the  Statute  of  Edward  III. 
It  is  a  legal  question  which  I  need  not 


now  discuss,  as  the  '  House  will  not 
take  much  interest  in  it.  I  believe,  in 
point  of  fact,  that  this  imprisonment 
will  be  set  aside.  Supposing  it  is  not, 
the  result  will  be  that  for  the  first  time 
in  the  course  of  our  history  Besident 
Magistrates  have  made  use  of  a  Statute 
which  is  not  intended  for  the  purpose, 
in  order  to  wreak  their  personal  revenge 
upon  a  man  who  is  supposed  to  have 
insulted  them.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
point  out  how  the  law  is  maladminis- 
tered  in  Ireland  by  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  although  it  is  important,  no 
doubt,  that  Dr.  Tanner  should  be 
relieved  from  the  infliction  of  the  sen- 
tence which,  even  if  there  were  lawful 
power  to  administer  it,  is  a  most  gross 
sentence  in  comparison  to  what  was 
done,  in  my  mind  a  far  more  important 
matter  is  that  this  is  an  apt  illustration 
of  the  length  to  which  these  Besident 
Magistrates  will  go  in  gross  defiance 
of  the  constitutional  aspects  of  the  law, 
which  I  am  afraid  they  are  unable  to 
appreciate. 

Mr.  C.  J.  DABLING  (Deptford) :  All 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
said  about  the  length  to  which  Besident 
Magistrates  will  go  amounts  simply  to 
this,that  they  have  ordered  a  person  who. 
has  been  disorderly  in  Court  to  bring 
some  sureties,  which  he  could  have  ob- 
tained in  a  moment,  that  he  would  be  of 
good  behaviour  for  some  time  to  come. 
And  we  are  actually  told  that  the  country 
is  going  to  rise  in  revolt  against  Her 
Majesty's  present  Government,  because 
they  do  not  instantly  rebuke  in  some 
way  or  another  the  Magistrates  who 
have  merely  ventured  to  ask  a  person 
disorderly  in  a  Court  of  Justice  to  give 
security  that  he  will  not  be  disorderly 
again.  Seeing  thst  the  country  is  for 
the  most  pare  composed  of  orderly 
persons,  I  do  not  think  they  will  be 
so  shocked  at  what  has  happened  to  a 
notoriously  disorderly  person  as  hon. 
Members  seem  to  fancy  they  will.  The 
real  secret  at  the  bottom  of  this  Debate 
is  that  the  Opposition  are  delighted  on 
this  particular  evening,  before  coming 
to  a  subject  which  will  divide  them 
into  50  atoms,  to  find  a  subject  upon 
which  they  can  all  go  into  the  Lobby, 
and  represent  to  the  country  that  they 
are  a  united  Party.  The  hon.  Member 
(Dr.  Tanner)  is  used  as  a  eorpw  vtlo  for 
performing  in  the  presence  of  the  public 
this  interesting  experiment.     But  with 
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to,  can  ezerdae  his  power  is  to  adnia 
the  Lord  LieuteMBt  h>  exercise  tb» 
grace  of  the  Grown.  He  cannot  qnuh 
the  Order  of  the  Beddent  Magialntai^ 
The  onl^  possible  way  to  qnaafa  tlw 
Order  is  to  go  before  the  Gourta  in 
Dublin.  I  think  the  applicatton  tv 
graoe  to  the  Crown  might  be  mode  with 
some  force.  There  are  oircumataniMt 
with  regard  to  Dr.  Tanner  to  whicii 
I  need  not  allnde.  ["  Allude  to 
them."  "What  are  theyP"l-th^ 
cannot  but  be  present  to  the  minda  of 
every  Uember  of  this  Honse — why  th» 
Crown  might  take  a  lenient  and  exsap* 
ttonal  view  of  ttiia  matter. 

Mb.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork,  NJi.): 
Ur.  Speaker,  before  the  House  elow^ 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  tw<^ 
though  not  aq  a  lawyer.  The  inntSh 
iuris  to  which  we  have  been  jut 
treated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gsws- 
man  (Ur.  Darling)  were  not  intended  cr 
expected  to  elioit  any  serious  reply&on 
this  side  of  the  House.  I  do  not  think 
he  has  improved  the  CtoTemmrat  oaa*' 
in  reference  to  the  ohargea  againit  Di> 
Tanner  by  hia  chiTalrous  and  gentle' 
manly  reference  to  poor  Dr.  Taiuu^> 
wife.  I  turn,  Sir,  to  more  importni 
persons.  I  congratulate  the  right  buu 
Gentleman  the  Ifember  for  WQtT•^ 
hampton  and  the  hoa.  and  leamed 
Gentleman,  who  sits  opposite,  upon  their 
BuccesB  in  drawing  the  Chief  SearetaiJ, 
who  declared  two  nights  ago  that  then 
was  nothing  happening  in  Ireland 
which  did  not  bore  him  now  since  bft 
had  ceased  latterly  to  be  amused. 

•Me.  a.  J.  BALFODK  :  I  nerar  «id 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Mb.  W.  O'EEIEN  :  The  right  ton. 
Gentleman  repudiates  the  report  of  tht 
secret  meeting  at  Shoredibm.  Am  I 
to  understand  that  ? 

*Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  repudi»te 
the  version  which  the  hon.  OentienUt 


regard  to  the  proof  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Reid)  has  at- 
tempted to  give  of  the  utter  illegality 
of  the  action  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates, it  eeems  to  me  that  the  more 
tlioroughly  he  satisfies  himaelf.and  this 
Honse  that  they  had  no  kind  of  warrant 
for  this  proceedieg,  the  more  extra- 
ordinary it  is,  if  there  should  be  a  real 
wish  to  relieve  Dr.  Tanner  of  his  im- 
piiaonment,  that  a  etrtiorari  has  not 
Been  applied  for  at  oooe.  I  make  no 
donbt  it  will  be  applied  for,  after  the 
titterances  from  a  solicitor  (Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler)  a  barrister  (Mr.  Atherley 
Tones)  and  a  Queen's  counsel  (Mr. 
Beid.)  In  the  course  of  the  many 
interjections  which  have  adorned  this 
Debate,  some  hon.  Member  for  England 
said  that  Dr.  Tanner  was  too  poor  to 
get  an  opinion.  [Mr.  SEXToif:  No 
one  said  that.]  Well,  I  thought  so. 
At  all  events,  that  need  not  stand  in  the 
way  now  he  has  got  opinions  in  this 
House  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Qetitle- 
men  I  have  named,  that  he  haa  a  good 
ease  against  the  Resident  Magistrates 
it  he  likes  to  apply  for  a  etrtierari,  and 
he  has  got  those  opinions  for  nothing. 
All  he  has  to  do  to-morrow  morning  is 
to  get  a  counsel  who  can  restrain  him- 
self in  the  presence  of  an  Irish  Court  of 
Justice.  I  would  not  advise  him  to 
employtheBameooun8elasbefore,asthen 
the  real  point  of  the  case  may  never  be 
reached.  He  has  only  to  employ  an 
orderly  and  competent  counael,  if  he 
can  find  one  in  Ireland,  and  to  ask  that 
counsel  to  apply  for  a  etrtiorari,  and  if  he 
mUy  mentions  the  opinions  of  the 
three  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
I  have  no  doubt  he  will  get  it  im- 
mediately. The  more  he  proves  the 
Iteeident  Magistratea  to  be  wrong, 
the  less  need,  it  appears  to  me,  is  there 
for  interference  on  the  part  of  this 
HoDse  or  the  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  a  letter 
written  by  the  hon.  Member,  which 
asked  for  the  grace  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  under  a  misapprehenaton. 
Dr.  Tanner  does  not  want  the  grace  of 
the  Crown ;  he  desires,  simply  as  a 
Uember  of  Parliament,  to  expose  the 
cmelly  of  his  treatment. 
•Mlt.  C.  J.  DARLING :  I  am  very  sorry 
indeed  to  have  imputed  so  respectable  a 
motive.     The  only  way  in  which  the 
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given  of  the  remarka  I  made. 
_[E.  W.  O'BBIBN :  Well,  I  ha« 
given  the  version  which  I  myself  laV, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentlemu 
has  only  himself  to  blame  if  that* 
is  not  a  more  authentic  ^S^ 
fpven.  He  did  state  aocordJng  to  bw 
the  versions  I  have  seen  that  lattem 
there  was  nothing  in  the  state  of  Irelaai 
or  in  what  was  happening  in  Ireland 
that  even  amused  ium,  or  even  gsT* 
him,  as  it  onoe  gave  him^nts  p^ 
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coming  to  a  dose.  Then  you  haTe  the 
adjournment  to  the  date  when  he  could 
not  hare  the  advantage  of  a  concurrent 
sentence.  Then  .jou  have  this  episode 
before  Mr.  Fitzgerald ;  you  have  his 
counsel  thrust  out  of  Oourt— a  counsel 
whO|  I  think,  will  compare  possibly  not 
unfavourably  either  in  character  or  in 
ability  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken.  Mr.  Healy 
is  flung  out  of  the  Court  at  the  whim  of 
these  creatures  of  the  Ohief  Secretary, 
and  then  the  man  is  left  defenceless  and 
to  his  own  resources,  and  actually  for 
the  very  speech  he  made  in  his  own 
defence  he  is  sentenced  to  three  months' 
imprisonment.  I  believe  it  is  unheard 
of  that  an  undefended  prisoner  should- 
be  subjected  to  this  punishment  simply 
because  in  his  defence  he  is  betrayed 
into  a  few  words  of  rough  truth — a  few 
words  which  do  not  disgrace  him  in  the 
smallest  degree  in  the  eyes  of  his  country- 
men or  in  the  eyes  of  honest  men  in  this 
country.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
^eeches  we  have  heard  to-night  estab- 
lish conclusively  that  these  Magistrates 
are  not  content  even  with  the  ferocious 
powers  which  the  Coercion  Act  gives, 
but  that  they  must  endeavour  to  heel- 
tap that  Coercion  Act  by  having 
recourse  to  this  ancient  Statute  against 
strangers  and  vagabonds.  Whereas  it 
appears  as  clear  as  daylight  that  seven 
days  is  the  extent  of  the  term  of  im- 
prisonment for  contempt,  they  have 
gone  to  this  musty  old  Statute 
for  a  punishment  which  is  in  direct 
coni  I  avention  of  the  pledge  and 
understanding  upon  which  this  Coer- 
cion Act  passed  this  House.  The 
more  this  question  is  cunsidered  and 
discussed,  the  more,  I  believe,  it 
will  be  seen  that  it  is  a  cowardly  and 
vindictive  attempt  to  victimise  a  po- 
litical opponent,  because  Dr.  Tanner  is 
supposed  not  to  be  a  very  popular  person 
in  this  House.  It  is  not  the  first  time 
that  the  Government  have  pressed  us  too 
far  before  the  ordinary  humane  feeling 
and  sympathy  of  the  people  of  £ngland, 
and  I  dare  say  their  experience  to-night 
will  have  shown  that  thev  have  ventured 
too  far  upon  Dr.  Tanners  personal  un- 
popularity with  a  certain  section  of  the 
House,  and  that  they  are  not  quite  so  safe 
as  they  supposed  they  were  in  attempting 
to  degraoe  and  to  insult  him,  and  to 
drag  him  about  in  the  hands  of  police- 
men as  they  have  done.    I  venture  to 
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say  that  the  man  who  is  capable  of  £• 
recting  that  policy,  or  of  tolerating  BQeh 
a  policy,  ought  to  blush  for  himself  ia 
the    eyes   of   honest  men,  instead  of 
smirking  and  bragging  as  he  does  of  it 
I  will  only  refer  to  one  other  tonic— the 
argument  that  Dr.  Tanner  might  have 
obtained   bail.     Had    he  done  so,  it 
would  have  been  a  confession  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  this  disgracefal  oon- 
duct,     which    he     utterly   repudiate!. 
There  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
all  be  shut  up  in  eeeula  seeulorem  without 
any  particular  charge  being  made  if  the 
Magistrates  chose  to  take  such  a  ooune. 
So  far  as   we   are  concerned,  we  aie 
accustomed  to  this  sort  of  thing ;  but  it 
is  a  very  serious  thing  for  you  to  en- 
courage these  officials    in   Ireland  to 
believe  that,  practically  speaking,  ttiey 
are  safe  in  putting   any   story  or  any 
charge  to  the  disci^it  or  the  dishonour 
of  an  Irish   Nationalist,  and  that  the 
more  atrocious   the  charge  the  better 
are  their  chances  of  promotion.    They 
are  convinced  that  the  right  hon.  (}ea- 
tleman  will  accept  any  story  they  ohooee 
to  tell  him  without  qualification,  and 
they  are  justified  in  that  belief  by  die 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 
They  know  that  he  will  resolutely  refuse 
the  English  people  any  honest  way  of 
judging  the  conduct  of  his  subordinates 
as  the  result  of  any  honest  and  inde* 
pendent    public  inquiry.      They  hafa 
come  to  consider  that  if  they  only  make 
themselves  sufficiently  obnoxious  to  the 
Irish  people  they  will  be  the  first  to 
be  pensioned   off    when     Home  Bole 
is  established.    It  is  a  very  dangeroai 
feeling  that  you  are  encouraging  in  the 
minds  of  those  officials,  and  it  is  time 
it  should  be  known  that  the  day  wiU 
come  when  there  will  have  to  be  a  full 
and  searching  investigation  into  the  rig^ 
and  truth  of  all  these  matters,  if  not 
under  the  present  Government,  at  any 
rate  under  the  Government  that  will 
succeed  it.    I  have  no  doubt  that  whon 
the  treatment  of  Dr.  Tanner  is  inquired 
into,  it  will  be  seen  that  it  was  an  on- 
worthy  and  disgraceful  attempt  to  de- 
fame a  political  opponent,  and  but  a  part 
and  parcel  of  the  policy  which  you  are 
endeavouring  to  carry  out  all  over  the 
country. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.) :  It  is  very  interesting,  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (^ 
W.  O'Brien)  giving  his  opinion  in  regard 
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Mb.  noble  (HaBliogs) :  I  rise  to 
order.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
kindheartedneBs  of  Dr.  .Tazmer  is  the 
question  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LBFEVRE:  A  few 
days  ago  I  spoke  to  Dr.  Tanner  on  the 
subject  of  the  charge  against  him,  and 
he  assured  me  on  his  word,  of  honour 
that  he  did  pot  commit  the  act  of  which 
lie  was  accused,  and  I  belieTe  him.  The 
House  should  remember  that  Dr. 
Tanner  did  not  produce  evidence  in 
contradiction  of  the  charge  against  him 
because  he  denied  the  jurisdiction  and 
competency  of  the  Oourt.  I  would  ask 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  consider 
whether  it  is  not  certain  that  two  Itesi- 
dent  Magistrates  sentenced  Dr.  Tanner 
to  one  month's  hard  labour  with  the 
intention  of  ousting  what  would  other- 
wise have  been  Dr.  Tanner's  appeal  to 
the  County  Court.  This  is  only  one 
illustration  of  many  oases  of  the  same 
kind.  The  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  has  pointed  out  that  Dr. 
Tanner  might  have  relieved  himself 
from  imprisonment  by  giving  security 
and  bail  for  his  good  conduct.  But  if 
Dr.  Tanner  had  done  so,  he  would  have 
admitted  that  he  had  been  in  the  wrong, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  Member 
of  this  House  who»  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances, would  have  taken  that 
course.  When  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  was  very 
unjustly  sent  to  prison  by  a  Conserva- 
tive Gbvemment  in  1868  for  holding  an 
Orange  meeting  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
landy  Lord  Mayo  offered  to  release  him 
if  he  would  enter  into  his  recognizances 
for  his  future  good  conduct,  and  would 
undertake  not  to  repeat  the  act,  but  the 
hon.  Qentleman  very  rightly  refused  to 
give  such  an  undertaking.  If  he 
had  done  otherwise,  I  think  he  would 
have  forfeited  the  good  opinion  of  every 
Irishman.  I  will  conclude  by  remark- 
ing that,  in  my  opinion,  the  Magistrates 
took  this  method  of  dealing  with  Dr. 
Tanner's  case  knowing  that  that  Qentle- 
man would  go  to  prison  for  three 
months  in  addition  to  the  three  months' 
hard  labour  that  had  previously 
been  inflicted  upon  him  on  another 
charge. 
*SiE  H.  DAVEY  (Stockton) :  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  real  difference  of 
opinion  among  lawyers  on  the  point 
before  the  House.  No  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite   has    expressed   the 


opinion  that  the  Magistrates  had 
jurisdiction  to  inflict  three  months^ 
imprisonment  on  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner).  To  put  a 
strained  interpretation  on  the  Statute  of 
Edward  III.  so  as  to  include  contempt 
of  Court  within  the  general  wording  is 
not  a  proper  use  of  the  Statute.  It 
has  been  said  that  legal  questions 
which  may  come  before  the  Courts 
ought  not  to  be  argued  in  this  House ; 
but  I  claim,  on  behalf  of  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  House,  the  right 
to  bring  forward  any  case  wherein 
a  Member  of  the  House  has  been 
committed  to  prison  by  a  Magistrate 
acting  in  excess  of  lus  jurisdiction; 
This  is  not  a  question  affecting  Dr. 
Tanner,  but  it  affects  the  House.  I 
deny  that  because  it  is  a  matter  which 
may  have  to  be  decided  by  the  Courts  the 
House  is  precluded  from  discussing  the 
reasons  why  one  of  its  Members  is  pre* 
vented  from  attending  its  sittings,  w^ 
have  continually  called,  and  intend  to 
call,  the  attention  of  the  House  to  any 
case  in  which  there  has  appeared  to  beany 
maladministration  of  justice  in  the  cir^ 
cumstances  in  which  Ireland  is  now  plaoedi 
The  (Government  have  obtained  an  ex^ 
ceptional  Act  creating  an  exceptional 
tribunal.  1  admit  that  the  Act  is  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  that  we  cannot 
complain  of  the  powers  which  it  con;* 
fers  being  exercised.  But  the  ex- 
ceptional character  of  the  Act  makes  it 
more  incumbent  on  the  House  to  take 
care  that  the  large  jurisdiction  oon^ 
ferred  on  Magistrates  shall  not  be  ez<* 
ceeded.  Then  we  are  told  that  this 
may  be  a  matter  of  appeal,  or  that  a 
certiorari  might  be  applied  for.  I  do 
not  know  what  course  Dr.  Tanner  may 
take,  but  even  if  he  applies  for^  a 
eertiorfiri  that  does  not  answer  the  point 
which  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  haa 
brought  before  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  expended  a  great  deal  of 
eloquence  in  describing  the  horrible  and 
abominable  nature  of  the  crime  of  which 
Dr.  Tanner  has  been  convicted.  If  Dr. 
Tanner  has  been  guilty  of  that  offenc^ 
it  may  be  admitted  that  hia  con* 
duct  was  at  least  unbecoming  and 
unworthy  of  a  gentleman.  But  the 
real  points  are — first,  whether  the 
Magistrates  have  not  exceeded  their 
jurisdiction;  and,  secondly,  whether 
they  have  exercised  that  jurisdiction  in 
a  proper  manner  by  refusing  an  oppor^ 
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Seoratary,  but  hj  thia  democratic  Houes 
of  Commone;  and  I  maiotain  that  if 
there  is  one  thing  which  the  people  of 
thia  country  will  insist  upon  more  than 
another  it  is  that  Uembers  of  thia 
House  ahali  be  treated  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law  in  the  same  way  aa  the  meanest 
nan  in  the  Kingdom.  Tou  are  asked 
to  sympathise  with  the  hon.  Uember  for 
Oork  because  he  is  now  in  gaol  under- 

Sing  the  tyraimical  law  which  this 
ause  has  psEsed;  but,  in  so  putting 
himself  in  gaol,  he  has  only  fulfilled  his 
highest  aspirations.  If  the  House  will 
allow  me,  I  will  read  an  elegant  extract 
from  one  of  the  hou.  Gealleman' 
■peeohes— ' — 

Mb.  DEPTTTY  SPEAKEE:  As  thi 
Motion  of  Adjournment  has  been  made 
on  a  deBoite  matter  of  urgent  public 
importance,  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
should  confine  himself  to  the  matter  at 
issue. 

OoLONBL  SAUNDEEiSON :  I  still 
maintain  that,  in  imprisoning  Dr. 
Tanner,  the  Magistrates  were  ful6Uing 
his  highest  aspirations,  openly  expressed 
•—namely,  that  be  desired  and  hoped  to 
be  put  in  gaol,  and  to  obtain  a  period 
of  retirement,  which  he  has  now 
aoooeeded  ^  in  securing.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  has  appealed  to  this 
House  for  sympathy  towards  Dr. 
Tanner,  who  is  now  in  prison  for  a 
disgraceful  and  odious  offence  ;  but  it 
should  be  remembered  that  this  is  not 
U  aocuaation  suddenly  brought  against 
the  Member  for  Mid  Oork,  but  one 
which  has  been  before  the  public  for 
some  time.  Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  come  before  the  country  and 
deny  that  he  had  oyer  committed  such 
an  abominable  action?  [An  hon. 
MscBiB:  "What  chance  had  he?"]  At 
all  erente,  some  of  the  65  months  below 
the  Gangway  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  might  have  spoken  for  him. 
Allow  me  to  point  out  how  childish  it 
was  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  East  Cork(Ur.  W.  O'Brien)  to  say 
why  should  Dr.  Tanner  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  attempt  to  deny  a  charge  of  this 
kind.  I  maintain  that  any  man,  what' 
ever  his  position,  is  under  the  necessity 
of  denying  such  a  charge,  supposing  it 
to  he  untrue.  I  say  it  is  the  duty  of 
OTSry  hon.  Gentleman  so  charged  of  an 
abominable   offence   to    eetabliab   his 
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character  as  a  private  man,  and  as  a 
Member  of  this  House.  I  hope  the 
House  will  see  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, at  any  rate,  are  not  to  blamo 
in  thiamatter.  Is  there  any  instanceoB 
record  in  Parliamentary  history  of  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  getting  ap 
in  his  plaoe  and  accusing  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  of  prostituting  justice  to 
their  own  ends,  eitherin  England,  Wale*, 
or  Scotland  ?  But  because  this  occurred 
in  Ireland,  and  because  hon-  Members 
opposite  found  their  policy  on  a  aucoano 
ful  resistance  to  the  law  of  Ireland,  we 
have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tfa* 
Member  for  Wolverbampton,  who  is  a 
lawyer  and  ought  to  know  better, 
getting  up  in  his  place  and  without  a 
shadow  of  foundation  for  his  remarks 
accusing  two  Irish  Magistrates  of  being 
absolutely  destitute  of  one  shred  w 
honour,  and  of  having  for  politioal 
motives  prostituted  the  law  which  th^ 
were  bound  to  administer.  Whaterer 
may  be  said  of  an  Irish  lawyer  he  may, 
at  any  rate,  com  pare  favourably  with  the 
ri)tht  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  No 
language  is  too  strong  to  repudiate  this 
attempt  to  vilify  the  Irish  Magietratee, 
whoso  duty  ia  hard  enough  already,  in 
the  attempt  to  exerciae  the  different 
functions  which  this  House,  and  not  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  have  placed  in 
their  hands.  And  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gectleman  geta  up  in  his  place  in  this 
House  and  helps  to  fan  the  flame  of 
illegality  in  Ireland,  and  to  prompt  the 
Irish  people  to  disobey  a  law  which  this 
Parliament  has  passed. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  {Bradford, 
Oentral) :  I  do  not  desire  to  detain 
the  House  on  thia  question,  but  I 
think  it  right  to  say  that  I  know  Dr. 
Tanner  to  be  a  high-hearted  and 
honourable  man,  and  I  am  convineed 
that  be  did  not  commit  the  act  of 
which  he  has  been  charged.  I  think  I 
know  more  about  Dr.  Tanner's  character 
than  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  I  am  not 
ashamed  to  say  so.  I  believe  him  to  be 
a  very  kind-hearted,  honourable  man, 
although,  perhaps,  not  always  very  dis- 
creet. Some  time  ago  a  friend  of  mine 
who  was  travelling  in  Ireland  met  with 
a  very  severe  accident  by  being  thiowa 
out  of  a  car.  Jix.  Tanner  took  cha^ 
of  this  gentleman,  and  for  many  daji 

iryd  him  most  kindly  and  tenderly. 
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Oourt  would  adjourn,  thus  doing  the 
very  thing  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
SViend  said  they  ought  to  have  done. 
The  Ck>art  was  adjourned  from  the  2nd 
to  the  26th  of  July,  and  since  then  Dr. 
Tanner  has  heen  in  communication  with 
many  of   his    able  and    accomplished 
friends  in  the  House,  and,  among  them, 
^ith  the  Member  for  Bradford,  as  that 
right  hon  Ghentleman  has  told  us  to- 
night.   It  is  trifling  with  the  House 
when  it  is  said  of   an  hon.    Member 
aocosed    of   a     disgusting    offence  — 
it  is  trifling  with   the  House   to  say 
that    he    had    witnesses    who    could 
prove  that    he   was   not   guilty,  and 
aedined 'to   call    them.     Dr.   Tanner 
acknowledge  the   jurisdiction  of  the 
Gonrt,    having  appeared   before  it  by 
counsel  and  solicitor,  and  called  a  wit- 
ness; the  House,  therefore,  will  draw 
its    own    conclusions    as    to   why   the 
other     witnesses    were     not     called. 
Farther,  having  regard  to  the  character 
of  the  language  admitted  by  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  to  have  been  used  by  Dr. 
Tanner,  the  Court  would  not  have  been 
justified  in  taking  the  protests  of  a  man 
who  had  used  such  language  against  the 
testimony  of  witnesses  who  had  been 
•worn  and  cross- examined.     My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  challenges  me  to 
pledge  my  reputation  as  to  a  particular 
▼lew  of  the  law.     Well,  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  this  is  the  right  place  for 
one  lawyer  to  boast  or  brag  of  his  own 
opinion  or  to  pledge  his  reputation ;  but 
when  the  Statute  comes  to  be  examined 
I  think  a  great  deal  more  is  to  be  said 
for  the  power  of  the  Justices  who  had 
anoh  conduct  before  them  to  act  upon 
the  Statote  than  has  been  sugg^ted. 
Bat    I    decline    in    this     House    to 
express    aa    opinion    upon    a    matter 
which  ought  to  be  discussed  and  dealt 
with  by  a  proper  legal  tribunal  upon 
proper  information.     It   seems  to  me 
that,  inasmuch  as  this  question  may 
be  raised  elsewhere  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days  or  a  few  weeks,  it  would  not 
be  right  for  anyone  to  pledge  his  repu- 
tation either  on  one  side  or  on  the  otner 
in  this  House. 

«Mb.  BEID  :  Will  t be!  Attorney  Oene- 
ral  say  whether  the  Statute  has  ever 
been  so  used  since  the  reign,  of 
Edward  HI.  ? 

«SiB  B.  WEBSTEB :  I  am  not  able  to 
make  all  my  observations  at  the  same 
time.  Ko  doubt  I  ought  to  have  answered 


the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  first.  I 
know  of  no  case  in  which  the  Statute 
has  been  so  used.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  in- 
stances of  such  insults  offered  to  Magis- 
trates in  the  face  of  the  Oourt  are  of 
very  rare  occurrence  indeed.  At  any 
rate,  the  law  books  I  am  privileged  to 
consult  do  not  show  many  such  instances. 
But  this  is  not  the  proper  tribunal 
for  dealing  with  the  case.  With 
characteristic  candour  the  Ijord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  has  admitted  that  if  th» 
offence  were  proved  he  would  not  say 
the  sentence  was  too  great.  But  the 
Oourt  had  the  proof  before .  it,  and 
passed  a  sentence,  and  it  would  be  im- 
proper for  this  House  to  try  the  validly 
of  ah  Order  which  might  be  appealed 
against  next  week.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  said  that  if  Dr.  Tanner  had 
been  willing  to  give  security  he  would 
have  admitted  the  jurisdiction.  But 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  not 
find  a  scintilla  of  authority  to  show  that 
a  man  who  has  obeyed  the  order  of  the 
Oourt  in  a  criminal  case  has  waived  his 
right  to  go  into  the  Oourt  of  Queen's 
Bench  next  day,  either  by  certiorari  or 
habeas  eorpui.  I  do  not  intend  to  notice 
every  point  which  has  been  raised.  But 
I  trust  I  have  addressed  myself  to  the 
points  as  to  which  hon.  Members  wish 
that  I  should  say  a  word.  I  trust  that 
nothing  which  has  occurred  this  evening 
will  lead  anyone  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Oourt  ought  not  to  deal  with  the 
case  on  the  evidence  before  it.  If  Magis- 
trates are  to  listen  to  the  protestations 
of  innocence  where  no  evidence  is  called, 
or  are  afraid  to  do  their  duty,  there  is 
an  end  of  any  bond  fide  administration  of 
the  law.  Even  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  case  having 
been  adjourned,  and  Dr.  Tanner,  having 
declined  to  produce  evidence,  the  Oourt 
had  no  option  but  to  perform  its  duty, 
and  to  do  so  fearlessly. 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.):  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  listen  to  the 
few  words  I  have  to  say.  We  have  it 
admitted  that  this  assault  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  on  a  pohceman 
was  not  an  ordinary  assault.  It  was 
-committed,  if  at  all,  while  Dr.  Tanner 
was  in  custody.  That  must  not  be  for- 
gotten. He  had  been  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  by  a 
Besident  Magistrate  for  an  offence 
I  under  the  Ooeroion  Act,  and  while  he 
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tunity  of  appeal  from  the  sentence.  I 
iras  surprised  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  eay  that  it  was  Dr.  Tanner's 
own  fault  in  not  finding  surety.  Whj, 
if  Dr.  Tanner  had  done  so  he  would 
have  admitted  thn  jurisdiction  of  the 
Oourt  to  make  that  order;  and  the 
jurisdiction  has  not  been  seriously  de- 
fended by  any  single  Uember  of  the 
HoQse.  With  regsn!  to  the  refusal  of 
the  right  of  appeal  in  connection  with 
the  first  sentence,  I  can  only  say  that 
onder  the  special  circumstances  of  the 
case  when  Dr.  Tanner  had  been  deprived 
of  the  Bervioes  of  his  counsel,  I  know 
not  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  owing 
to  that  K^ntleman  having  conducted 
himself  in  a  manner  which  the  Magris- 
trates  considered  improper,  and  when 
the  Magistrates  were  told  that  there  was 
evidence  vhich  might  put  a  di&erant 
oompleiioo  on  the  case,  it  was  their 
duty  either  to  postpone  the  trial  so  that 
the  accused  might  obtain  other  advice, 
or  to  inflict  such  a  sentence  as  would 
enable  Dr.  Tanner  to  appeal  to  a  higher 
Court.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land will  not  go  further  than  to  say  that 
double  have  been  entertained  whether 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  applies  to  a 
case  libe  this.  But  when  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act  prescribes  a  remedy 
and  fixes  the  punishment  of  one  week's 
imprisonment,  the  efi'ect  of  that  euaot- 
nent  is  to  prevent  the  Magistrates  from 
inflicting  any  greater  term  of  imprison- 
ment. Uthetwise,  the  Magistrates  would 
be  able  to  do  indirectly  that  which  they 
are  prohibited  from  doing  directly. 
The  Secretary  fur  Ireland  repeated  that 
he  is  determined  to  discharge  his  duty, 
and  to  preEerve  respect  for  the  law  in 
Ireland.  But  I  tell  him  that  events  such 
as  this,  if  what  is  stated  is  true, 
constitute  a  mockery  and  travesty  of 
justioe — the  ideaol  giving  three  months 
)or  what  the  Magistrate  is  restricted  to 
one  week !  Thewi  cases  are  calculated 
to  destroy  respect  for  law  in  Ireland. 


own  country. 

*Thk  ATTOENET  general  (ffii 
S.  WxBSTBa,  Isle  of  Wight) :  It  is  t 
pity  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Eriead, 
lor  whose  opinions  on  all  legal  qaeetiou 
I  entertain  the  highest  respect,  shonld 
have  made  a  speech  without  acqnuntiiic 
himself  with  the  facts.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friead  has  said  that  if  whstii 
stated  is  true  this  trial  has  beea  a 
mockery  and  trareaty  of  jnstaoe,  lad 
that  Dr.  Tanner  is  at  that  momsat 
illegally  imprisoned. 

*3iR  HORACE  DAVEY  :  I  did  not 
say  that. 

"Sm  B.  WEBSTER :  Then  I  do  not 
understand  what  the  hon.  and  leaned 
Gentleman  meant. 

*Sia  HORACE  DAVEY :  WhatI Mid. 
or  at  least  intended  to  say,  was  that  ths 
Qovsmment  were  supporting  an  ordai 
made  by  Magistrates  for  three  months' 
imprisonment. 

*SiK  R.  WEBSTER :  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  could  not  have  msds 
the  statement  he  did  if  he  had  knoTu 
the  facts.  Imprisonment  has  bean 
inflicted  for  the  disgraceful  oSancs 
referred  to  fur  one  month.  Attheendol 
that  month  any  question  with  refemM 
to  the  further  sentence  of  three  montlu 
can  be  raised.  Now,  what:arethefaelil 
My  hoD.  and  learned  Friend  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  have  attributed  in- 
justice to  the  Magistrates,  because  it  ii 
said  that  they  acted  in  the  absnw 
of  Dr.  Tanner's  ooansel.  My  hon.  aai 
learned  Friend  further  said  that  ths 
Magistrates  were  told  that  thera  was 
other  evidence,  and  that  they  ought  to 
have  adjourned  the  case.  But  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  seems  to  havefoi^i^ 
ten  that  on  the  2nd  of  July  the  hoD.  snd 
learned  Member  for  Longford  appeued 
for  Dr.  Tanner  and  openly  charged  th« 
Ma^trates  with  being  in  a  oonapirscj 
against  Dr.  Tanner  with  the  witneasM 
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Ooart  would  adjourn,  thus  doing  the 
very  thing  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
IViend  said  they  ought  to  have  done. 
The  Oonrt  was  adjourned  from  the  2nd 
to  the  26th  of  July,  and  since  then  Dr. 
Tanner  has  been  in  communication  with 
many  of  his  able  and  accomplished 
friends  in  the  House,  and,  among  them, 
with  the  Member  for  Bradford,  as  that 
right  hon  Ghentleman  has  told  us  to- 
night. It  is  trifling  with  the  House 
when  it  is  said  of  an  hon.  Member 
accused  of  a  disgusting  offence  — 
it  is  trifling  with  the  House  to  say 
that    he    had    witnesses    who    could 

J  rove  that  he  was  not  guilty,  and 
eclined  *  to  call  them.  Dr.  Tanner 
acknowledged  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Oonrt,  baring  appeared  before  it  by 
counsel  and  solicitor,  and  called  a  wit- 
ness; the  House,  therefore,  will  draw 
its  own  conclusions  as  to  why  the 
other  witnesses  were  not  called. 
Further,  baring  regard  to  the  character 
of  the  language  admitted  by  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  DubUnto  hare  been  used  by  Dr. 
Tannery  the  Court  would  not  have  been 
justified  in  taking  the  protests  of  a  man 
who  had  used  such  language  against  the 
testimony  of  witnesses  who  had  been 
sworn  and  cross-examined.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  challenges  me  to 
pledge  my  reputation  as  to  a  particular 
▼iew  of  the  law.  Well,  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  that  this  is  the  right  place  for 
one  lawyer  to  boast  or  brag  of  his  own 
opinion  or  to  pledge  his  reputation ;  but 
when  the  Statute  comes  to  be  examined 
I  think  a  great  deal  more  is  to  be  said 
for  the  power  of  the  Justices  who  had 
such  conduct  before  them  to  act  upon 
the  Statute  than  has  been  suggested. 
But  I  decline  in  this  House  to 
express  aa  opinion  upon  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  discussed  and  dealt 
with  by  a  proper  legal  tribunal  upon 
proper  information.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  inasmuch  as  this  question  may 
be  raised  elsewhere  in  the  course  of  a 
few  days  or  a  few  weeks,  it  would  not 
be  right  for  anyone  to  pledge  his  repu- 
tation either  on  one  side  or  on  the  other 
in  this  House. 

«Mb.  BBID  :  Will  the! Attorney  Oene- 
ral  say  whether  the  Statute  has  ever 
been  so  used  since  the  reign,  of 
Edward  III.  ? 

«SiB  B.  WEBSTEB :  I  am  not  able  to 
make  all  my  observations  at  the  same 
time.  Ko  doubt  I  ought  to  have  answered 


the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  first.  I 
know  of  no  case  in  which  the  Statute 
has  been  so  used.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  in- 
stances of  such  insults  offered  to  Magis- 
trates in  the  face  of  the  Oourt  are  of 
very  rare  occurrence  indeed.  At  any 
rate,  the  law  books  I  am  privileged  to 
consult  do  not  show  many  such  instances. 
But  this  is  not  the  proper  tribunal 
for  dealing  with  the  case.  With 
characteristic  candour  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  has  admitted  that  if  th» 
offence  were  proved  he  would  not  say 
the  sentence  was  too  great.  But  the 
Oourt  had  the  proof  before  it,  and 
passed  a  sentence,  and  it  would  be  Im- 
proper for  this  House  to  try  the  validly 
of  ah  Order  which  might  be  appealed 
against  next  week.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  said  that  if  Dr.  Tanner  had 
been  willing  to  give  security  he  would 
have  admitted  the  jurisdiction.  But 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  not 
find  a  scintilla  of  authority  to  show  that 
a  man  who  has  obeyed  the  order  of  the 
Oourt  in  a  criminal  case  has  waived  his 
right  to  go  into  the  Oourt  of  Queen's 
Bench  next  day,  either  by  certiorari  or 
hahsoi  eorput.  I  do  not  intend  to  notice 
every  point  which  has  been  raised.  But 
I  trust  I  have  addressed  myself  to  the 
points  as  to  which  hon.  Members  wish 
that  I  should  say  a  word.  I  trust  that 
nothing  which  has  occurred  this  evening 
will  lead  anyone  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  Oourt  ought  not  to  deal  with  the 
case  on  the  evidence  before  it.  If  Magis- 
trates are  to  listen  to  the  protestations 
of  innocence  where  no  eridence  is  called, 
or  are  afraid  to  do  their  duty,  there  is 
an  end  of  any  hand  fide  administration  of 
the  law.  Even  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  case  baring 
been  adjourned,  and  Dr.  Tanner,  having 
declined  to  produce  eridence,  the  Oourt 
had  no  option  but  to  perform  its  duty, 
and  to  do  so  fearlessly. 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.):  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  listen  to  the 
few  words  I  have  to  say.  We  have  it 
admitted  that  this  assault  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  on  a  pohceman 
was  not  an  ordinary  assault.  It  was 
committed,  if  at  all,  while  Dr.  Tanner 
was  in  custody.  That  must  not  be  for- 
gotten. He  had  been  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  by  a 
Besident  Magistrate  for  an  offence 
under  the  Ooercion  Act,  and  while  he 
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was  beiDg  cooveyed  to  prison  it  was 
ajlegad  that  he  oommittea  this  aw&alt. 
He,  therefore,  broog^ht  hiroielf  irithin 
tho  scope  of  the  Prison  Act  of  1877, 
and  under  the  rules  the  QoyemoT  of 
the  prison  or  the  Vtiiting  Jnetioes  vere 
the  proper  authority  for  trying  him  for 
the  alleged  offence.  But  that  did  not 
suit  the  purposes  of  the  (:h)verTiment. 
!Fhey  preferred  to  allow  the  term,  of  im- 
prisonment to  expire  and  not  to  take  any 
proceedinga  until  Dr.  Tanner  had  re- 
gained his  liberty.  I  contend  that  this 
is  an  infringemant  of  the  FriwHi  Aot 
of  1877,  and!  cannot  understand  how 
any  Afember  of  the  Goremment  con  get 
up  and  defend  snob  a  soandalons  Act.  I 
siWfflit,  also,  that  Dr.  Tanner  was  quite 
juatified  in  refusing  to  acknowledge 
the  juriedietion  of  the  Magistrates. 

Ma.  SCHWANN  (Uanobeeter,  N.) : 
I  wish  only  to  speak  as  to  a  question  of 
fact.  It  has  been  stated  that  the  lan- 
guid used  in  Court  by  the  ban.  Uem- 
ber  for  Mid  Cork  was  nnueual.  I  heg 
entirely  to  [diallenge  that  statement. 
Onl^  a  few  weeks  ago  I  was  prssent  at 
a  trial  of  two  Members  of  this  Honse 
before  two  Besident  Uagistratee  at 
Drogheda,  and  they  were  defended  by 
Mr.  fiodkln,  who  used  towards  the 
Magistrates  much  the  same  language  as 
that  imputed  to  Dr.  Tanner.  Hr.  Bod- 
kin stated  that  in  hia  opinion  the  Magis- 
trates had  the  seotenoe  th^  were  to 
pass  already  in  their  pockets,  or  that 
they  would  telegraph  to  Dublin  for  it. 
Therefore,  the  language  that  Dr.  Tanner 
had  used  did  not  appear  to  be  unnanal 
in  Ireland,  and  the  argument  based 
upon  that  statement  falls  to  the  ground. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  1 18 ;  Noes 
174.-(Div.  List,  No.  268.) 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  ON  TRADE 
4c.  -  LIGHT  KAILWAV8  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade,  &c.,  do  sit  and  proceed  with  the 
Light  Bailwaya  (Ireland)  Bill  To-mor- 
row, at  One  of  the  o'clock." — (Mr 
Salt.) 

Mr.  STOEET  (Sunderland) :    I  ob- 
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of  this  BQl.  Being  absent  from  the 
House  on  aoooont  of  ill-health  at  the 
oommeneement  of  the  SaasiDii,  I  wu 
not  placed  on  any  Grand  Committee.  I 
hare  taken  a  special  interest  in  tkk 
Bill ;  and  the  least  the  Oovemmeat 
could  have  done  would  hare  been  to 
hare  giren  me,  or  some  ether  Uembn 
for  me,  the  opportunity  of  laying  my 
views  before  the  Committee.  When  a 
Bill  comes  from  a  Grand  Committee  it 
does  not  pass  through  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  and  on  the  Beport  stage 
the  privileges  of  Members  are  circnm- 
soribed.  I,  therefore,  appeal  to  the 
Government,  and  especially  to  theri)|;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Sectetuj, 
who,  I  think,  gave  us  if  not  an  abeohils 
promise  at  all  events  a  tod  t  understand- 
ing that  a  certain  number  of  gentlenia 
should  be  added  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  DEPUTY  8PEAKEE:  Tk* 
Committee  of  Selection  reported  the 
day  before  yesterday  that  they  had 
added  15  Members  to  the  Grand  Oom- 
mittee.  The  16  names  we  in  As 
Votes. 

Mb.  STOBET  :  Might  I  adc  wU 
the  names  are  ? 

Mn.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER:  I  wiB 
read  them.  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  BIbbs, 
Mr.  Crilly,  Mr.  Edward  Harrington, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Macartney,  Ui. 
Madden,  Mr.  Marum,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Eenna,  Mr.  Molloy,  Colonel  Nolsi, 
Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  ParneU,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Bnseell,  and  Colonel  SannderstHi. 

Mb.  STOREY:  Well,  Sir,  Isupposs 
it  is  too  late  to  object  to  the  names,  bnt 
I  can,  at  least,  resist  this  Motion,  and  I 
shall  do  so  beoanse  the  names  added  are 
those  of  Irish  Members  who,  with  one 
or  two  exceptions,  aot  on  the  princifds 
of  getting  as  much  English  money  u 
they  can.  I  do  not  think  the  Gkirern- 
ment  have  treated  us  quite  fairly  in  tlui 
matter. 

Mr.  T0MLIN80N  (Preston) :  Is* 
you.  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  order  for  ths 
hoD.  Member  to  accuse  the  Qovemmeot 
of  having  had  any  share  in  the  nomiss* 
tion  of  these  Members,  it  beicg,  aoooid- 
ing  to  the  Standing  Orders  of  thia 
House,  the  duty  of  the  Committee  of 
Selectian  to  put  the  names  in  ? 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER  caUed  on 
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Members  haTO  ia  season  and  out  of 
season  resisted  this  Bill  in  the  interest 
of  the  taxpayers,  and  the  least  that 
could  have  been  done  in  fairness  was 
that  some  of  these  Gentlemen  should 
have  been  put  upon  the  Committee,  so 
that  they  might  be  able  there  to  state 
thoir  views  in  regard  to  the  measure. 
The  Bill  is  of  an  extremely  complicated 
character.  The  details  are  of  the  essence 
of  it.  In  its  present  form  it  does  not 
lay  down  any  distinct  plan  upon  which 
the  money  is  to  be  spent.  It  may  under 
the  Bill  be  spent  in  Antrim,  where  they 
do  not  need  it,  or  in  Galway  where  they 
do.  I  think  we  oonld  in  the  room  up- 
stairs give  ample  reasons  why  a  con- 
siderable alteration  should  be  made  in 
the  conditions  and  terms  of  the  measure. 
I  think  that  in  the  seclusion  of  that 
roo^  we  could  convince  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  that 
before  he  took  the  money  of  his  con* 
fltituents  in  Manchester  and  agreed  to 
spend  it  in  Ireland,  he  should  define  in 
the  Bill  how  and  where  he  was  going  to 
spend  it  and  to  what  extent  as  between 
province  and  province. 

Mn.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  The 
hon.  Member  is  now  discussing  the 
Amendments.  That  is  not  in  order. 
«Mit.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Let  me  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  in  order  that  this  Question  should 
now  be  debated.  The  Motion  is  merely 
an  intimation  to  the  House  that  an 
arrangement  has  been  made  for  the 
Committee  to  meet  to-morrow.  The 
Oommittee  will  meet  without  an  order 
ot  the  House. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  will  not  compete  in 
knowledge  or  experience  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  know  that  when 
Mr.  Speaker  puts  a  question  from  the 
Ohair  it  is  possible  to  debate  it.  I 
heard  the  question  put,  and  I  think  I 
can  urge  reasons  against  the  Motion.  I 
want  to  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Chief  Secretary.  The 
opponents  of  that  Bill  have  not  been 
fairly  treated.  They  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  presenting  their  views  in 
a  quiet  and  cfum  Oommittee  upstairs. 
I  wish  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  come  to 
some  reasonable  arrangement  by  which 
there  shall  be  put  on  the  Oommittee  the 
hon.  Member  for  Brisxol,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lanark,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Spalding,  or  myself.  {Ironical  Cheers,) 
There  is  no  reason  for  cheering  when  I 


ask  for  a  little  work.  I  believe  that 
legally  I  can  move  that  this  Debate  be 
now  adjourned,  and  I  beg  to  do  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Storey.) 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Of  course  we 
are  anxious  that  the  discussion  in  the 
Grand  Oommittee  should  take  place  as 
soon  as  possible,  bat  if  the  hon.  Member 
is  strongly  of  opinion  that  it  should  be 
delayed,  I  shall  be  ready  to  postpone 
the  first  meeting  till  next  Tuesday.  As 
to  the  constitution  of  the  Oommittee, 
that  is  not  merely  technically  but  sub- 
stantially outside  the  control  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  would  be  a  serious  and  a 
disastrous  thing  if  the  Government  were 
to  attempt  to  interfere  with  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Oommittee  of  Selection.  I 
have  had  no  communication  with  that 
Oommittee,  and  am  not  a  Member  of  the 
Grand  Oommittee.  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  approach  the  Oommittee  of 
Selection  and  lay  his  grievance  before 
them,  it  is  possible  that  some  arrange- 
ment may  be  come  to  by  which  his 
demands  will  be  met. 

♦Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :  As  I  happen  to  have  some 
experience  in  this  matter,  having  acted 
as  Ohairman  of  one  of  these  Grand 
Oommittees  for  the  last  two  years, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  support  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  constitution  of  these  Oommittees 
rests  entirely  with  the  Oommittee  of 
Selection,  and  the  Government  has 
nothing  to  do  with  it. 

♦OoLONEL  NOLAN  f Galway,  N.)  : 
When  it  was  proposed  to  send  thicH 
Bill  to  a  Grand  Oommittee  I  objected, 
on  the  ground  that  every  opportunity 
would  be  taken  to  cause  delay. 
The  Ohairman  of  the  Oommittee  was 
away  a  day  or  two,  and,  therefore,  we 
did  not  sit  yesterday  or  to-day,  and  now 
here  is  another  proposal  for  delay.  I 
object  to  the  whole  tactics  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland,  which  are 
tactics  of  delay.  He  has  said  he 
believes  greatly  in  the  power  of  talk 
in  Oommittee.  I  do  not  object  to  his 
threatening  to  give  us  in  Oommittee 
one  long  flow  of  wishy-washy  talk, 
but  I  do  object  to  his  delaying 
the  progress  of  this  Bill.  The  Oom- 
mittee of  Selection  have  added  fif- 
teen   Members    to    the    Grand    Oom- 
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the  Buggostion  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Member  for  West  Belfast. 

Mr.  storey  :  I  think  it  is  a  verj 
reasonable  course.  In  asking  leave  to 
withdraw  my  Motion,  I  will  only  say  I 
hope  the  OoTernment  will  use  their 
moral  influence  in  favour  of  some  repre- 
sentation of  the  opposition  to  the  Bill 
being  on  the  Clommittee. 

Motion  for  adjournment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
Tuesday  be  substituted  for  to-morrow. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  to-morrow "  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  "  upon  Tuesday  next." 
--{Mr.  Sexto f.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
^  to-morrow '  stand  part  of  the  Question.'' 

Mr.  STOBEY  :  No  ;  I  think  that  is 
not  the  way  of  meeting  the  point.  I 
think  the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn 
altogether,  because 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  with- 
draw the  Motion  altogether. 

Mb.  STOBEY  :  What  I  was  going 
to  point  out  is  this :  If  the  Besolution 
is  passed  and  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion do  not  see  their  way  to  making  any 
change  in  the  Committee,  then  the  Com- 
mittee will  meet  in  its  present  form  on 
Tuesday.  This  I  object  to,  and  I  desire 
that  th&  Motion  should  now  be  with- 
drawn. 

OoLONE£«  NOLAN :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
has  not  exactly  risen  at  the  proper  time. 
He  advocated  one  course,  and  I  ad- 
vocated one  in  a  diametrically  opposite 
direction.  I  am  sorry  to  find  myself 
in  opposition  to  the  hon.  Member,  but 
on  this  question  of  Light  Bailways  we 
must  agree  to  differ,  except  that  I  quite 
agree  with  him  that  these  Light  Kail- 
ways  should  be  constructed  in  Oalway. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Belfast  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  should  .with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  that  the  Motion 
of  the  First  Lord  should  be  put  in  a 
modified  form.  We  allowed  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  we  challenged  no  Division, 
but  he  now  gets  up  and  objec.ts  to  the 
other  part  of  the  proposition  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  which  was  to  balance 
t\ie  other.     Certainly  I  think    the  hon. 
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Member  for  Sunderland,  having 
been  allowed  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  . 
ought  now  to  accept  the  other  part  of 
the  advice  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast.  We  will  use  any  iofluence  we 
have  to  get  his  name  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee ;  more  we  cannot  do.  The  only 
pledge  the  Members  of  the  Qovernment 
cojuld  give  would  be  as  individual  Mem- 
bers; but  I  can  see  there  is  an  awk- 
wardness about  that. 

♦Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  :  This  is  a  very  important 
matter,  as  bearing  upon  future  action. 
I  feel  certain  that  when  once  a  Bill  is 
referred  to  the  Standing  Committee  no 
further  order  is  necessary.  Over  and 
over  again  I,  as  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee, have  acted  on  that  understand- 
ing, and  I  think  it  is  introducing  what, 
may  be  a  dangerous  precedent  to  say  it 
is  necessary  there  should  be  a  further 
order  as  to  when  the  Committee  should 
meet.  I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that 
the  proper  course  is  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion.  As  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Committee  that  is  an  entirely 
distinct  matter. 

*Mb.  baring  (London)  :  It  seems  to 
me  some  Resolution  of  the  House  is 
necessary,  because  ever  since  the  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  has  existed  it  has  sat 
on  Mondays  and  Thursdays,  and  a 
Resolution  to  the  same  effect  was  passed 
this  year. 

♦Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  Of 
course  the  Committee  having  power 
propria  motu  to  fix,  can  also  change, 
the  day ;  there  is  no  difficulty  about  that. 
Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  I  have 
prepared  a  number  of  Amendments 
which  I  hoped  to  urge  in  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  and  which  cannot  be 
discussed  if  the  Bill  is  referred  to  a 
Committee  upstairs.  I  think  it  is  unfair 
that  those  who  have  given  notice  of 
their  objection  to  details  of  the  measure 
should  be  precluded  from  the  oppor- 
tunity of  ventilating  their  objections. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Every  Amend- 
ment of  which  any  hon.  Member  has 
given  notice  on  the  Paper  will  be  referred 
to  the  Committee.  I  desire  to  withdraw 
my  Motion. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  This  Order 
is  not  upon  the  Paper  at  all,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  regular,  whether 
it  is  convenient  or  necessary,  but  I  wish 
to  ask  if  the  Motion  is  withdrawn  will 
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the  GoTeroment  tak«  an;  steps  to  hare 
'  theCommilteemeetoiiTueBdaf  ?  Other- 
wise the  Oommittee  may  meet  on  Mon- 
day and  proceed  with  the  Bill  before  any 
ohanga  ie  made  in  the  oonstitution  of  the 
Committee.  Not  there  are  some  Mem- 
bera  of  the  Oommittee  who  have  paired 
for  the  Sesaion,  and  it  can  easily  be 
arranged  that  the  Oommittee  ehall  be 
Bupplemented  by  come  of  my  hon. 
Friends  wbo  are  prepared  to  wait  until 
the  end  of  tfae  Session. 

Mb.  ORAia  (Nevoastle-upon-TyneJ : 
There  was  an  agreement  at  the  last 
meeting  of  the  Committee  that  Members 
ahonld  only  be  called  together  after 
ample  notice,  both  to  allow  of  time 
being  given  to  a  fair  and  judicious 
examination  of  the  Bill  and  Amendments 
aa  well  as  to  allow  of  Hembert  making 
their  own  arrangements.  I  hope  this 
nnderetanding  will  be  carried  out. 

MB.OBILLT(Mayo,NO:  I  hope  the 
Qovemment  will  resist  these  attempts 
at  delay.  Those  hon.  Members  who  have 
objeotions  to  the  Bill  bare  had  ample 
time  to  prepare  their  Amendments. 
This  Light  Bailways  Bill  has  been 
before  the   House  for    a   considerable 

Seriod.  An  attempt  is  now  being  made 
y  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  and 
his  colleagues  to  defeat  the  Bill  by 
delays,  and  I  hope  the  QoTemment 
will  reeist  such  an  attempt.  If  I  had 
my  way  I  would  have  insisted  as  one  of 
the  new  members  added  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Trade  on  the  obserranoe  of 
the  notice  on  the  card  handed  to  me 
to-night  in  the  Post  Office,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Committee  slkould  be 
held  to '  morrow  at  1,  because  the 
Session  ia  drawing  to  a  close,  and  if 
there  is  sny  merit  in  the  Bill  at  all 
tliat  can  only  be  secured  by  the  Com- 
mittee proceeding  with  the  Bill 
stremiouBly  at  once.  I  entirely  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Iiord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  that  asthefriends  of  the 
Bill  have  not,  perhaps,  had  time  to  well 
consider  their  Amendments,  it  ie  deelr- 
able  to  meet  on  Tuesday,  but  I  do  trost 
that  the  Oovemment  will  resolutely 
carry  the  Bill  throvgh,  disregarding 
the  efforts  of  my  hon.  Friends  the 
Hembere  for  Sunderland  and  Oavan, 
who,  I  believe,  wantto  kill  the  Bill  for 
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licitor  General  for  Ireland  to  Rhov 
the  strength  (A  their  goodintentionsb; 
using  their  inflnence  to  Mcnte  tlie 
meeting  of  the  Committee  on  Tnesday 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  irrespective  (J 
whether  my  hon.  Friends  the  Hembsis 
for  Sunderland  and  Oavan  have  or  bava 
not  sufficient  representation  on  the 
Committee,  because,  so  far  aa  I  osn 
analyse  the  disposition  of  the  16  addi- 
tional members  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee, I  think  the;  are  pretty  evenly 
divided  for  and  against  the  measure. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :  Is 
it  too  late  to  reconsider  the  question 
whether  tfae  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Trade  stall? 

Me.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  8.):  If 
the  Motion  ia  withdrawal  do  theGoTsm- 
ment  intend  that  tfae  Oommittee  ehcnld 
proceed  with  the  Bill  on  Tussdaj  or 
not? 

•The  PBEStDENT  of  thi  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Miohul  Hicks  BsAia, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  day  for  which  th«w 
Committees  are  summoned  depends  not 
on  the  Qovemment,  hatontheOhnirtnan 
of  the  Committee.  Notices  have  bstn 
given  for  the  Conunittee  to  meet  to- 
morrow, but  obviously  that  cannot  tsks 
place  now.  If  this  Motion  ie  witt- 
drawn  the  result  will  be,  that  at  the 
days  originally  fixed  for  the  meeting  oi 
the  Committee  were  Mondays  and 
Thursdays,  the  Comcaittee  would  meal 
pro  formd  on  Monday,  and  then  deoiae 
to  |{0  on  with  the  oonsideratitm  of  th* 
Bill  on  Tuesday. 

Me.  BIGOAR  (Oavan,  W.):  The 
thing  is  practically  settled  in  a  sensible 
manner.  I  underatand  that  tfaeOoniBH- 
teaof  Selection  will  try  to  place  opoatbs 
Grand  Committee  a  certain  number  of 
English  Members  who  are  ^leoiaU/ 
interested  in  the  subject,  and  these  will 
be  reasonably  prepared  to  go  on  witb 
basinesB  on  Tuesday. 

Ma.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W-;: 
I  have  not  troubled  the  House  for  som* 
time,  and  may  be  allowed  a  fewwcodt- 
I  wish  to  put  myeelf  right  in  the  poutioB 
I  take.  I  intend  to  aupportthe  msaian 
but  certainly  I  do  not  think  that  As 
Radical  Members  who  oppose  it  >l* 
under  any  animna  towards  us,  and  If  > 
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•Sm  MICHAEL  HI0K8  BEAOH 
rose  in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move 
^*  That  the  Qaestion  be  now  put." 

Mb.  a.  0*C0NN0B  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
May  I  ask  you,  Sir,  on  a  point  of  pro- 
oednre,  wheUier  this  is  not  the  first  time 
any  such  Qaestion  has  been  put  from 
the  Ohair ;  and,  whether  it  that  is  so,  it 
may  not  be  a  precedent  to  rale  all  sub- 
sequent  proceedings  in  regard  to  these 
matters  ? 

Mb.  deputy  speaker  :  Similar 
questions  have  repeatedly  been  put  from 
the  Ohair. 

Qaestion  put,  '*  That  the  Qaestion  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  145 ;  Noes 
58.— (Div.  List.  No.  269.) 

Question,  *'  That  the  word.  '  to- 
morrow '  stand  part  of  the  Question,*' 
puty  and  negatived. 

Words  "upon  Taesday  next"  in 
sorted. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered — 

*'  That  tho  Standing  Committee  upon  Trade 
&c.,  do  nt  and  proceea  with  the  Light  HailwayB 
(rreland)^Bill  upon  Taesday  next,  at  One  of  the 
clock." 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'B  CHILDREN  BILL 

(No.  858.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  LABOnCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  move  an  Amendment  with  regard 
to  wis  Bill,  Clause  1,  line  28,  to  leave 
out  the  words  ^^  Trustees  hereinafter 
mentioned."  Mr.  Courtney,  strong  Ian** 
guage  has  been  used  by  Oeattemen 
opposite,  and  by  some  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  against  those 
who  oppose  this  Grant,  in  pursuance  of 
what  we  estimate  to  be  our  duty.  But 
if  this  money  is  to  be  granted  I  cannot 
exactly  see  why  we  should  interfere  b^ 
tween  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  his 
ohildten  and  a  number  of  Trustees.  We 
have  more  confidence  thiaa  the  Go- 
vernment' in  4be  Prinoe  of  Wales's 
hofuoor  •  andr '  pdicy<  > It'  seems  to 
ne    tiiat   this*  propesid   inrolTes  the 


idea  that  if  this  money  were  left  to  the 
management  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  he 
would  make  away  with  it.  We  heard 
some  very  beautiful  sentiments  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  about  the  family  relations  when 
he  brought  in  this  Bill,  but  when  he 
comes  to  give  effect  to  his  own  ideas  of 
family,  he  actually  wishes  to  make  dear 
that  this  House  is  not  prepared  to  trust 
the  parent  with  the  money.  I  always 
thought  it  would  be  more  simple  to  vote 
the  money  directly  to  the  children,  or 
that  the  money  should  be  voted  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales  to  be  allocated  in  cer« 
tain  fixed  ways  amongst  the  children. 
But,  then,  what  is  the  g^d  of  Trustees  ? 
They  are  an  extra  and  perfectly  unneces- 
sary wheel  of  the  coach.  The  father  is 
the  fitting  trustee  of  the  children,  and 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  only  plea  and 
reason  why,  instead  of  voting  the  money 
directly  to  the  children  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales  we  should  vote  it  to  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  is  to  recognise  in  some  sort 
of  way  his  parental  authoiity.  His 
Royal  Highness  is  not  a  young  man. 
He  is  almost  middle-aged,  and  this  pro- 
posal really  does  seem  a  gratuitous  in- 
sult on  the  part  of  the  Government 
towards  the  Prince  of  Wsles.  We  wish 
on  this  side  of  the  House  to  free  our- 
selves from  any  notion  that  we  wish  to 
impose  such  a  condition  on  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  or  that  we  ren^otely  or  distantly 
imagine  that  the  Prinoe  of  Wales  is  not 
to  be  trusted  with  the  money  that  we 
vote  to  his  children.  It  seems  to  me 
that  those  who  advocate  the  passing  of 
these  Ghrants  say  that  the  Prince  of 
Wales  shall  be  nominally  the  holder  of 
this  money,  but  we  will  put  half-a  doaen 

SoUceman  around  him  to  see  that  he 
oes  not  make  away  with  it.  I  think  it 
is  more  consistent  with  the  respect  which 
this  House  entertains  for  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  and  its  belief  that  he  is  a  per- 
fectly honest  man,  and  that  he  would 
honestly  administer  this  money,  that 
we.  should  do  away  entirely  with  these 
trustees.  Of  course,  if  this  Amend- 
ment be  carried  it  will  be  necessary  to 
carry  a  certain  number  of  consequential 
Amendments,  although  I  do  not  think 
there  -is  likely  to  be  any  discussion  if 
this  Amendment  be  carried.  This 
Amendment  recognises  the  Prince  of 
Wales  as  the  fitting  guardian  and 
trustee  of  hiA  chitdrea,  Hoi  objects  to 
ihe  iBterp<dation  of  ''  trustees  "  because 
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the  OoTemment  chooses  to  distrust  the 
honesty  of  the  Prince  of  Wales. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
28,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  trustees 
hereinafter  mentioned." — {Mr.  Ldbou- 
ehere.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

TheOommittee  divided : —Ayes  147; 
Noes  47.— (Div.  List,  No.  270.) 

♦Mb.  8T0EEY  (Sunderland) :  I  now 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name,  by  which  I  propose  to  strike 
out  the  words  '*  thirty-six  "  in  order  to 
insert  the  words  **  twenty-one."  I  may 
say  that  I  am  quite  prepared  for  the 
imputation  of  shabbiness  from  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
or,  if  not  from  them,  from  the  organs 
which  represent  or  misrepresent  Uiem 
in  the  country.  I  care  no  more  for 
imputations  of  shabbiness  than  hon. 
Members  opposite  care  for  imputations 
of  wasteful  extravagance.  I  would 
here  venture  to  remark  that  we  are 
tonight,  or,  perhaps,  to-morrow, 
absolutely  going  to  vote  more  money 
than  Her  Majesty  has  asked  for. 
When  Ministers  come  down  and  repre- 
sent that  it  is  necessary,  in  additfon  to 
the  extraordinary  large  sums  voted  to 
support  the  dignity  of  the  Throne,  that 
more  money  should  be  voted,  it  was 
originally  intended  to  ask  for  a  sum  of 
£13,000  per  annum;  but  a  Committee 
was  appointed,  and  the  result  was  that 
£23,000  a  year  more  was  asked  for.  I 
propose  in  some  degree  to  I'emedy  that 
•exceedingly  improper  proposal  by  re- 
ducing the  sum  asked  for  to  £21,000. 
I  am  not  unwilling  to  admit  that  the 
elder  son  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  should 
have  £10,000  a  year,  and  as  the  younger 
Prince  would  probably  feel  uncomfort- 
able if  he  had  much  less  than  his 
brother,  I  am  not  unwilling  to  admit 
that  he  should  have  £8,000  a  year.  Nor 
do  I  object  that  the  Princess  just 
married,  and  whose  happiness  we  all 
desire,  just  as  we  desire  the  happiness 
of  every  young  bride  in  England,  should 
have  £3,000  a  year.  In  that  way  I  get 
at  the  sum  of  £21,000.  What  I  want 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
is— where  is  the  other  £15,000  going 
to  ?  Is  the  Prince  of  Wales  to  have  it  ? 
Or  is  it  to  be  spent  for  the  other  young 
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Princesses  ?    If  not,  what  is  to  be  done 
with  it  ?    Is  it  to  be  accumulated  and 
invested?    If  so  I  entirely  resist  and 
repel  the  notion  that  out  of  the  publio 
money  any  sum  should  be  given  to  be 
invested    and    accumulated  for  futare 
purposes.     We  live  now  in  troablons 
days  for  Hoyal  people.    I  believe  that 
Napoleon  when  on  the  Throne  of  France 
invested  large  sums  in    English   and 
American  securities,  so  that  whoi  the 
inevitable  issuo  came  he  might  not  be 
without  resources.     Can  it  be  that  oar 
Hoyal  Family  think  their  position  so 
insecure  that  they,  too,  wanted  to  makes 
bag,  that  when  the  inevitable  change 
comes  they   may  not  be  left  without 
means?  If  this  extra£15,000is  not  spent 
on  the  Princesses,  and  if  it  is  not  to  be 
spent  by  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  if  it 
is  not  to  be  aociunulated,  what  is  to  be- 
come of  it  ?    I  suggest  that  the  proper 
thing  would  be  to  keep  it  in  the  Public 
Exchequer.    It  is  the  people's  money. 
It  ought  not  to  be  reserved  for  the  pio- 
babilities  of  the  future ;  there  ought  to 
be  no    disposition  to  make  insurance 
against  the  future.    The  ancient  Gonsti- 
tutional   practice  of   this   country  has 
been,  year  by  year,  to  meet  the  necessi- 
ties of  tho  year,  and  so  also  should  it 
be  in  the  case  of  the  Royal  Family.   I 
propose,  therefore,  that  instead  of  pay- 
ing £36,000  out  of  the  National  Exche- 
quer we  should  pay  £20,000.  In  Clause 
2  of  the  Bill— if  I  may  refer,  for  the 
purpose  of  explanation  and  elucidatioo, 
to  further  Amendments— I  propose  to 
give  effect  to  my  contention  by  providing 
that  the  annual  sum  which  the  Trustees 
hold  under  the  Act  shall  be  distributed 
in  a  certain  statutory  manner  and  not 
according  to  the  notion  of  the  father  or 
grandmother.     There  have  been  oases 
in  history  where  Kings   have  blessed 
favourite  sons   and   cursed  those  they 
thought  less  of — when  the  money  that 
the  people  had  given  for  the  support  of 
the  Royal  Family  was  wasted  on  certain 
members  of  the  Boyal    Family,  while 
others  were  left  in  need.    Therefore,  I 
propose  that  the  money  should  not  be 
dis^buted  according  to  the  temporary 
wish  or  whim  of  the  Trustees  or  anyone 
else,  but  that  it  should  be  distributed 
amongst  the  grandchildren  of  the  Queen 
so  as  to  relieve  them  from  fear  as  to 
whether  they  will  receive  it  or  not.   I 
propose  that  the  eldest  Prince  shall  re- 
ceive five-twelfths  of  the  £21,000;  the 
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seoond  Prince  four-twelfths,  and  the 
daughters  one-twelfth  each.  In  this  way 
we  shall  guard  against  anything  like  a 
reourrenoe  of  that  period  in  history 
when  there  was  a  King's  Party  and  a 
Prince's  Party,  as  happened  in  the  time 
of  George  II.,  a  state  of  things  which 
might  arise  if  the  demise  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales  should  take  place.  The  in- 
evitable consequence  of  such  a  state  of 
things  would  be  that  there  would  be 
dissensions*  and  that  the  Prince  would 
depend  upon  others  for  what  he  received. 
I  say  that  if  this  money  is  to  be  divided 
Parliament  should  say  precisely  how 
the  division  is  to  be  made.  Now,  why 
do  I  fix  on  this  sum  of  £  15,000  to  be 
saved  to  the  public  purse  ?  I  fix  on  it 
because  it  is  almost  exactly  the  sum  that 
is  saved  at  the  present  moment  upon  the 
gifts  to  the  Queen  under  the  Act  of 
1837.  The  Beport  of  the  Committee 
shows  that  between  £15,000  and  £16,000 
a  year,  which  is  given  for  specific  pur- 
poses, has  not  been  applied  to  those  pur- 
poses, but  has  been,  instead,  paid  into  the 
Privy  Purse  of  the  Queen  and  become 
her  private  property.  So  long  as  this 
£15,000  a  year  is  saved,  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  right  to  come  to  this 
House  and  ask  for  a  further  Grant  in 
aid.  When  I  made  my  speech  the 
other  night  I  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
followed  by  the  right  hon.  .Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  It  was  not  a  misfortune 
for  the  House  or  the  country,  but  it  was 
an  extreme  misfortune  for  me,  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  great  au- 
thority, and  influence,  and  knowledge 
were  all  ^exerted  to  prove  that  I  was 
wrong,  and  that  the  Government  were 
right.  Well,  I  would  put  this  point— 
which  is  extremely  germane  to  the  point  I 
am  urging — both  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  that  there  is  no  precedent  in 
the  whole  history  of  England  for  the 
Ministry  coming  to  this  House  and 
asking  for  a  grant  in  aid  whilst  already 
the  Sovereign  had  resources. 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  thk  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  did  not  catch  the 
point  of  the  hon.  Member. 

*Mb.  STOREY;  What  I  say  is,  I 
have  looked  up  authorities,  and  I  find 
that  in  this  country  in  the  whole  of  the 
dealings  between  the  King  and  his  sub- 
jects on  the  matter  of  grants  in  aid 


there  has  never  beeii  an  application 
made  without  a  previous  statement  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  that  the  resources 
were  exhausted,  and  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  ask  for  more  money.  \_A  laugh J\ 
I  do  not  understand  that  laugh. 

*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :    No  such  declara- 
tion  has  been  made  in  recent  years. 

*Mr.  STOREY:  No.  and  why?  I 
will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whe- 
ther there  has  been  any  declaration 
made  in  recent  years  that  the  Queen 
had  large  savings  ?  I  want  to  know 
whether  any  declaration  was  made  in 
1882  or  1885,  when  we  put  questions  to 
the  Government  on  the  subject  of  the 
savings  on  the  Civil  List.  We  were 
told  that  we  have  not  to  inquire  into 
that.  But  I  contend  there  is  a 
necessity  for  such  an  inquiry,  and  that 
it  is  no  answer  to  me  to  say  that  there 
has  been  no  such  declaration  in  recent 
years.  It  has  been  done  during  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  the  House  of 
Hanover.  The  practice  prevailed  in  the 
time  of  Elizabeth  and  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  I.  I  have  here  evidence  to  show 
that  in  the  time  of  William  III.  such 
declaration  was  made.  In  the  time  be- 
fore William  IV .  a  demand  for  money  for 
the  support  of  the  younger  branches 
of  the  Royal  Family  was  always  pre- 
ceded by  the  statement — 

*'  Whereas  His  Majesty  is  restrained  by  the 
laws  now  in  being  from  making  provision  for 
his  younger  children." 

These  were  the  wise  days  when  the 
King  was  not  permitted  to  own  pro- 
perty, except  such  as  fell  to  the  State 
when  he  died.  I  submit  there  is  no 
such  statement  now,  because  since  that 
unfortunate  Act  of  1873,  it  is  not  im- 
possible for  the  head  of  the  State  to 
provide  for  younger  children.  What  I 
want  to  point,  out  is,  that  the  object  to 
be  attained  is  the  same.  The  point  of 
view  of  the  people  then  was  '*  The  king 
has  no  more  money;  give  him  some 
more ;  long  live  the  King."  What  is 
the  point  of  view  now?  The  Queen 
comes  to  us  and  confesses  through  her 
Ministers  that  she  has  enormous  sums 
of  money. 

*Thb  first  lord  of  thb 
TREASURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith, 
Strand,  Westminster) :  No. 

*Ma.  STOREY :  I  suppose  that  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  £824,000  is  not 
enormous.    It  is  to  me.    But  I  will  not 
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go  into  figures.    I  will  say  a  great  sum 
of  money . 

•Hi.  W.  H.  suits  :  Not  great. 
*Mr.  storey  r  Well,  I  should  like 
to  have  it.  I  will  not  even  insist  on 
"great."  It  is  not  neniesaary  to  my 
argnment.  I  will  say  the  Queen  has 
ample  lesourcee. 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No. 
•Mb.  STOREY:  Well,  she  has  re- 
BouToaa.  If  the  tight  boa.  Qentleman 
will  get  up  and  tell  me  that  the  Queen 
has  no  resources,  then,  Radical  as  I  am, 
I  will  Tote  for  pie  Grant.  The  other 
^ight  I  objected  to  the  declaration 
that  this  demand  ia  founded  upon 
reason.  Tbe  right  hon.  Member  for 
Uid  Lothian  insisted  upon  it,  and  told 
us  he  was  one  of  the  old-fashioned 
order  who  stood  upon  precedent. 
I  am  prepared  to  state  this  to- 
night, and  without  feai  of  con- 
tradiction, that  there  never  was  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  history  of  England  for  an 
application  from  the  Sovereign  to 
Parliament  without  a  preliminary 
statoment,  eitlier  in  the  Message  itself 
or  in  the  speech  of  a  Minister,  that  the 
Queen  had  no  resources  for  the  purpose. 
I  hold  that  the  Queen  at  the  present  time 
has  resources  which  she  may  fairly  em- 
^7  for  the  purpose  in  view.  I  was 
Tery  much  rebuked  the  other  night  for 
having  made  what  was  said  to  be  a 
reckless  statement  about  the  savings  of 
the  Queen.  That  rebuke  case  from  the 
noble  Lord  tbe  Member  for  Paddington 
(Lord  R.  Churchill),  and  I  mustaay  that 
aach  an  accusation  comes  with  admirable 
graoe  from  one  wbote  name  in  the  Far- 
fiament  of  1U80  was  a  synonym  for  all 
recklessness  of  speech  and  act.  I  make 
-ih9  same  contention  now.  Until  this 
£824,000  is  exhausted  there  is  not, 
aooording  to  the  Constitution  or  prece- 
dent, any  right  in  tbe  Crown  or  any 
propriety  in  Ministers  to  come  down  to 
the  House  and  ask  for  further  Grants. 

•Ma.  SYDNEY  QEDGE  (Stockport) ; 
I  rise  to  order.  Tbe  boo.  Gentleman  is 
arguing  that  there  should  be  no  Grant  at 
all,  where  as  the  question  before  the  Oom- 
mittea  is  the  reduction  of  tbe  Vote  to 
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Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  I 
raised  this  point  the  other  night,  told 
me,  if  I  looked  at  the  Act  ot  1837,  I 
should  find  a  distinct  declaration  that 
whole  sum  of  £385,000,  cleat  and 
certain  income,  had  to  be  paid  to  Her 
Majesty.  I  have  read  the  Act  over  and 
over  again,  and  although  I  am  no  law- 
yer, or  because  I  am  no  Lawyer,  I  can  read 
the  common  sense  of  the  Act,  and  I  ley 
there  is  no  sueh  statement  whatever  in 
First,  I  must  tell  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  that  Parliament  did  not 
give  the  Queen  any  money  wbatersr. 
Parliament  had  had  no  experience  of 
Her  Majesty.  If  it  had  it  would  hare 
been  less  jealous.  But  former  Farlii- 
ments  had  had  experience  of  farmer 
Sovereigns— experience  of  waste,  ex- 
travaganoe,  ana  constant  running  into 
debt — and,  therefore,  when  the  nev 
Oivil  List  was  granted,  not  one  peony 
was  ordered  to  be  paid  to  Her  MsjsttT, 
except  the  sum  of  £60,000.  The  whme 
of  the  rest  of  the  money  was  to  be  paid 
to  trustees.  Oianse  2  of  the  Act  says, 
"  Tbat  for  the  support  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's household,  and  of  the  hononi 
and  dignity  of  the  Crown,  and  for  the 
payment  of  the  ohnrges  on  the  iin^ 
second,  fourth,  and  sixth  classes  in  the 
schedule,  it  is  enacted  that  there  ehiU 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  during  fan 
Ufe  a  net  yearly  revenue  of  £'<8S,0W, 
and  the  Lord  Troasurex  or  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Treasury  are  hsreby 
authorised  on  and  during  every  boc- 
oeading  quarter  to  cause  the  said  yesi^T 
revenue  to  be  issued  and  applied  ftmn 
time  to  time,  monthly,  weekly,  or  other- 
wise, for  tbe  uses  and  purposes  by  thii 
Aot  appointed." 

The  secretary  of  STATE  m 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  {»■ 
Matthkws,  Birmingham,  E):  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  omitted  the  importut 
words,  "  Paid  to  Her  Gracious  Majeitj 
during  her  life." 

•Mb.  STOREY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  suppose  I  would  wil- 
fully omit  so  obvious  a  thing  as  thit 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  to  b»< 
paid  to  Her  Majesty  during  her  li(«> 
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puMio  funds  or  in  patisfaotion  of  those 
exceptional  charges  which,  in  conse- 
quence of  her  large  family  and  of  the 
considerable  families  of  her  children, 
have  come  on  the  Queen.  If  we  had 
the  £824,000  standing  in  the  Exchequer, 
as  we  should  have,  there  would  be  none 
of  these  demands  on  Parliament  and 
none  of  these  Debates.  The  money 
would  have  been  there  to  be  de- 
Toted  to  Her  Majesty  and  her  grand- 
children, and  we  should  have  been  called 
on  for  nothing.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  our 
leader,  told  me  the  other  night  that  such 
a  sum  as  I  named  could  not  have  pro- 
duced anything  like  a  sufficient  sum  for 
the  supportof  the  Queen's  grandchildren, 
and  I  admit  it.  The  £824,000  or  the 
£400,000  savings  on  Class  6.  which  I 
mentioned,  would  probably  not  produce  a 
sum  sufficietit  for  the  grandchildren. 
But  that  was  not  my  contention.  I 
dispute  the  right  of  any  head  of  the 
State  in  England,  under  the  present 
Constitution,  to  take  the  public  money  in 
order  to  make  an  accumulation.  I  say 
that  under  the  ancient  Constitutional 
principle  of  England,  ever  since  the 
present  Eoyal  Family  came  to  the  Throne 
— a  Constitutional  principle  which 
should  now  be  insisted  upon — there  has 
been  no  contention  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament that  out  of  the  public  monies 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  she  should  be 
able  to  accumulate  sums.  The  purpose 
has  always  been  liberally  and  loyally  to 
bestow  sums  on  His  or  Her  Majesty  for 
the  time  being,  with  the  intent  that  they 
should  not  be  hoarded  but  Royally  spent 
in  supporting  the  dignity  of  the 
country  and  the  honour  of  the  Eoyal 
Family.  On  that  ground  I  object 
to  these  accumulations,  and  make 
it  my  argument  that,  until  this 
£16,000  or  £16,000  a  year  is  accounted 
for,  and  the  £824,000  which  has  grown 
out  of  the  accumulation  of  this  £15,000 
or  £16,000  a  year  for  40  or  50  years  are 
expended  and  accounted  for,  there  does 
not  remain  in  the  Crown  or  its  Ministers 
a  right  to  come  to  the  Kepresentatiyes  of 
the  people  and  ask  for  more  money. 
Now  I  have  carried  the  argument  so  far, 
but,  entertaining  the  objection  that  I 
still  ent  rtain,  I  do  not  pretend  to  state 
to  the  House  that  if  they  accept  my 
Amendment,  that  will  make  the  propo- 
sal of  the  Qt>yernment  more  palatable  to 
me.    I  think  the  original  proposal  was 

Ifr.  Storey 


bad.  I  think  my  proposal  a  little  better' 
and  therefore  I  am  ready  to  accept  a 
compromise.  If  I  cannot  get  what  I  want^ 
I  will  accept  a  compromise.  But  I  do  not 
say  that  the  proposal  will  then  be  more 
palatable  to  me  than  it  is  now.  I  am, 
howeyer,  willing  that  £21,000  should  be 
given  instead  of  £36,000,  simply  forthe 
sake  of  peace.  I  have  now  stated  to  the 
House  as  clearly  as  I  could  my  oonteii- 
tion  that  the  savings  on  the  Civil  list 
under  the  Act  should  not  go  to  the 
Crown  or  the  Crown's  Privy  Purse,  but 
should  be  retained  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  if  expended  at  all 
should  be  expended  under  the 
direct  orders  of  Parliament.  And 
I  have  endeavoured  to  support 
that  contention  by  showing  that  the 
Act  reads  so,  and  that  the  purposes  (A 
the  Act  should  be  carried  out.  If  I  hai 
that  view  before,  I  have  been  fortified 
ten- fold  in  my  idea  of  its  truth  by  read- 
ing the  terms  of  the  Bill  now  put 
into  our  hands.  I  can  point  out  to  the 
Committee  that  Clause  2  of  this  Bil]» 
for  the  first  time  in  the  history  ol 
England  since  these  Ghrants  have  been 
made,  states  that  the  Trustees  shall 
hold  the  annual  sum  granted  under  the 
Act,  and  any  accumulations  of  that 
fund.  Why  is  that  inserted  in  the 
BiU  ?  I  will  tell  the  House  it  is  mserted 
because  under  the  stress  of  the  diecofr* 
sions  of  last  week,  the  Govemmeat 
recognise  that  under  the  Act  of  1837 
they  had  no  such  power.  No  sneh 
power  exists  in  that  Act.  Therefore 
they  have  nven  the  authority  in  the 
Bill  that  thePrinoe's  Trustees  should  not 
only  have  the  annual  sum,  but  the 
accumulated  money.  I  have  put  my 
first  contention,  no  doubt,  at  some 
length,  but  still  with  all  the  brevity  of 
which  I  am  capable,  before  the 
House.  I  have  put  it  seriously,  and  X 
the  Front  Bench  will  hold  their  tongues 
and  let  some  Gentleman  behind  them 
reply  to  me,  I  shall  be  glad  to  hea)r  aaj 
suDsSbantial  objections  to  the  points  I 
have  raised.  I  beg  then,  in  concluaion* 
to  propose  that  we  should  omit  the 
words,  *' thirty-six,"  and  insert  "twen^ 
one." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lifl^ 
1,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  thirty-siZ) 
in  order  to  insert  the  word  '*twant]^ 
one." — {Mr.  ^tony.) 
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to  make  the  proyision.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber Btill  argues  the  question  of  savings, 
although  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Iiothian  has  declared  that  it  is  impos* 
able  to  beliere  that  the  Sovereign  has 
saved  sufficient  to  enable  her  to 
provide  for  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of'  Wales.  With  regard  to 
the  hoo.  Member's  actual  Amendment 
to  reduce  the  amount  to  be  paid  to 
£21,000,  the  hon.  Member  first  objects 
to  the  form  in  which  we  propose  to  deal 
with  the  £36.000  ;  he  wishes  it  to  be 
allocated  by  Parliament  in  certain  fixed 
proportions.  He  desires  that  so  many 
twelfths  shail  be  allotted  by  Parliament 
jto  the  sons  and  so  many  to  the  daughters. 
But  the  hon.  Member  not  only  voted, 
but  told  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  who  strongly  contended 
that  Parliament  should  not  interfere  at 
all,  and  that  the  whole  matter  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  entirely  discards 
the  view  which  he  previously  voted 
for,  and  contends  that  Parliament  should 
retain  the  matter  in  its  own  hands.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  £36,000 is  a  great 
deal  too  much  to  grant,  and  suggests 
that  we  should  grant  £21,000.  He  would 
prefer,  however,  to  deal  only  with  the 
present  emergency,  and  to  give  £ld,OOQ 
—namely,  £10,000  to  Prince  Albert 
Victor  and  £3,000  to  the  Princess  Louise 
of  Wales,  leaving  the  provision  for  other 
ohildren  to  be  settled  hereafter.  H^ 
thinks  it  is  a  gratuitous  piece  of 
profligacy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern 
ment  when  they  ask  for  £36,000. 
Yes ;  but  we  have  been  accused  of 
ehabb'ness  because  we  departed  from  oar 
original  proposition.  Now,  what  are 
the  facts  r  What  we  propose  to  grant 
is  a  sum  which,  properly  arrang^,  will 
provide  adequate  incomes  for  the 
ohildren  of  His  Eoyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  say  this  sum  of 
£36,000  is  far  in  excess  of  the  original 
proposition,  and,  therefore,  ought  not 
to  be  adopted  by  zealous  guardians  of 
the  Public  Purse.  But  hon.  Members 
are  in  error.  The  hon.  Member  thinks 
it  would  be  better  for  Parliament  to 
keep  the  matter  in  its  own  hands,  and 
he  says  this  Bill  is  against  precedent;  but 
a  Committee  was  appointed  to  lay  down 
the  principle  upon  which  these  Grants 
should  be  made  in  future,  and  the  Com- 
mittee reported  that,  in  order  to  avoid 
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repeated  applications  to  Parliament  and 
all  the^e  painful  Debates,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  make  one  arrangement  with 
the  Prince  of  Wales  which  should  last 
during  the   present  reign,  and  to  give 
him  a  certain  sum  to  provide  for  all  his 
ohildren,  so  that  when  once  tiiat  matter 
was  settled  by  Parliament  further  appli- 
cations would  be  unnecessary.    It  is  a 
question  for  the  House  to  decide  whether 
a  lump  sum  of  £36,000  a  year  to  cover 
proyision  for  all  the  Prince's  children  is 
a  fair  equivalent  for  the  offer  whioh 
was  originally  made.      £21,000  would 
be   as  a  permanent    arrangement  6r 
below  the  mark,  and  would  not  supj^y 
those  annuities  which  the  hon.  MemUnr 
himself   is    not    unprepared    to   give. 
Then  the  hoa.  Member  asks  how  is  the 
matter  to   be  arranged,    and  whether 
there  are  to  be  accumulations?     The 
general  principle  of  the   plan  is  that 
instead    of    giving  a  yarying  amount, 
which  might  rise  to  £49,000  a  year,  Par- 
liament shall  give  a  permanent  Orant 
of  £36,000  to  meet  all  contingenciee. 
In    the  first  year    the    whole   of  the 
£36,000  will    not  be  required.    Then 
the  hon.  Member  asks,  will  the  balance 
be  paid  over  to  His  Hoyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales?    Certainly  not   It  will 
be  held  by  the  Trustees  and  invested, 
and  form  the  basis  of  annuities,  and 
the  basis  of  dowries  for  Princesses,  or 
other  allowances.      The  calculation  ia 
that   this    sum   of    £36,000,   if  faiiiy 
inyested  during  the  present  reign,  will 
proyide  for  all  the  children  of  the  Prinee 
of  Wfides.    The  suggestion  is  one  which 
the  Goyernment  adopted  from  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  but  for.whioh  we  do  not  wish  to 
make  hiioi  specially  responsible^  for  it 
appears  to  us,  as  it  appeared  to  hiB) 
that  it  is  an   equitable    anangement 
which  will  save  much  trouUe  to  Parlia- 
ment and  much  friction,  -and  which,  will 
prevent  these  unseemly  questieas  ^aiis- 
ing    between     the    Crown    and    the 
Commons. 

*Mb.CUNINGH  AME  GEAHAM(Lan. 
ark,  N.W.) :  In  rising  to  support  4« 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sundor- 
land,  I  must  take  exception  to  the 
phrase  several  times  used  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  deprecated 
these  '^  unseemly  and  painful  *'  l)ebatee< 
What,  I  should  like  to  know,  is  thwe 
of  a  painful  nature  connected  with  these 
discussions  ?    Laying  aside  all  oant,  ao 
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tk^  QoTernment  take  any  steps  to  have 
tke  Oommittee  meet  on  Tuesday  ?  Other- 
wise the  Oommittee  may  meet  on  Mon- 
day and  proceed  with  the  Bill  before  any 
change  is  made  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Committee.  Now  there  are  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  Oommittee  who  have  paired 
for  the  Session,  and  it  can  easily  be 
arranged  that  the  Oommittee  shall  be 
supplemented  by  eome  of  my  hon. 
Friends  who  are  prepared  to  wait  until 
the  end  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  ORAIG  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) : 
There  was  an  agreement  at  the  lawt 
meeting  of  the  Oommittee  that  Members 
should  only  be  called  together  after 
ample  notice,  both  to  allow  of  time 
being  giyen  to  a  fair  and  judicious 
examination  of  the  Bill  and  A.mendment8 
as  well  as  to  allow  of  Member^  making 
their  own  arrangements.  I  hope  this 
nnderstanding  will  be  carried  out. 

Mb.  OBILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  I  hope  the 
GoTcmment  will  resist  these  attempts 
at  delay.  Those  hon.  Members  who  haTO 
objections  to  the  Bill  have  had  ample 
time  to  prepare  their  Amendments. 
Xhis  Light  Kailways  Bill  has  been 
before  the  House  for  a  considerable 
period.  An  attempt  is  now  being  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  and 
his  colleagues  to  defeat  the  Bill  by 
delays,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  resist  such  an  attempt.  If  I  had 
my  way  I  would  have  insisted  as  one  of 
the  new  members  added  to  the  Oom- 
mittee on  Trade  on  the  observance  of 
the  notice  on  the  card  handed  to  me 
to-night  in  the  Post  Office,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Committee  should  be 
held  to  -  morrow  at  1,  because  the 
Session  is  drawing  to  a  close,  and  if 
there  is  any  merit  in  the  Bill  at  all 
tliat  can  only  be  secured  by  the  Oom- 
mittee proceeding  with  the  Bill 
strenuoiwy  at  once.  I  entirely  agree 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  that  as  the  friends  of  the 
Bill  have  not,  perhaps,  had  time  to  well 
consider  their  Amendments,  it.  is  desir- 
able to  meet  on  Tuesday,  but  I  do  trust 
that  the  Qovemment  will  resolutely 
carry  the  Bill  thromgh,  disregarding 
the  efforts  of  my  hen.  Fri^ds  the 
Members  for  Sunderland  and  Oavan, 
who,  I  believe,  want-to  kill  the  Bill  for 
the  Session.  My  desire,  and  the  desire 
ol  North  Mayo,  is  that  the  Bill  should 
pass  into  law,  and  little  as  I  like 
making  such  appeals,  I  do  make  the 
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appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary  and  ^ 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland  to  show 
the  strength  (d  their  good  intentions  by 
using  their  influence  to  secure  the 
meeting  of  the  Oommittee  on  Tuesday 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill,  irrespective  of 
whether  my  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Sunderland  and  Oavan  have  or  have 
not  sufficient  representation  oa  the 
Oommittee,  because,  so  far  as  I  oap 
analyse  the  disposition  of  the  15  addi- 
tional members  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee, I  think  they  are  pretty  evenly 
divided  for  and  against  the  measure. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  Is 
it  too  late  to  reconsider  the  questioa 
whether  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
the  Oommittee  on  Trade  at  all? 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.):  If 
t^e  Motion  is  withdrawn  do  theOovem- 
ment  intend  that  the  Committee  should 
proceed  with  the  Bill  on  Tuesday  or 
not? 

♦The  PBESIDENT  of  thb  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Bbacb, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  The  day  for  which  these 
Committees  are  summoned  depends  not 
on  the  Qtivemment,  but  on  the  Ohairmaa 
of  the  Committee.  Notices  have  been 
given  for  the  Conmiittee  to  meet  to- 
morrow, but  obviously  that  cannot  take 
place  now.  If  this  Motion  is  with- 
drawn the  result  will  be,  that  as  the 
days  originally  fixed  for  the  meeting  of 
the  Oommittee  were  Mondavs  and 
Thursdays,  the  Oommittee  would  meet 
pro  formd  on  Monday,  and  then  decide 
to  go  on  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill  on  Tuesday* 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Oavan,  W.):  ?^® 
thing  is  practically  settled  in  a  s^sibl^ 
manner.  I  understand  that  the  Commit- 
tee of  Selection  will  try  to  place  upon  ihe 
Grand  Oommittee  a  certain  number  (u 
English  Members  who  are  speoiaUy 
interested  in  the  subject,  and  these  wiU 
be  reasonably  prepared  to  go  on  iritb 
business  on  Tuesday.  . 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.)- 
I  have  not  troubled  the  House  for  some 
time,  and  may  be  allowed  a  few^wow 
I  wish  to  put  myself  right  in  the  fodim 
1  take.  I  intend  to  auppoitthe  measwo» 
but  certainly  I  do  not  think  that  m 
Radical  Members  who  oppose  it  o^ 
under  any  animus  towards  us,  and  if  1 
were  an  English  Member 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  Order, 
order !  TfaeQuestion  is  that "  to-m<wiow 
stand  part  of  the  Question. 
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Now  His  Eoyal  Highness  baa  occupied 
places,  the  emoluments  of  which  have 
been  added  to  the  £12,000  per  annum, 
and  be  has  been  permitted  as  a  Boyal 
Prince  to  draw  large  official  salaries. 
The  same  rule  has  been  followed  in  the 
case  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who  is  now 
colonel  of  a  regiment  for  which  he  re- 
ceives £l  ,500  per  annum.  The  Duke  of 
Oonnaught,  too,  enjoys  a  high  position 
in  the  Army,  while  toe  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh has  a  high  position  in  the  Navy, 
and  both  receive  large  salaries.  It  seems 
to  me  that  while  we  hold  that  the 
Princes  of  the  Royal  Family  should 
have  some  adequate  provision  made  for 
them,  we  are  not  prepared  to  say  that 
they  should  do  nothing  for  it.  I  believe 
that  they  are  anxious  to  do  something 
for  the  lar^^e  sums  which  they  receive, 
and  the  object  of  my  Amendment  is  to 
recognise  that  desire  on  their  part,  and 
to  provide  that  in  the  case  of  .their  occu- 
pymg  some  place  of  emolument,  the 
emolument  they  receive  shall  be 
merged  in  the  amount  of  the  annuity 
voted  for  them.  As  I  have  said  before, 
I  have  the  authority  of  Mr.  Bright  for 
this  Amendment.  We  are  told  that  we  are 
getting  more  democratic  every  day.  Do 
not  let  us  g^  back,  and  do  not  let  us  be 
behind  the  Parliament  of  1 850.  At  that 
time  there  was  only  a  majority  of  59 
against  the  proposal  of  Mr.  Bright,  and 
I  do  trust  that  this  Oommittee,  by 
the  vote  which  it  is  about  to  give,  will 
agree  that  this  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
proposal  which  I  am  making. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
8,  after  the  word  **  preserve/'  to  insert 
the  words — 

'*  ProTided  that,  in  case  any  son  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  shall  at  any 
time  be  in  receipt  of  any  sum  or  sums  of  money 
by  way  of  salaiy  or  emolument  attached  to  any 
office,  place,  or  employment  he  may  hold  under 
the  Chx)wn,  the  whole  amount  of  such  sum  or 
sums  so  received  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
annual  amount  now  granted,  so  long  as  the 
said  salary  or  emolument  shall  be  enjoyed." — 
{Mr,  Labmch$re,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  only'say 
a  vjery  few  words  in  respect  to  this 
Amendment*  It  will  be^  fe^t  by  the 
House  and  the  country  that  it  is  very 
much  to  the  i  advantage  of  the  House 
and  the  nation  that  the  Bqyal-  Princes 
should  be  employed  in  the  Public  Ser- 

Mr,  LabQueh$r$ 


vice,  and  they  should  be  paid  those  sums 
which  are  befitting  for  the  posts  they 
occupy,  and  ir  hich,  so  far  as  I  know, 
very  rarely  exceed  the  expense  to  which 
officers  are  put  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  No  greater  misfortune  ooold 
happen  to  the  country  than  that  these 
Pnnces  should  be  induced,  from  any 
influence  brought  to  bear  on  them,  not 
to  accept  emplc^ment  in  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, because  such  employment  qualifies 
them  for  the  higher  and  more  important 
duties  which  devolve  upon  them  later  in 
life. 

Mb.  8T0BEY :  Even  supposing  it  is 
desirable  that  the  Princes  o^onld 
enter  the  Public  Service,  why  should 
they  be  treated  difiPerently  from  other 
public  servants  f  If  they  take  the  pay 
attached  to  an  office  they  ought  to  give 
up  their  pensions,  in  the  same  way  as 
Ministers  and  other  persons  are  required 
to  do  in  the  like  case.  But  I  join  iasne 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
say  that,  so  far  from  being  advanta- 

feous,  it  cannot  but  be  of  great 
isadvantage  that  those  Princes  shoold 
enter  the  Public  Service.  We  have  aeen 
one  Royal  Prince  after  another  entering 
the  Public  Service,  and  instead  of 
attaining,  after  years  of  great  anxiety 
and  labour,  the  position  which  other 
men  attain  in  that  way,  th^  are 
pitched  into  positions  far  above  their 
deserts,  without  any  advantage  to  tiie 
country.  I  am  not  afraid  to  give  in- 
stancee.  Who  believes  that  the  Poke 
of  Edinburgh,  if  he  had  been  anybody 
else  but  a  Boyal  Duke,  would  ba?ebeen 
made  an  Admiral  at  the  time  he  ob- 
tained that  rank  ?  Who  believee  that 
the  Duke  of  Connaught,  for  spring  in 
the  second  line  at  Tel-el-Kebir,  wonld 
have  been,  specially  thanked  by  Parlia- 
ment if  he  had  not  been  the  Duke  of 
Connaught?  For  winning  the  paliiy 
action  of  Tel-el-Kebir  ni^e  General  Offi- 
cers were  thanked,  about  as  many  as 
were  thanked  for  winning  the  Battle  of 
Waterloo.  The  Duke  of  Oonnanght 
has  since  received  one  of  the  principil 
commands  in  India  at  a  salary  of  abont 
£5,000  a  year  and  huge  perquisitee, 
thereby  getting  a  pesiti^  which  ^oght 
to  have  been  filled  by  some  'woidrf 
veteran ;  and  it  may  bel^iat  even  iathie 
House  there  are  worthy  vetemn  witf) 
are  saffering  feom  the  injastiee  of  tiib 
iqrstem.  II  the  wholesome  rale  that  ik» 
pMuncm  should  be  deducted  from  ^ 
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nlaiy  bad  operated  in  tbeoam-of  Hia 
Boy^  HighnaiB  the  preeentOommaader- 
in-Obief  ofths  Army  at  home  we  should 
loD^  ago  hare  had  a  ohanfj^e  that  is 
denrahle  from  many  points  of  view.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  addition  of  Bojal 
penooages  to  the  great  BerviceB  of  the 
ocHUitej  has  ever  been  of  any  use  to  the 
oonntry,  but  it  has  many  a  time  been 
prodnotive  of  the  greatest  harm.  I, 
unrefore,  bog  to  support  the  Amend- 

The  Oommittee  divided : — Ayes  54 ; 
Noes  188.— (Div.  List,  No.  272.) 

It  being  midnight,  the  Ohairman  left 
the  Ohsir  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
Honse. 

Ur.  Speaker  resumed  the  Qhwr. 

Oommittee  report  Progress ; '  to  Bit 
■gain  to  morrow. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  [EXPENSES]. 

Betolntian  reported— 

"Ttutitii  expedient  to  aathorue  tbs  pa^- 
owDt,  oat  of  moneya  to  be  prorided  by  ParhS' 
moiti  of  all  costa,  ctuirgea,  and  Qipenses  ia- 
cnmd  by  tha  Poatnuuter  Ganeral  in  carrying 
iite  affect  any  Act  of  the  present  Setiion,  to 
nUuruB  ttie  tnwafer  of  the  aite  of  the  OoM- 
Mh  Fieldi  Ptuod.  id  the  County  of  Middlssex, 
toRn  Hajeaiy'a  Poatmaater  OeDsral." 

fieeoiation  agreed  to. 

UABBUOES  (BASUTOLAND,  kc.)  BILL 
[L0R1>8].     (No.  85S.) 
Ai  unended.  oonaidered ;  to  be  read 
ths  Udtd  time  to -morrow. 

IICBNICAL  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 
Older  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Uotiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

i"natthe  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 
•The  vice    PEESIDENT   oy    ths 
.    COUNCIL  (Sir  W,  Hast  Dtke,  Kent, 
I    wrtfiird) :  Sir,  I  hope  the  House  will 

■  paifa  ae  tor  saying  a  tew  words, in 

■  ■wring  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill. 

JJ*4*M»  with  a  ^aestion  the  importaneo 
a*kiA  is  lelt  in  every  quarter  o'  the 
,  2|M  nfin .  all  the  indostrial -centres, 
"weouitrT.  We  hate  only  to-  look 
Ag^of'theatyCom- 
fnrtheranoe  of  teobnioal 
t  — ; — .-aA^tiweaormoaB  efforts  that 
■mbeen  made  in  furtherance  of  that 
'*i*<^  to  see  the  vast  interest  which  is 
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f^t  in  the  subjeet.  This  BiU  is  the 
outcome  ol  the  efforts  to  solv» 
difficulties  at  which  we  have  been 
labouring  for  two  years,  and  it  is  becanee 
we  have  failed  to -reconcile  the  interests 
of  Board  and  Voluntary  Schoob  that  I 
propose  the  Bill  in  its  present  form. 
The  Bill  is  simple  in  its  character,  and 
is  to  give  the  Local  Authority  power  to 
rate  for  the  purpose  of  technical  educa- 
tion. The  Local  Authorities  will  be  the 
Oonnty  Councils,  the  Borough  Councils, 
and  Urban  and  Bural  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties It  alto  provides  two  limitatioat 
which  hon.  Members  will  observe  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Bill.  The  £rat  limit 
is  in  regard  to  pupils  receiving  instruc- 
tion in  the  obligatory  and  standard 
subjects  in  elementary  and  primary 
schools,  and  the  other  has  reference 
to  the  maximum  rate  which  may 
be  levied  under  it.  I  do  beg  boa. 
Uembers  to  remember  that  on  my 
side  of  the  House,  at  all  events, 
there  is  very  grave  objection  indeed 
to  inoreasinK  local  burdens.  For  my- 
self, I  believe,  having  sMQied  the 
question,  that  an  enormous  amount  of 
good  will  be  done  under  this  BiU  in 
futthM^ng  technical  education,  if  only 
to  the  extent  of  a  penny  rate.-  There  is 
an  important  proviso  in  Clause  81,  which 
provides  that  the  Local  Authority  may 
appoint  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
working  out  this  plan.  The  Committee 
is  to  consist  wholly  or  partly  of  members 
of  the  Local  Authority.  Of  course,  it 
is  right  that  this  Local  Authority  should 
bs  represented  in  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  ;  but  it  is  hoped,  if  this  BiU 
become  law,  that  this  Local  Committee 
will  also  be  composed  of  members  who 
are  strongly  interoeted  in  technical 
ednoation  in  our  industrial  centres  and 
large  towns.  This  Local  Committee 
would  be  also  empowered  to  appoint 
eab  or  minor  Committees  to  carry  out 
all  the  purposes  of  the  Act ;  that  is  to 
say,  where  the  Local  Authority  decides 
to.  take  over  any  existing  schools,  or 
institutions,  or  science  schools  for  the 
purpose  of  this  Act,  for  it  is  desired, 
whwe  possible,  to  avoid  any  expenditure 
on  -new  buildings.  I  ai^ehsnd  that 
this  system  of  Committees  will  work  in 
this  way— that  whcoratheJjocal  Authori- 
ties decide  to  i^tply  this  Act  in.  regard 
to  any  institution,  that  such  institution 
wiUbe  strongly  repces^tad  on  the  Local 
OommitUe,  whioh  ^irill  -really  oombuia 
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the  repreaentativu  of  the  ratepayers 
and  the  Local  Oommhtee  of  Managers 
for  the  purpose  of  oarrving  out  the 
objects  of  the  teohnioal  sonoot  or  iusti' 
tution.  Where  the  Bill  is  applied  to 
a  Board  or  Voluntary  School  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  erening 
technical  schools  or  olasses,  I  appre- 
hend that  the  managers  of  the  Board 
School  and  Toluntary  school  will  be 
represented  on  the  Local  Oommitlee. 
I  should  like  to  put  in  a  rer;  eoruest 
plea  on  behalf  of  thta  Bill,  if  only 
for  the  enormous  impetus  it  must  girs 
for  the  introduction  of  ereniug  con- 
tinuation schools  and  classes  in  this 
country.  I  believe  that  the  course  of 
instrnclion  which  this  Bill  will  initiate 
will  be  most  popular,  and  that  the 
evening  Bohools  and  classes  in  our  large 
industrial  centres  will  be  of  enormous 
adTontage  to  the  various  schemes  of 
technical  education.  I  know  that  one 
objection  which  will  be  made  to  this 
proposal  is  that  it  does  not  carer  the 
whole  ground,  and  that  it  does  not  deal 
with  technical  education  in  ele- 
mentary schools.  If  bon.  Members 
read  the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Oom- 
missiou  and  the  very  careful  Beport  of 
the  London  School  Board,  they  will 
find  that  the  curriculum  in  those  schools 
is  such  B9  to  leave  very  little  available 
time  for  technical  inetruotion,  and  this 
margin  will  be  still  further  reduced 
by  certain  provisions  of  the  New 
Code,  which  have  been  temporarily 
withdrawn,  but  which  I  hope  will 
come  into  active  operation  next  year. 
One  other  objection,  I  am  aware,  will 
be  raised— that  the  Bill  does  not  make 
the  School  Board  the  Bating  Autboriiy. 
1  am  prepared  to  say  at  once  that  any 
such  proposal  would  be  fatal  to  this  Bill. 
It  would  he  to  again  tread  upon  ground 
which  had  already  proved  so  hazardous 
in  endeavouring  to  promote  the  solntion 
of  this  difficult  and  interesting  question. 
If  the  School  Board  were  to  be  the 
Bating  Authority  under  this  Bill,  some- 
thing like  9,000,000  of  the  population  of 


hope  hon.  Members  oppoute  will  bB 
meroiful  to  us  in  regud  to  it  Ttii« 
question  has  now  been  before  the  Houu 
for  two  years,  and  I  would  rsmiad  tba 
House,  for  example,  thst  we  h&n 
lately  dealt  with  the  question  cf  iatet- 
mediate  education  in  Wales  to  the  salii- 
faction  of  both  sides  of  the  Hoose, 
and.  Sir,  I  would  say  to  hon.  Hembsn 
who  feel  strongly  on  the  qneetioD  of 
School  Boards  that  in  that  Bill  we  have 
introdnced  the  principle  of  a  regalar 
authority  for  educational  purposes  en- 
tirely outside  the  scope  of  the  School 
Boards.  I  will  not  further  detain  the 
House,  and  will  only  commend  the 
measure  to  the  earnest  consideration  of 
the  House  in  tbs  hope  that  it  may  tw 
so  dealt  with  as  to  become  a  souad  snd 
beneficial  a 


»Ma.  DIXON  (Birmingham,  Edgbss- 
ton):  Considering  the  interest  I  hsve 
for  many  years  taken  in  this  question,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  li» 
opportunity  of  stating  the  reasons  why 
I  feel  compelled  to  oppose  this  messure. 

*Me.  SPEAKEB:  Order,  order!  I 
understand  the  boa.  Qentleman  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  and  in  that  case  the 
measure  cannot  be  further  proceeded 
with  at  the  present  moment. 
The  Debate  stood  adjourned. 
Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Hood*} 
next. 

TRUST  FDNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL 

(No.  861.) 
Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

hand-loom:  weavers  (ireland) 

BILL  (No.  16.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

StOTIOJf. 
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tended  to  ahipa  propelled  bj  ateKiu,  and 
M  tbe  pTopelliog-  of  ehipe  bj  electricity 
ia  a  ncT  inTention,  the  terms  of  the 
Hercbsnt  Shipping  Act  of  1854  do  not 
cover  the  caso  of  ihips  propelled  b; 
electricity.  This  is  an  Amendment  that 
is  obriouBly  neoeasary  in  tiie  public 
safety,  and  can,  I  think,  g:ive  rise  to  no 
dispute.  I  have  been,  I  may  mention 
to  your  Lordahipa,  delaying  tbe  pro- 
greaa  of  another  Bill  amending  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act  of  1854— that 
wUcli  beara  the  title  of  "The  Advance 
Notes  to  Seamen  Bill,"  vLioh  has 
already  been  through  a  Qrand  Oom- 
mittee — for  the  purpose  of  putting  the 
clauses  which  are  now  contained  in  that 
Bill  into  this  Bill,  and  thereby  avoiding 
having  two  Bills  amending  the  same 
Act  passing  through  at  the  tame  time. 
I  propose,  if  your  Loidehipa  give  this 
Bill  a  Second  Keading,  to  refer  it  to  the 
Committee  which  deus  with  Bills  relat- 
ing to  law.  I  now  beg  to  move  that 
thia  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  4c. 

POOR  LAW  BILL  (No.  195.) 

SECOND  BEADINO, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 
*LoRD  BALFOUR :  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ahips  to  allow  me  to  move  thia  Bill  on 
behalf  of  the  noble  Lord,  Viscount  Tor- 
rington.  It  is  not  by  any  meansa  long 
Bill  or  one  di£GcuIt  to  understand.  The 
first  clause  has  reference  to  making  cer- 
tain provision  for  the  case  of  children 
who,  having  been  deserted  by  their 
parents,  are  brought  up  at  the  expense 
of  tbe  Guardians  of  tbe  Poor.  At  the 
present  time  there  is  no  sufficient  or 
adequate  protection  for  the  interests  of 
the  children  against  being  handed  over 
to  the  care  of  their  relatives  or  guar- 
dians if  those  relatives  or  guardians  are 
obvioust;r  unfit  to  take  charge  of  them. 
This  Bill  in  no  sense  goes  over 
the  same  ground  as  that  which 
was  the  subject  of  discussion  in  your 
Lordships'  House  a  few  days  ago, 
because  before  this  Bill  takes  effect  it  ia 
a  condition  precedent  that  the  child  con- 
cerned must  be  deserted  by  the  parent.or 
must  have  been  the  subject  of  an  immoral 
osaanlt.  The  object  of  the  first  clause 
of  the  Bill  ia  to  extend  the  legal  pro- 


tection of  the  Quardiansin  thecauof 
boys  until  they  are  16  yean  of  a^,  snd 
in  the  case  of  i^rls  until  they  ue  IS 
yeara  of  age.  There  is  obviona  reuoc, 
in  the  case  ol  girls,  why  the  protection 
should  be  extended  a  year  or  two 
longer  at  that  dangerous  age.  Tciiir 
Lordships  will,  I  think,  see  Uiat  then 
is  no  likelihood  of  the  Gaardisns  b«Dg 
unduly  anxious  to  maintain  the  childrea 
at  the  expense  of  the  rates  if  those  vho 
would  otherwise  have  to  maintain  them 
are  of  sufficient  character  to  disch&^ 
their  duty  ;  but,  if  any  dispute  arises, 
there  are  provisions  in  this'  clanae 
whereby  a  Court  of  Summary  Joriedii:- 
tion  may  decide  between  the  pertiea 
upon  any  case  brought  before  them. 
The  second  clause  of  the  Bill  codifio*, 
and  in  some  respects  simplifies,  tb» 
conditions  under  which  money  can  b» 
borrowed  for  permanent  works  by  Poor 
Law  Authorities,  subject,  of  conne, 
always  to  the  discretion  and  apptoralof 
tbe  Local  Government  Board.  The 
third  clause  of  the  Bill  entitles  the 
Asylums  Board  to  receive  patients  vbo 
are  auffering  from  diphtheria.  Accoii- 
ing  to  the  present  state  of  the  law,  they 
can  receive  patients  suffering  from 
smallpox  or  fever,  and  a  legal  difficult  I 
has  been  raised  as  to  whether  diphtheru  | 
properly  comes  under  the  term  "  lever. 
Another  clause  of  the  Bill  entitles  the 
Asylums  Board  to  let  for  hire  smbn- 
lances  for  taking  patients  who  v^ 
suffering  from  fever  from  one  place  to 
another,  even  although  they  are  not 
going  to  the  bospitala  under  the  Asylmn^ 
Boa^.  It  is  obviously  for  the  pablica^' 
vantage  that  carriages  which  are  nsM  for 
fever  patients  should  be  used  for  no  other 
purpose,  and  the  ratepayers  will  not  be 
in  any  way  put  to  undue  expenfie,  if,  >* 
is  provided  by  thia  Bill,  the  Aijlnmt 
Board  make  reasonable  charges  for  the 
services  which  they  thus  render.  Toe 
Bill  contains  no  other  provisions  then 
those  which  I  have  mentioned,  Bod  1 
ask  your  Lordships  to  read  it  a  esconl  i 
time.  { 

Moved, ' '  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'" 
*LoRD  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  rannot 
pretend  to  know  anything  about  tbi> 
Bill,  which  has  just  come  from  theOoB- 
mons,  but  I  think  the  noble  Lord  shonja 
make  a  little  further  explanation,  j* 
seems  to  me  that  Bille  on  the  same  sub- 
ject are  started  by  different  peT»n>, 
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soniA  (^  GoTemment  and  BOia«  b;  indi- 
▼idasl  philanthropitta    or    theonBta  of 
Tsrioaa  Kinds  in  the  Lower  House,  vhile 
thai   House  is  ocoupied,    or  at    least 
•xoited  bj  more  attraotiTe  subjeota,  and 
pKaaad     with     rery     little     ooanectioo 
or   corraapoiideuoe  one    with    another. 
Hers  is  a  Bill,  the  fint  clause  of  which 
nres  tha  Guardians  power  to  deal  with 
desertad  children,  and  to  take  care  of 
them  tilltheagdof  IGaud  18.     Iteeems 
to  bare  occurred  to  the  noble  Lard  who 
moved  the    Beooad  Heading    that  this 
stands  much  on  the  same  ground  with 
anotliBrBill  now  before  ua,  called  the  Bill 
for  the  Better  Protection  of  Children, 
wbiofa  enables  a  Court  of  Juetioa  to  hand 
over  a  child  abandoned  hy  his  parents 
to  relations  or  to  persons  to  take  charge 
of   it    The  noble  Lord  said  the  two 
Bills  were  distinct,  bacaase  in  the  Bill 
for  the  Better  Frotection  of  GhildrBo, 
or  aa  it  was  first  called  the  "  Cruelty  to 
Children  Prevention  Bill,"  the  condition 
I     preeedant   was    abandonment    b;   the 
poimtt,  whereas  the  condition  precedent 
IB  this  Bill  is  desertion   by   the  parent. 
8o  Ikr  as  there  is  a  difference  between 
abudonment  and   desertion,   I  do  sea 
mis  little  distinction ;  but  it  really  does 
nsm  to  me  that  the  Bills  are  so  much 
o(  the  game  nature  that  they  ought  to 
bs  embodied  in  one  measure.    If  the 
la*  00  a  subject  of  this  sort  is  scattered 
ftbont  in  different  statutes,  it   ia  moat 
(onfnaiog  to  MajijiBtrates.    Moreover,  I 
vobU  uk  the  noble  Lord  whether  the 
Poor  Law   at    this    moment   does  not 
praride  for  Boards  o(  Q-uardians  taking 
ti\ux^  of  deserted  children.    I  would 
alio  ask  the  noble  Lord  what  would 
btanne   of    those    children    of   whom 
4i  Boards  of  Onardians  take  charge, 
tlwD  the^  turn  them  out  of   doora? 
Qsrs  is  no  provision  whatever  for  the 
of   the  children,  or   the  placing 
out  in   industries,  or  the  putting 
—  in  the  way  of  earning  their  liveli- 
hood.   The  method    adopted    by    this 
«U  ia  similar  to  that  which  Is  contained 
*  tbs  other  Bill  before  your  Lordships 
I   ■  tt  thia  moment — namely,  that  if  there  is 
r  ff  i*"^  '"'^  ^  ^».fo  been  a  total  mistake 
\,M  W  Hamstrate    may    hand  the    child 
?!1  yfc  to  his  parents.      That  is  a  very 
ri  yjft  "nj  of   dealing.      But     what 
•  ft«  most    important    is   for  the 
■We  Uifd    tQ    Bay    why    these    two 
™^  «*  incorporated  together  into 


duoed  bj  the  Government  and  the  other 
by  some  philanthropic  individual  in  the 
Lower  House ;  but  they  certainly  deal 
with  the  same  subjsct,  and  there  is  a 
very  great  mischief  in  having  two 
Bills  on   the  same  subject. 

*LoHD  BALFOUR  :  I  can  only  apeak 
again  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House ; 
but  in  answer  to  the  question  the  noble 
Iiord  has  raised,  I  can  assure  him  that 
there  is  really  no  comparison  at  all 
between  this  Bill  and  The  Adoption  of 
Children  Bill  to  which  he  refers.  That 
Bill  is  not  before  Farliament  juat  now, 
having  been  either  withdrawn  Irom  the 
cognisance  of  or  rejected  by  this  House. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  which ;  but  that 
Bill  proceeded  entirely  upon  different 
lines. 

*LoRD  NORTOK :  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon,  but  the  Bill  I  referred 
to  was  intituled  The  Cruelty  to  Chil- 
dren Prevention  Bill,  and  is  now  inti- 
tuled The  Protection  of  Children  Bill. 

*LoRn  BALFOUR:  This  Bill  is 
entirely  different  from  that  one,  and  has 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it,  and  does 
not  cover  the  same  ground.  The  noble 
Lord  is  under  a  misapprehensioQ 
when  he  says  that  the  law  at  the 
present  time  is  adequate.  The  law 
at  the  present  time  is  this:  that  no 
matter  what  has  been  the  condition 
of  the  parent,  no  matter  how  com- 
pletely a  parent  has  deserted  a  child  or 
left  it  to  the  charge  of  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities,  the  parent  can  at  any  time 
come  to  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  and 
claim  that  the  child  shall  be  handed 
over  to  him.  Numerous  instances  occur 
of  this  sort  of  thing  happening  :  a  dis- 
solute parent  absolutely  deserts  his 
child  and  it  is  maintained  for  years  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  at  the  expense 
of  the  ratepayers  ;  aa  soon  as  that  boy 
or  girl  comes  to  be  of  an  age  when  his 
or  her  labour  may  be  of  uso  to  the 
parent,  or  when  in  some  way  or  other 
the  parent  can  make  money  out  of  the 
child,  then  the  parent  comes  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  and  demands  that 
the  child  should  be  restored  to  bim. 
Now,  I  venture  to  think  that  that  is  an 
obviously  wrong  and  unfair  thing 
in  the  interests  of  the  child  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  State.  If  parents 
voluntarily  discharge  themselves  of 
their  obligations,  and  desert  their  chil- 
dren for  a  long  period  of  years,  and  re- 
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fo  make  the  provieion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber still  argues  the  question  of  savings, 
although  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  has  declared  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  believe  that  the  Sovereign  has 
saved  sufficient  to  enable  her  to 
provide  for  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of'  Wales.  With  regard  to 
the  hoD.  Member's  actual  Amendment 
to  reduce  the  amount  to  be  paid  to 
£21,000,  the  hon.  Member  first  objects 
to  the  form  in  which  we  propose  to  deal 
with  the  £36,000 ;  he  wishes  it  to  be 
allocated  by  Parliament  in  certain  fixed 
proportions.  He  desires  that  so  many 
twelfths  shall  be  allotted  by  Parliament 
to  the  sons  and  so  many  to  the  daughters. 
But  the  hon.  Member  not  only  voted, 
but  told  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  who  strongly  contended 
that  Parliament  should  not  interfere  at 
all,  and  that  the  whole  matter  should  be 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Prince  of  Wales. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member  entirely  discards 
the  view  which  he  previously  voted 
for,  and  contends  that  Parliament  should 
retain  the  matter  in  its  own  hands.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  £36,000 is  a  great 
deal  too  much  to  grant,  and  suggests 
that  we  should  grant  £21,000.  He  would 
prefer,  however,  to  deal  only  with  the 
present  emergency,  and  to  give  £13,009 
—namely,  £10,000  to  Prince  Albert 
Victor  and  £3,000  to  the  Princess  Louise 
of  Wales,  leaving  the  provision  for  other 
children  to  be  settled  hereafter.  He 
thinks  it  is  a  gratuitous  piece  of 
profligacy  on  the  part  of  the  Govern 
ment  when  they  ask  for  £36,000. 
Yes ;  but  we  have  been  accused  of 
ahabbiness  because  we  departed  from  our 
original  proposition.  Now,  what  are 
the  facts  ?  What  we  propose  to  grant 
is  a  sum  which,  properly  arrsinged,  will 
provide  adequate  incomes  for  the 
ohildren  of  His  Boyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  say  this  sum  of 
£36,000  is  far  in  excess  of  the  original 
proposition,  and,  therefore,  ought  not 
to  be  adopted  by  zealous  guardians  of 
the  Public  Purse.  But  hon.  Members 
are  in  error.  The  hon.  Member  thinks 
it  would  be  better  for  Parliament  to 
keep  the  matter  in  its  own  hands,  and 
he  says  this  Bill  is  against  precedent;  but 
a  Committee  was  appointed  to  lay  down 
the  principle  upon  which  these  (Grants 
ehould  be  made  in  future,  and  the  Oom* 
mittee  reported  that,  in  order  to  avoid 
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repeated  applications  to  Parliament  and 
all  the^e  painful  Debates,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  make  one  arrangement  with 
the  Prince  of  Wales  which  ahould  last 
during  the  present  reign,  and  to  give 
him  a  certain  sum  to  provide  for  all  lus 
ohildren,  so  that  when  once  that  matter 
was  settled  by  Parliament  further  appli- 
cations would  be  unnecessary.  It  is  a 
question  for  the  House  to  decide  whether 
a  lump  sum  of  £36,000  a  year  to  eover 
provision  for  all  the  Prince's  children  is 
a  fair  equivalent  for  the  offer  which 
was  originally  made.  £21,000  would 
be  as  a  permanent  arrangement  far 
below  the  mark,  and  would  not  supply 
those  annuities  which  the  hon.  Membcv 
himself  is  not  unprepared  to  give. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  asks  how  is  the 
matter  to  be  arranged,  and  whether 
there  are  to  be  accumulations?  The 
general  principle  of  the  plan  is  that 
instead  of  giving  a  varying  amonnt, 
which  might  rise  to  £49,000  a  year,  Par^ 
liament  shall  give  a  permanent  Grant 
of  £36,000  to  meet  ail  contingencies. 
In  the  first  year  the  whole  of  the 
£36,000  will  not  be  required.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  asks,  will  the  balance 
be  paid  over  to  His  Hoyal  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Wales  ?  Certainly  not  It  will 
be  held  by  the  Trustees  and  invested, 
and  form  the  basis  of  annuities,  and 
the  basis  of  dowries  for  Princesses,  or 
other  allowances.  The  calculation  is 
that  this  sum  of  £36,000,  if  fairly 
invested  during  the  present  reign,  will 
provide  for  all  the  children  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales.  The  suggestion  is  one  which 
the  Government  adopted  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  but  for  which  we  do  not^wiah  to 
make  lum  specially  responsible^  for  it 
appears  to  us,  as  it  appeared  to  him, 
that  it  is  an  equitable  arrangement 
which  wiU  save  much  trouble  to  Parlia- 
ment and  much  friction,  <and  which  will 
prevent  these  unseemly  questiona  aris- 
ing between  the  Grown  and  the 
Commons. 

«MB.CnNINGH  AME  GEAHAM(Iian- 
ark,  N.W.):  In  rising  to  support  Uie 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, I  must  take  exception  to  the 
phrase  several  times  used  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  He  deprecated 
these  '<  unseemly  and  painful "  Debates. 
What,  I  should  like  to  know,  is  there 
of  a  painful  nature  connected  with  these 
discussions  ?    Laying  aside  all  oant|  so 
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far  as  it  is   possible  to  do  so  ia  any 
aaaembly  of  men,  I  try  to  look  at  the 
quesiioii.oii  its  own  merits^  and  I  think 
uie   word  "  painful ''  does  not  at  all 
apply  to  this  question.    The  Kings  and 
Queens  of  this  country  are  not  King^ 
and  Queens  in  the  ordinary  sense.  They 
are  the  creatures  of  Parliament.    Par- 
liament  placed  them  on  the  Throne,  and 
has  from  the  beginning  regulated  the 
amount  of  money  which  they  are  to 
take  from  the  country;  and  in  an  ex- 
treme case,  I  presume  that  Parliament 
oould  unmake  them  altogether.    I  am, 
therefore,  unable  to  understand  the  intro- 
duction of  the  phrase  as  applied  to  the 
disoussion  of  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Qrant  should  be  £36,000  or  £21,000. 
I  do  not  intervene,  as  the  House  well 
knows,  for  the  purpose  of  wasting  time. 
I  must  say  that  this  question  of  whether 
we  should  give  a  few  thousands  more  or 
less  to  the  grandchildren  of  the  Queen 
is  not  to  my  mind  a  question  of  yery 
great  importance.     I  do  not  think  the 
British  exchequer    will  suffer  greatly 
from  the  Grant  of   £15,000  more  or 
less;  but,   I  do  hold  again,   in  direct 
opposition  to    the    Chancellor    of  the 
^chequer,  that,  rightly  or  wrongly,  the 
working  classes  of  the  country  take  a 
very    great    interest   in  this  question. 
The    Ohancellor    of     the    Exchequer 
does    not,    I    think,    include    a  large 
number    of    the   working   classes    in 
his  constituency ;  but  I  think  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  the  working  classes 
generally  are  not  averse  to  these  Ghrants 
in  principle.     Well,  it  is  a  very  curious 
thing  if  that  is  so,  seeing  the  attitude  that 
has  been  taken  by  so  many  of  my  hon. 
Friends  who  are  undoubted  representa- 
tives of  working  class  constituencies.    I 
appeal  to  them,  and  they  can  testify  to  the 
undoubted  feeling  of  the  working  classes 
against  the   whole    principle  of  these 
Chants.     For   further  corroboration  I 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  the  votes  of 
confidence  received  by  the  hou.  Member 
for  the  Bhondda  Division  (Mr.  Abra- 
ham), and  he  has  spoken  in  this  House 
on  this  subject  in  the  name  of  his  con- 
stituents.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer disavows  very  strongly  all  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bhondda  haasaid ; 
but  I  do  not  admit  his  claim  to  be  a 
better  exponent  of  the  wishes  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  United  Kingdom 
'than  the  hon.  Member  of  the  miners  of 


Wales.  However,  leaving  this  aside, 
and  coming  more  to  what  I  have  alleged 
before,  that,  rightly  or  wrongly,  there 
is  a  strong  feeling  against  these  Grants, 
I  may  say  we  have  often  seen  millions 
voted  with  more  celerity  than  this  sum 
will  be  granted,  and  I  attribute  this  to 
the  fact,  and  I  know  that  it  is  a  point 
of  view  in  which  I  shall  not  get 
many  Members  to  agree  with  me — ^I 
attribute  it  to  the  fact  that  large  bodies 
of  the  working  classes  of  the  king- 
dom have  got  to  dissociate  themselves 
from  these  demands  for  ironclads,  for 
armies,  or  for  official  expenditure ;  their 
interests  do  not  seem  to  be  touched  by 
these  matters,  but  this  question  some* 
how  seems  to  them  of  great  importance. 
Their  attention  is  much  directed  to  it, 
and  undoubtedly  in  almost  every  part  of 
the  kingdom  very  strong  expressions  of 
opinion  have  been  given  in  regard  to  it. 
Some  very  memorable  words  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  reference  to  this 
subject ;  so  memorable  that  I  venture 
to  trouble  the  House  with  a  repetition  of 
them,  for  it  almost  seemed  as  if  a  revela- 
tion had  descended  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  a  revelation  that  I,  for  one, 
hail  with  exceeding  joy,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  confirmed  and  pressed  inside 
and  outside  the  House.  The  broad 
difference,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  between  members  of  the  Royal 
Family  and  other  men  of  gigantic 
wealth,  is  that  while  in  the  case  of  the 
Hoyal  Family  large  means  are  asso- 
ciated and  even  tied  to  the  discharge  of 
public  duties,  in  the  case  of  other 
wealthy  men  in  the  country,  they  are 
under  no  such  obligation  except  to  their 
own  consciences.  Very  memorable  words 
for  an  ex*  Prime  Minister ;  vt^ry  memora* 
ble  words  from  the  Leader  of  the  popular 
Paity.  I,  for  one,  never  have  attacked 
the  Queen  or  any  Member  of  the  Boyal 
Family  outside  the  House,  and  I  do  not 
come  here,  therefore,  with  any  nauseous 
pretensions  of  sham  loyalty. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Question 
is  that  £36,000  stand  part  of  the  clause. 
♦Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
Certainly,  Sir,  I  bow  to  your  reminder. 
The  question  is  whether  we  shall  grant 
the  smaller  or  the  larger  sum  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Royal  State  and  the 
performance  of  their  duties.  I  was 
about  to  urge,  and  I  hope  I  shall  not 
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Inspector  supported  by  Fagan's  solicitor 
accordingly  applied  that  this  case  should 
likewise  be  adjourned.  The  Magistrates 
sitting  on  the  Bench  unanimously 
granted  it.  There  is  no  foundation  for 
the  allegation  contained  in  the  second 
paragraph. 

COLOUR  BLINDNESS  AMONG  SEA^IEN. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it  is  the 
case,  as  recently  stated  in  the  Dailt/ 
^ew9,  that  Qoyernment  have  appointed 
a  Departmental  Committee  to  investigate 
the  subject  of  colour  blindness  among 
the  seamen  of  the  Mercantile  Marine ; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  before  the  end  of 
this  Session  ? 

*The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
referred  the  subject  of  colour  blindness 
among  seamen  to  a  Departmental  (}om- 
mittee,  which  will  have  scientific  assist- 
ance in  its  inquiries  into  the  matter.  It 
will  not  be  possible  for  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  before  the  end  of  this  Ses- 
sion. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity next  Session  of  calling  attention 
±0  this  question,  and  to  one  or  two  other 
important  questions  connected  with  the 
Mercantile  Marine. 

'MR.  CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  jet  seen 
the  reports  in  the  Cork  and  Kerry  papers 
of  the  proceedings  at  Killamey  Court- 
house whilst  a  case  was  at  hearing, 
during  which  Mr.  Moriarty,  the  defen- 
dant's solicitor,  was  turned  out  of  Court 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  Resident  Magis- 
trate ;  if  he  will  state  whether  District 
Inspector  Gray  had  any  right  to  inter- 
pose a  statement  as  to  what  a  policeman 
told  him,  before  the  defendant  s  solicitor 
%Ad  finished  with  the  witness ;  whether 
'the  latter  was  right  in  objecting  to  the 
Inspector  doing  so ;  was  Mr.  Roche,  the 
Magistrate,  right  in  preventing  Mr. 
<MoTiarty  from  making  this  objection; 
ttttd,  im  view  of  th«  eir«amsftafN««  of  the 

Mr,  J.  ./,  Bal/our 


case,  will  he  order  full  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  whole  proceedings? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  news- 
papers  do  not»  I  understand,  contain  a 
full  report  of  these  proceedings.  There 
were  two  solicitors  for  the  defence— Mr. 
Colles  and  Mr.  Moriarty.  The  witness 
was  at  the  time  of  the  incident  not  in 
the  hands  of  either  of  these  solicitors, 
but  in  the  hands  of  the  District  Inspector 
who  was  prosecuting.  The  District  In- 
spector was  obliged  to  state  his  reasons 
for  requesting  that  the  witness's  words 
should  be  taban  down  terhatim,  and  was 
proceeding  to  do  so,  when  Mr.  Moriarty 
interrupted  him  in  a  most  violent  manner, 
and  continued  to  do  so,  although  warned 
by  the  presiding  Magistrate  that  the 
District  Inspector  was  addressing  the 
Court,  and  was  perfectly  in  order.  Mr. 
Moriarty  defied  the  order  of  the  Oourt; 
and  was  accordingly  removed. 

Me.  FLYNN :  Was  not  Mr.  Moriarty 
within  his  legal  right  in  objecting  to 
the  District  Inspector  interposing  a 
statement  during  the  examination  of  a 
witness  r 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Moriwty 
may  have  been  justified  in  making 
observations  upon  the  action  of  the 
District  Inspector,  but  what  he  was  not 
justified  in  doing  was,  when  the  Court 
ruled  that  the  Inspector  was  in  order, 
in  persisting  in  violently  interrupting 
the  proceedings. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  w  a 
magistrate  of  •*  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  experience  the  Lord  Lieutenant  w 
satisfied 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes.  Sir; 
that  is  60. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Captain  Stackpool  paid  an  un- 
expected visit  to  Lincoln  Barracks  ob 
17th  July,  and  when  the  contractor 
brought  the  meat  into  barracks  exam- 
ined and  condemned  it ;  what  was  tw 
name  of  the  contractor  and  the  prie« 
per  pound  of  the  meat ;  what  penaltf  m 
inflicted  on  the  contractor  in  suchcasee; 
and  whether,  a  contractor  having  undw- 
taken  to  supply  good  meat  at  a  certain 
price,  the  authorities  have  the  poww, 
and  exercise  it,  to  purch«se  meat  of  th« 
proper  quality  and  charge  him  with  tt« 
oSffweBo^  ( 


153  Trinet  of  WalnU        {August  1,  1889} 


Children  Bill. 


154 


for  £40,000,  than  the  Gh>Temineiit  at 
once  threw  oyer  all  their  caloalations 
and  said  "  Yes,  by  all  means  let  us  make 
it  £36,000  "—a  figure  for  which  I  am 
bound  to  say  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  adduced  no  sort 
of  reason,  and  if  he  had  I  should  have 
advanced  reasons  for  a  further  reduction. 
Now,  I  take  this  sum  of  £21,000,  and  I 
find  it  would  enable  the  Prince  to  give 
his  eldest  son  £10,000  a  year,  his  second 
son  £5,000  a  year,  and  liis  daughters 
£2,000  a  year,  which  woald  be  very  hand- 
some incomes  for  them  all.  We  live  in 
an  age  when  the  worship  of  the  Golden 
Calf  is  getting  daily  more  scandalous. 
We  have  all  sorts  of  Nitrate  kings  and 
men  who  have  become  rich — Heaven 
knows  how — becoming  the  darling^  of 
Society.  \  Interf^iion.']  Have  hon. 
Gentlemen  got  shares  in  the  Nitrate  king- 
dom ?  These  people  raise  the  level  of 
expenditure,  spread  abroad  their  wealth, 
and  get  somebody  to  invite  people 
to  thmr  entertainments.  [^InterrupUon\ 
Criet  of  *'  Question."]  I  know  how  the 
Nitrate  shares  were  aivided.  But  these 
worshippers  of  the  Golden  Calf  are 
persons  with  whom  I  have  no  sort  of 
sympathy.  I  think  we  might  take  this 
opportunity  of  establishing  the  principle 
that  there  is  a  family  for  whom  we 
entertain  great  respect,  and  it  is  not 
neceesaxy  to  oommand  that  respect  that 
they  should  be  excessively  rich.  I  was 
reading  the  other  day  some  letters  of 
Sir  WiUiam.Temple.  [*•  Divide!"]  I 
may  tell  the  hon.  Member  opposite  that 
Sir  W.  Temple  was  a  ffentleman  who 
lived  in  the  time  of  Chanes  II.,  and  he 
was  sent  over  by  Charles  as  Ambassador 
to  Holland.  In  one  of  his  letters  he  men- 
tions that  he  went  to  visit  the  Grand 
Pensionaiy  of  Holland.  [*'  Question !  "1 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  *^  Question  I '' 
How  can  I  cope  with  such  ignorance  as 
that  ?  I  do  not  profess  to  be  among 
the  Gods,  but  the  non.  Member  remin<£ 
me  of  what  Goethe  says:  "Against 
stupidity  the  Gods  fight  in  vain."  But 
to  return  to  my  Grand  Pensionaiy.  Sir 
W.  Temple  called  upon  the  Grand 
Pensionary,  and  found  him  living  upon 
the  third  storey  with  a  single  maid  to 
look  after  him  and  open  his  door.  Sir 
W.  Temple  contrasted  the  dignity  and 
real  importance  of  the  Grand  Pensionary 
living  like  that  with  the  tinsel,  gaud, 
and  wretched  position  in  Europe  of  his 
own  master  Charles   II.    I    cite    this 


instance  to  show  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  endow  heads  of  families  or  of 
States  with  large  possessions  in  order 
that  they  may  be  regarded  with  respect. 
I  think  the  sum  proposed  by  the  non. 
Member  for  Sunderland  is  amply  suffi- 
cient for  Boyalty  to  live  not  only  in 
decent  comfort  but  with  reasonable 
splendour,  and  I  shall  support  the  pro- 
posal. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  201 ; 
Noes  62.— (Div.  List,  No.  271.) 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  now  wish  to 
insert  at  the  end  of  this  clause  words 
which  provide  practically  that  if  any 
son  of  the  Prince  of  WsJes  is  in  receipt 
of  aoy  salary  or  emolument  attached  to 
any  office,  place,  or  employment  under 
the  Crown,  the  amount  so  received  shall 
be  deducted  from  the  annual  amount 
now  granted.  I  regret  to  see  that  those 
two  Kilkenny  cats  of  Unionism — ^the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington — are  not 
present,  because  I  believe  that  both  of 
them  would  have  been  anxious  and 
eager  to  support  this  particular  Amend- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  has  been  lecturing  about 
the  country,  and  has  been  prating  a  g^od 
deal  about  economy,  while  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  claimed  to  be  an  old 
Badical,  and  to  have  inherited  in  some 
special  way  the  mantles  both  of  Cobden 
and  Bright. 

An  hon.  Msmbbb  :  He  is  here. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  Oh!  very  well. 
Then  I  have  no  doubt  I  shall  have  his 
support,  because  this  happens  to  be  an 
Amendment  of  Mr.  Bright's.  In  1850, 
as  the  Committee  will  no  doubt  remem- 
ber, there  was  a  proposal  made  to  grant 
a  sum  of  £12,000  per  annum  to  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  and  on  that  occasion  Mr. 
Bright  put  down  an  Amendment  which 
I  have  taken  for  my  model,  and  it  is 
practically  the  same  as  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name.  Mr.  Bright 
said  this — 

*<  Let  UB  at  least  arrange  that  this  annuity  of 
£12,000  shall  be  all  that  the  Duke  shall  reoeive 
in  all  ciroumstanoee.  Many  persons  in  receipt 
of  pensions  have  allowed  them  to  be  merged  in. 
the  salaries  of  their  offices,  and  whv  should  not 
this  principle  be  applied  to  the  Duke  of  0am* 
I  bridge?" 
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Now  His  Boyal  Higbnees  has  occupied 
places,  the  emoluments  of  which  have 
been  added  to  the  £12,000  per  annum, 
and  he  has  been  pennitted  as  a  Royal 
Prince  to  draw  large  official  salaries. 
The  same  rale  has  been  followed  in  the 
case  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  who  is  now 
colonel  of  a  regiment  for  which  he  re- 
ceives £1 ,500  per  annum.  The  Duke  of 
Oonnaught,  too,  enjoys  a  high  position 
in  the  Army,  while  the  Duke  of  Edin- 
burgh has  a  high  position  in  the  Navy, 
and  both  receive  large  salaries.  It  seems 
to  me  that  while  we  hold  that  the 
Princes  of  the  Eoyal  Family  should 
have  some  adequate  provision  made  for 
them,  we  are  not  prepared  to  say  that 
they  should  do  nothing  for  it.  I  believe 
that  they  are  anxious  to  do  something 
for  the  lar^e  sums  which  they  receive, 
and  the  object  of  my  Amendment  is  to 
recognise  that  desire  on  their  part,  and 
to  provide  that  in  the  case  of  tlieir  occu- 
pying some  place  of  emolument,  the 
emolument  they  receive  shall  be 
merged  in  the  amount  of  the  annuity 
voted  for  them.  As  I  have  said  before, 
I  have  the  authority  of  Mr.  Bright  for 
this  Amendment.  We  are  told  that  we  are 
getting  more  democratic  every  day.  Do 
not  let  us  go  back,  and  do  not  let  us  be 
behind  the  Parliament  of  1 850.  At  that 
time  there  was  only  a  majority  of  59 
against  the  proposal  of  Mr.  Bright,  and 
I  do  trust  that  this  Committee,  by 
the  vote  which  it  is  about  to  give,  will 
agree  that  this  is  a  fair  and  reasonable 
proposal  which  I  am  making. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
8,  after  the  word  "  preserve,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

'^  Provided  that,  in  case  any  son  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  shall  at  any 
time  he  in  receipt  of  any  sum  or  sums  of  money 
hy  way  of  salary  or  emolument  attached  to  any 
office,  place,  or  employment  he  may  hold  under 
the  Crown,  the  whole  amount  of  such  sum  or 
sums  so  received  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
annual  amount  now  granted,  so  long  as  the 
said  salary  or  emolument  shall  he  enjoyed."— 
{Mr,  Ltibcfuehire.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  only'say 
a  very  few  words  in  respect  to  this 
Amendment.  It  will  be  UM  by  the 
House  and  the  country  that  it  is  very 
much  to  the  t  advantage  of  the  House 
and  the  nation  that  the  Boyal-  Princes 
should  be  employed  in  the  Public  Ser- 

16r.  L0houeh$r» 


vice,  and  they  should  be  paid  those  soms 
which  are  befitting  for  the  posts  they 
occupy,  and  vhich,  so  far  as  I  know, 
very  rarely  exceed  the  expense  to  whieh 
officers  are  put  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.  No  greater  misfortune  oould 
happen  to  the  country  than  that  these 
Princes  should  be  iadoced,  from  any 
influence  brought  to  bear  on  them,  not 
to  accept  employment  in  the  Public  8er- 
vice,  because  such  employment  qualifies 
them  for  the  higher  and  more  important 
duties  which  devolve  upon  them  later  in 
life. 

Mb.  STOHEY  :  Even  supposing  it  is 
desirable  that  the  Princes  would 
enter  the  Public  Service,  why  should 
they  be  treated  differently  from  other 
public  servants  ?  If  they  take  the  pay 
attached  to  an  office  they  ought  to  give 
up  their  pensions,  in  the  same  way  as 
Ministers  and  other  persons  are  required 
to  do  in  the  like  case.  But  I  join  issue 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
say  that,  so  far  from  being  advanta- 

feous,  it  cannot  but  be  of  great 
isadvantage  that  those  Princes  should 
enter  the  Public  Service.  We  have  seen 
one  Royal  Prince  after  another  entering 
the  Public  Serrice,  and  instead  of 
attaining,  after  years  of  great  anxiety 
and  labour,  the  position  which  other 
men  attain  in  that  way,  they  are 
pitched  into  positions  far  above  their 
deserts,  without  any  advantage  to  the 
country.  I  am  not  afraid  to  give  in- 
stancee.  Who  believes  that  the  Duke 
of  Edinburgh,  if  he  had  been  anybody 
else  but  a  ^yal  Duke,  would  have  been 
made  an  Admiral  at  the  time  he  ob- 
tained that  rank  ?  Who  believes  that 
the  Duke  of  Oonnaught,  for  serving  in 
the  second  line  at  Tel-el-Kebir,  would 
have  been,  specially  thanked  by  Parlia- 
ment if  he  had  not  been  the  Duke  of 
Oonnaught?  For  winning  the  paltry 
action  of  Tel-el-Kebirni^e  General  Offi- 
cers were  thanked,  about  as  many  as 
were  thanked  for  winning  the  Battle  of 
Waterloo.  The  Duke  of  Oonnaught 
has  since  received  one  of  the  principal 
commands  in  India  at  a  salary  of  about 
£5,000  a  year  and  huge  perquisites, 
thereby  getting  a  position  which  «ught 
to  have  been  filled  by  some  'worthy 
veteran ;  and  it  may  betbat  even  iathis 
House  there  are  worthy  veteram  >w4io 
are  suffering  from  the  injustioe  of  ^s 
system.  If  the  wholesome  rule  that  th^ 
pension  should  be  deducted  from  the 


167 


Tsehnicai 


{AuQVBT  1,  1889} 


Insit  u^iion.  BiiL 


158 


salaiy  had  operated  in  the  case  of  His 
Boyid  Highness  the  preseniOommander- 
in^Ohief  ofthe  Army  at  home  we  should 
lone  ago  have  had  a  change  that  is 
deamhle  from  many  points  of  view.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  addition  of  Boyal 
personages  to  the  great  Services  of  the 
country  has  ever  been  of  any  use  to  the 
oonnftry,  but  it  has  many  a  time  been 
productive  of  the  greatest  harm.  £, 
therefore,  beg  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  Oommittee  divided : — ^Ayes  54  ; 
Noes  188.-(Div.  list,  No.  272.) 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Ohair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to- morrow. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  [EXPENSES]. 

Besolation  reported^ 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathoiiae  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  prorided  by  P&rha- 
ment,  of  all  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  in- 
enrred  by  the  Postmaster  General  in  carrying 
into  effect  any  Act  of  the  jsresent  Session,  to 
anthorise  the  transfer  of  the  site  of  the  Gold- 
bath  Fields  Prison,  in  the  Coanty  of  Middlesex, 
to  Her  Hajescy's  Postmaster  General." 

Sesolution  agreed  to. 

MABBIAGES  (BA8UT0LAND,  &c.)   BILL 
[LORDS].     (No.  852.) 

As  amended,  considered ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  to-morrow. 

TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prdposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dykb,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  Sir,  I  hope  the  House  will 
pardon  me  for  saying  a  few  words  in 
moving  the  Second  Beading  of  this  Bill. 
It  deals  with  a  question  the  importance 
of  whidi  is  {^It  in  every  quarter  pf  the 
House  and  ill  -  all  the  indiistrialHoezitres. 
of  this  country.  We  ha:ve  Quh  ta  look 
at  tbenonifioeBt.giito  of  the  \My  Com- 
panies in  furtherance  of  technical 
ednoatioikaBdHhe  enonBOBs  efforts  that 
hare  been  made  in  furtherance  of  that 
pbject,  to  see  the  vast  interest  which  is 


felt  in  the  subject.  This  BiU  is  the 
outcome  of  the  efforts  to  solve 
difficulties  at  which  we  have  been 
labouring  for  two  years,  and  it  is  because 
we  have  failed  tooreconcile  the  interests 
of  Board  and  Voluntary  Schools  that  I 
propose  the  Bill  in  its  preseut  form. 
The  Bill  is  simple  in  its  character,  and 
is  to  give  the  Local  Authority  power  to 
rate  for  the  purpose  of  technical  educa-> 
tion.  The  Local  Authorities  will  be  the 
County  Councils,  the  Borough  Councils, 
and  Urban  and  Bural  Sanitary  Authori- 
ties- It  also  provides  two  Umitationa 
which  hoa.  Members  will  observe  in  the 
early  part  of  the  Bill.  The  first  limit 
is  in  regard  to  pupils  receiving  instruc* 
tion  in  the  obligatory  and  standard 
subjects  in  elementary  and  primary 
schools,  and  the  other  has  reference 
to  the  maximum  rate  which  may 
be  levied  under  it.  I  do  beg  hon. 
Members  to  remember  that  on  my 
side  of  the  House,  at  all  events, 
I  there  is  very  grave  objection  indeed 
to  increasinic  local  burdens.  For  my- 
self, I  believe,  having  sMidied  the 
question,  that  an  enormous  amount  of 
good  will  be  done  under  this  Bill  in 
furthering  technical  education,  if  only 
to  the  extent  of  a  penny  rate.-  There  is 
an  important  proviso  in  Clause  81,  which 
provides  that  the  Local  Authority  may 
appoint  a  Committee  for  the  purpose  of 
working  out  this  plan.  The  Committee 
is  to  consist  wholly  or  partly  of  members 
of  the  Local  Authority.  Of  course,  it 
is  right  that  this  Local  Authority  should 
be  represented  in  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  ;  but  it  is  hoped,  if  this  Bill 
become  law,  that  this  Local  Committee 
will  also  be  composed  of  members  who 
are  strongly  interested  in  technical 
education  m  our  industrial  centres  and 
large  towns.  This  Local  Committee 
would  be  also  empowered  to  appoint 
sub  or  minor  Committees  to  carry  out 
all  the  purposes  of  the  Act ;  that  is  to 
sayi  where  the  Local  Authority  deddes 
to.  take  over  any  existing  schools,  or 
institutions,  or  science  schools  for  the 
purpose  of  this  Act,  for  it  is  desired, 
whOTe  possible,  to  avoid  any  expenditure 
on  Jiew  buildings.  I  ai^ehen4  that 
this  system  of  Committees  will  work  in 
tlus  way— that  wheretheXocal  Authori- 
ties decide  to  apply  this  Act  in.  regard 
to  any  institution,  that  such  institution 
will  be  strongly  repses^tad  on  the  Local 
Committee^  which  will  .really  oombine 
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the  representatiyes  of  the  ratepayers 
and  the  Local  Oommittee  of  Managers 
for  the  purpose  of  carryiog  out  the 
objects  of  the  technical  school  or  insti- 
tution. Where  the  Bill  is  applied  to 
a  Board  or  Voluntary  School  for 
the  purpose  of  establishing  evening 
technical  schools  or  classes,  I  appre- 
hend that  the  managers  of  the  Board 
School  and  Toluntary  school  will  be 
represented  on  the  Local  Oommittee. 
I  should  like  to  put  in  a  yery  earnest 
plea  on  behalf  of  this  Bill,  if  only 
K>r  the  enormous  impetus  it  must  giye 
for  the  introduction  of  eyening  con- 
tinuation schools  and  classes  in  this 
country.  I  belieye  that  the  course  of 
instruction  which  this  Bill  will  initiate 
will  be  most  popular,  and  that  the 
evening  schools  and  classes  in  our  large 
industrial  centres  will  be  of  enormous 
advantage  to  the  various  schemes  of 
technical  education.  I  know  that  one 
objection  which  will  be  made  to  this 
proposal  is  that  it  does  not  cover  the 
whole  ground,  and  that  it  does  not  deal 
with  technical  education  in  ele- 
mentary schools.  If  hon.  Members 
read  the  Heport  of  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission  and  the  very  careful  Beport  of 
the  London  School  Board,  they  will 
find  that  the  curriculum  in  those  schools 
is  such  as  to  leave  very  little  available 
time  for  technical  instruction,  and  this 
margin  will  be  still  further  reduced 
by  certain  provisions  of  the  New 
Code,  which  have  been  temporarily 
withdrawn,  but  which  I  hope  will 
come  into  active  operation  next  year. 
One  other  objection,  I  am  aware,  will 
be  raised— that  the  Bill  does  not  make 
the  School  Board  the  Hating  Authority. 
I  am  prepared  to  say  at  once  that  any 
such  proposal  would  be  fatal  to  this  Bill. 
It  would  be  to  again  tread  upon  ground 
which  had  already  proved  so  hazardous 
in  endeavouring  to  promote  the  solution 
of  this  difficult  and  interesting  question. 
If  the  School  Board  were  to  be  the 
Bating  Authority  under  this  Bill,  some- 
thing like  9,000,000  of  the  population  of 
England  and  Wales,  wno  are  not 
represented  at  all  upon  the  School 
Boards,*  would  be  shut  out  at  once  from 
the  scope  of  the  BiU.  I  am  not  going 
to  detain  the  House  longer.  I  deeply 
regret  that  the  time  at  my  disposal  is 
so  short,  and  that  I  can  do  so  little 
justice  to  the  subject.  But,  as  regards 
this  question  of  the  School  Board,  I 

i^ir  W.  UmiDyhe 


hope  hon.  Members  opposite  will  bo 
merciful  to  us  in  regaid  to  it  This 
question  has  now  been  before  the  House 
for  two  years,  and  I  would  remind  the 
House,  for  example,  that  we  hsTe 
lately  dealt  with  the  question  of  inter- 
mediate education  in  Wales  to  the  satis- 
faction of  both  sides  of  the  House, 
and,  Sir,  I  would  say  to  hon.  Members 
who  feel  strongly  on  the  question  of 
School  Boards  that  in  that  Bill  we  hare 
introduced  the  principle  of  a  regular 
authority  for  educational  purposes  en- 
tirely outside  the  scope  of  the  School 
Boards.  I  will  not  further  detain  the 
House,  and  will  only  commend  the 
measure  to  the  earnest  consideration  of 
the  House  in  the  hope  that  it  may  be 
so  dealt  with  as  to  become  a  sound  and 
beneficial  measure. 

♦Mb.  DIXON  (Birmingham,  Bdgbas- 
ton) :  Oonsidering  the  interest  I  have 
for  many  years  taken  in  this  question,  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  the 
opportunity  of  stating  the  reasons  whj 
I  feel  compelled  to  oppose  this  measure. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
understand  the  hon.  Gentleman  \o 
oppose  the  Bill,  and  in  that  case  the 
measure  cannot  be  further  proceeded 
with  at  the  present  moment. 

The  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 

TRUST  FUNDS  INVESTMENT  BILL 

(No.  361.) 

Lords  Amendments  agreed  to. 

HAND.LOOM  WEAVERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL  (Ko.  15.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MOTION. 


COUNTY   OOUBTS   ACT   (1888)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  MoUon  of  Mr.  Neville.  UUl  to  amend 
**  The  County  Courts  Act,  188K,"  ordered  to  w 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Neville,  Mr.  Wanning:toD, 
and  Mr.  Atherley -Jones.  ., 

BUI  presented  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  362.J 

House  adjouniel  at  twenty-fi|^^ 
minutes  after  Twelve  o'clock- 
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some  by  OoTemment  and  some  by  indi- 
vidual philanthropists  or  theorists  of 
varioas  Kinds  in  the  Lower  House,  while 
that  House  is  ocoupied,  or  at  least 
excited  by  more  attractive  subjects,  and 
passed  with  very  little  connection 
or  correspondence  one  with  another. 
Here  is  a  Bill,  the  firnt  clause  of  which 
gives  the  Guardians  power  to  deal  with 
deserted  children,  and  to  take  care  of 
them  till  the  age  of  1 6  and  18.  It  seems 
to  have  occurred  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
moved  the  Second  Reading  that  this 
stands  much  on  the  same  ground  with 
another  Bill  now  before  us,  called  the  Bill 
for  the  Better  Protection  of  Children, 
which  enables  a  Court  of  Justice  to  hand 
over  a  child  abandoned  by  his  parents 
to  relations  or  to  persons  to  take  charge 
of  it.  The  noble  Lord  said  the  two 
Bills  were  distinct,  because  in  the  Bill 
for  the  Better  Protection  of  Children, 
or  as  it  was  first  called  the  ''  Cruelty  to 
Children  Prevention  Bill,"  the  condition 
precedent  was  abandonment  by  the 
parent,  whereas  the  condition  precedent 
in  this  Bill  is  desertion  by  the  parent. 
So  far  as  there  is  a  difference  between 
abandonment  and  desertion,  I  do  see 
some  little  distinction ;  but  it  really  does 
seem  to  me  that  the  Bills  are  so  much 
of  the  same  nature  that  they  ought  to 
be  embodied  in  one  measure.  If  the 
law  on  a  subject  of  this  sort  is  scattered 
about  in  different  statutes,  it  is  most 
confusing  to  Magistrates.  Moreover,  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  the 
Poor  Law  at  this  moment  does  not 
provide  for  Boards  of  Guardians  taking 
charge  of  deserted  children.  I  would 
also  ask  the  noble  Lord  what  would 
become  of  those  children  of  whom 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  take  charge, 
when  they  turn  them  out  of  doors? 
There  is  no  provision  whatever  for  the 
care  of  the  children,  or  the  placing 
them  out  in  industries,  or  the  putting 
them  in  the  way  of  earning  their  liveli- 
hood. The  method  adopted  by  this 
Bill  is  similar  to  that  which  is  contained 
in  the  other  Bill  before  your  Lordships 
at  this  moment— namely,  that  if  there  is 
found  out  to  have  been  a  total  mistake 
the  Magistrate  may  hand  the  child 
back  to  his  parents.  That  is  a  very 
rough  way  of  dealing.  But  what 
I  think  most  important  is  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  why  these  two 
Bills  are  not  incorporated  together  into 
one  Bill.    I  suppose  one  has  been  intro- 


duced by  the  Government  and  the  other 
by  some  philanthropic  individual  in  the 
Lower  House ;  but  they  certainly  deal 
with  the  same  subject,  and  there  is  a 
very  great  mischief  in  having  two 
Bills  on  the  same  subject. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR :  I  can  only  speak 
again  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House; 
but  in  answer  to  the  question  the  noble 
Lord  has  raised,  I  can  assure  him  that 
there  is  really  no  comparison  at  all 
between  this  Bill  and  The  Adoption  of 
Children  Bill  to  which  he  refers.  That 
Bill  is  not  before  Parliament  just  now, 
having  been  either  withdrawn  from  the 
cognisance  of  or  rejected  by  this  House. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  which ;  but  that 
Bill  proceeded  entirely  upon  different 
lines. 

♦Lord  NOETOJ^  :  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon,  but  the  Bill  I  referred 
to  was  intituled  The  Cruelty  to  Chil- 
dren Prevention  Bill,  and  is  now  inti- 
tuled The  Protection  of  Children  Bill. 

♦Lord  BALFOUR:  This  Bill  is 
entirely  different  from  that  one,  and  has 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it,  and  does 
not  cover  the  same  ground.  The  noble 
Lord  is  under  a  misapprehension 
when  he  says  that  the  law  at  the 
present  time  is.  adequate.  The  law 
at  the  present  time  is  this:  that  no 
matter  what  has  been  the  condition 
of  the  parent,  no  matter  how  com- 
pletely a  parent  has  deserted  a  child  or 
left  it  to  the  charge  of  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities,  the  parent  can  at  any  time 
come  to  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  and 
claim  that  the  child  shall  be  handed 
over  to  him.  Numerous  instances  occur 
of  this  sort  of  thing  happening :  a  dis- 
solute parent  absolutely  deserts  his 
child  and  it  is  maintained  for  years  by 
the  Board  of  Guardians  at  the  expense 
of  the  ratepayers ;  as  soon  as  that  boy 
or  g^rl  comes  to  be  of  an  age  when  his 
or  her  labour  may  be  of  use  to  the 
parent,  or  when  in  some  way  or  other 
the  parent  can  make  money  out  of  the 
child,  then  the  parent  comes  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  and  demands  that 
the  child  should  be  restored  to  him. 
Now,  I  venture  to  think  that  that  is  an 
obviously  wrong  and  unfair  thing 
in  the  interests  of  the  child  and 
in  the  interests  of  the  State.  If  parents 
voluntarily  discharge  themselves  of 
their  obligations,  and  desert  their  chil- 
dren for  a  long  period  of  years,  and  re- 
main of  such  a  character  as  to  make  it 
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«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  intended 
to  take  Glass  IV.  of  the  Estimates  on 
Monday.  The  hon.  Member  can  there- 
fore form  an  estimate  for  himself  as  to 
whether  it  is  likely  to  reach  the  Pilotage 
Bill  in  sufficient  time  to  secure  its  con- 
sideration. I  hope  that  it  may  be 
possible. 

HOP  INDUSTRY. 

Select  Committee  on  Hop  Industry 
nominated  of  Mr.  Biddulph,  Mr.  Chan- 
ning,  Mr.  James  Ellis,  Mr.  Agg- 
Oardner,  Sir  Guyer  Hunter,  Mr.  E. 
Knatchbull  -  Hugessen,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lef evre,  Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge, 
Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr. 
Norton,  Mr.  O'KeefiPe,  Mr.  Fomfret, 
Mr.  Stack,  and  Mr.  Brookfield. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  seven  be  the  quorum. 
^{Mr.  Brookfield,) 

ORDERS  OF  TRE  DA  F. 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'a  CQILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  368.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E) :  I 
beg  to  move,  in  line  5,  after  ''  thereof," 
to  insert — 

"  Or  from  such  sams  as  may  become  avail- 
able from  the  discontinuance  or  aboUtion  of 
offices  in  Glass  2  of  the  Civil  Service  List,  and 
'which  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament 
daring  the  present  reig^." 

In  moving  this  Amendment,  I  shaU 
carefully  avoid  anything  like  making  a 
Second  Heading  speech.  It  is  necessary 
■  to  explain,  however,  that  the  subject  of 
my  Amendment  has  been  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  for  several 

Sears,  and  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
[ember  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Robertson) 
has  constantly  directed  attention  to 
several  matters  connected  with  the 
Crown.  But  the  Government  have  re- 
fused to  listen  to  the  representations  made 
to  them,  and  now  we  have  the  present 
Bill,  which  seems  to  have  been  drawn 
for  the  purpose  of  foreclosing  the  Civil 
list  during  Her  Majesty's  reign.    I  do 


not  begrudge  in  any  waj  the  allowance 
to  Her  Majesty  or  to  the  Heir  Apparent 
to  the  Throne ;  but  my  complaint  is  not 
that    £36,000    additional   should   be 
granted,  but  that  it  should  be  granted 
upon  the  understanding  that  the  Civil 
List  shall  remain  in  statu  quj  daring 
Her  Majesty's  reign.    I  believe  that  the 
feeling  of  the  country  upon  this  subject 
is  exceedingly  keen,  but  the  irritation 
which  exist  is  not  due  to  the  Grants  to 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Prince  of  Wales 
for   the    purpose  of   maintaining  the 
dignity  and  splendour  of  the  Monardij, 
but    to    the    realisation    of  the   fact 
that  there  are  around  the  Throne  a 
number    of   persons    receiving  nearly 
£20,000  a  year  in  pensions,  and  many 
thousands  of  pounds  more  in  salaries, 
which  are  attached  to  sinecure  offieee. 
The  people  will  remain  dissatisfied  with 
the  Civil  List  until  these  parasites  are 
removed  and  the  sinecure  offices  abo- 
lished.   They  protest  against  paying  a 
number  of  persons  who  do  no  eerrice 
whatever  to  the  State,  and  simply  live 
upon  the  industry  of  the  taxpayers.   I 
am  afraid  that  it  will  be  in  vain  to 
attempt  to  allay  this  feeling  of  irritation 
until  the  long-promised  Committee  shall 
have  been  appointed  and   shall  have 
reported.     We  have    no  objection  to 
maintain  the  Monarchy  in  dignity  and 
splendour,  but  we  do  object  to  maintain 
it  for  purposes  which  we  think  are  per- 
nicious and  inimical  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  State.    I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lin« 
5,  after  the  word  "thereof,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"Or  from  such  sums  as  may  become  avail- 
able from  the  discontinuance  or  abolition  of 
offices  in  Class  2  of  the  Civil  List,  and  which 
may  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  dunng 
the  present  reign. *^ — {Mr,  EsaUmont.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦The  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
OELEQUER  (Mr.  Gosohbn,  St.  George  s, 
Banover  Square) :  The  Government  we 
unable  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  ^e 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  purport  of  the 
Amendment  is  that  a  revision  of  the 
Civil  List  should  be  undertaken  with  ft 
view  of  seeing  whether  any  saving  can 
be  made,  and  if  so  of  applying  snch 
saving  to  an  allowance  for  the  Prince  oi 
Wales'  children.    It  has  been  clearly 
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Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Houee  on  Monday  next. 


GOKMITTEE     OF     SELECTION     FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Beport  from,  That  the  Oommittee 
have  added  the  Lord  Balfour  to  the 
Standing  Oommittee  for  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  &c.,  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment 
Bill  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

paat  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Ind  August,  1889, 


QUESTIONS. 

IRELAND— NON-PAYMENT    OF 
POOR  RATE. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  in- 
habitant householders  in  Qweedore, 
County  Donegal,  who  are  rated  under 
£4  58.,  are  objected  to  in  the  Hats  of 
▼oters  by  the  clerk  of  Dunfanaghy 
Union,  by  reason  of  non-payment  of  poor 
rate,  for  which  the  landlord  is  liable 
under  the  Ist  and  2nd  Yic,  chapter 
56,  as  immediate  lessor ;  if  any  efforts 
have  been  made  to  obtain  payment 
from  the  landlords  before  causing  the 
disfranchisement  of  the  tenants ;  and, 
if  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
take  the  matter  into  consideration  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETABT  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoitr,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  find  that  it  will  take  a 
few  days  to  obtain  the  information 
necessary  to  enable  me  to  answer  this 
question.  I  must  therefore  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  postpone  the  question 
until  Tuesday,  or  any  subsequent  day. 

THE  OLPHERT  ESTATE. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

Secretary  to  the  Lom   Lieutenant  of 

Ireland  how  many  tenants  there  are  on 

the]  estate  of  Mr.  Wybrants  Olphert, 


County  Donegal;  how  many  of  these 
have  had  a  fair  rent  fixed  in  Courts  and 
how  many  have  had  a  fair  rent,  out  of 
Court,  under  pressure  of  circumstances  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  understand 
that  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Wybrants 
Olphert,  County  Donegal,  there  are  450 
tenants.  Of  these,  320  have  had  a  fair 
rent  fixed  in  Court  and  40  out  of  Court. 
But  it  appears  not  under  pressure,  as 
alleged.  The  remaining  90  tenants  had 
served  originating  notices  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed,  but  failed  to  appear  when 
their  cases  were  called  in  Court. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
Blake, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB  said :  I  do  not 
think  that  any  of  the  tenants  were  pre- 
vented from  appearing  by  the  action  of 
Mr.  Olphert. 

Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a 
number  of  the  tenants  have  been  evicted 
because  they  were  unable  to  appear  in 
Court  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  and 
if  they  have  been  evicted  I  am  afraid  it . 
must  have  been  their  own  fault. 

CHARGE   OP  ASSAULT   AGAINST    AN 
ORANGEMAN. 

Mb.  BLANE :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  a  summons  was  issued  on 
the  22nd  day  of  July  1889,  atKeady,  in 
the  County  of  Armagh,  wherein  a 
Catholic  named  Bernard  Fagan  charged 
an  Orangeman  named  William  Morrison 
with  assaulting  and  beating  him  on  the 
evening  of  the  12th  July  last,  and  that 
at  the  Fetty  Sessions  held  at  Keady,  in 
County  Armagh,  on  the  25th  instant, 
Captain  Preston,  B.M.,  the  presiding 
Magistrate,  refused  to  hear  complainant, 
although  both  plaintiff  and  defendant 
were  present  and  represented  by  their 
respective  solicitors;  and  whether  this< 
is  tne  same  Captain  Preston  who  was 
removed  some  time  ag^  from  Armagh 
for  partiality  to  Messrs  Wamdbk  and 
Bell,  who  were  charged  with  stabbing 
two  Catholics  near  Armagh  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  It  appears 
that  the-facts  are  not  accurately  repre- 
sented in  the  question.  The  presioing 
Magistrate  did  not  refuse  to  hear  the 
complainant.  The  case  in  question 
formed  part  of  other  oases  in  which 
Fagan  was  a  defendant,  and  which  wera 
unavoidably   adjourned.    The  District 
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Inspeotor  supported  by  Fagan's  solicitor 
accordingly  applied  that  this  case  should 
likewise  be  adjouroed.  The  Magistrates 
sitting  on  the  Bench  unanimously 
granted  it.  There  is  no  foundation  for 
the  allegation  contained  in  the  second 
paragraph. 

COLOUR  BLINDNESS  AMONG  SEAMEN. 

De.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  it  is  the 
case,  as  recently  stated  in  the  Daily 
Newi^  that  Qovernment  have  appointed 
a  Departmental  Committee  to  investigate 
the  subject  of  colour  blindness  among 
the  seamen  of  the  Mercantile  Marine ; 
and,  if  this  be  so,  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  before  the  end  of 
this  Session  ? 

*Thb  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M,  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Board  of  Trade  have 
referred  the  subject  of  colour  blindness 
among  seamen  to  a  Departmental  (}om- 
mittee,  which  will  have  scientific  assist- 
ance in  its  inquiries  into  the  matter.  It 
will  not  be  poseible  for  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  before  the  end  of  this  Ses- 
sion. 

Db.  FARQUHARSON :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity next  Session  of  calling  attention 
io  this  question,  and  to  one  or  two  other 
important  questions  connected  with  the 
Mercantile  Marine. 

•MR.  CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 

Mr.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  jet  seen 
the  reports  in  the  Cork  and  Kerry  papers 
of  the  proceedings  at  Killamey  Court- 
house whilst  a  case  was  at  hearing, 
during  which  Mr.  Moriarty,  the  defen- 
dant's solicitor,  was  turned  out  of  Court 
by  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  Resident  Magis- 
trate ;  if  he  will  state  whether  District 
Inspector  Gray  had  any  right  to  inter- 
pose a  statement  as  to  what  a  policeman 
iold  him,  before  the  defendant  s  solicitor 
'had  finished  with  the  witness ;  whether 
the  latter  was  right  in  objecting  to  the 
Inspector  doing  so ;  was  Mr.  Roche,  the 
Magistrate,  right  in  preventing  Mr. 
<Moriarty  from  making  this  objection; 
kttd,  ia  Ttew  of  ikm  einsumstefN«e  of  the 
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case,  will  he  order  full  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  whole  proceedings? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  news- 
papers do  not,  I  understand,  contain  a 
full  report  of  these  proceedings.  There 
were  two  solicitors  for  the  defence^Mr. 
CoUes  and  Mr.  Moriarty.  The  witness 
was  at  the  time  of  the  incident  not  in 
the  hands  of  either  of  these  solicitors, 
but  in  the  hands  of  the  District  Inspector 
who  was  prosecuting.  The  District  In- 
spector was  obliged  to  state  his  reasons 
for  requesting  that  the  witness's  words 
should  be  taken  down  terhatim,  a&d  was 
proceeding  to  do  so,  when  Mr.  Moriarty 
interrupted  him  in  a  most  yiolent  manner, 
and  continued  to  do  so,  although  warned 
by  the  presiding  Magistrate  that  the 
District  Inspector  was  addressing  the 
Court,  and  was  perfectly  in  order.  Mr. 
Moriarty  defied  the  order  of  the  Court, 
and  was  accordingly  removed. 

Me.  FLYNN  :  Was  not  Mr.  Moriarty 
within  his  legal  right  in  objecting  to 
the  District  Inspector  interposing  a 
statement  during  the  examination  of  a 
witness  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Moriarty 
may  have  been  justified  in  making 
observations  upon  the  action  of  the 
District  Inspector,  but  what  he  was  not 
justified  in  doing  was,  when  the  Court 
ruled  that  the  Inspector  was  in  order, 
in  persisting  in  violently  interrapting 
the  proceedings. 

Mr.  FLYNN :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  i»  a 
magistrate  of  *'  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  experience  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
satisfied 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes,  Sir; 
that  is  so. 

ARMY  CONTRACTS. 
Ma.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  Captain  Stackpool  paid  an  un- 
expected visit  to  Lincoln  Barracks  on 
17th  July,  and  when  the  contractor 
brought  the  meat  into  barracks  exam- 
ined and  condemned  it ;  what  was  the 
name  of  the  contractor  and  the  price 
per  pound  of  the  meat ;  what  penalty  is 
inflicted  on  the  contractor  in  suchcaees; 
and  whether,  a  contractor  having  under- 
taken to  supply  good  meat  at  a  certain 
price,  the  authorities  have  the  power, 
and  exercise  it,  to  purchttse  meat  of  the 
proper  quality  and  charge  him  with  the 
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'^Thb  8E0BBTABY  of  STATE  for 

"WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanropb,  Lincolnshire, 

Somcastle)  :  On  the  occasion  referred 

to  the  meat  was  condemned  as  bull  beef. 
The  contractor  was  Mr.  J.  Gillett.  It  is 
not  customary  to  state  publicly  the  con- 
tract prices;  but  the  price  under  this 
contract  was  about  the  ayerage. 

Mb«  HANBITBT:  What  is  the 
^tverage  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  That  is  just 
i¥liat  it  is  not  customary  to  state  pub- 
licly. In  this  case  the  contractor  is 
liable  for  the  inspector's  travelliDg 
expenses  and  also  for  any  loss  incurred 
in  replacing  the  rejected  meat.  The 
Authorities  do  pcssess  and  exercise  the 
power  referred  to  in  the  last  clause  of 
the  question. 

SOCIALIST  MEETINGS. 

Mr.  OUNINQHAME  GRAHAM 
<Iianark,  N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment if  it  is  a  fact  that  meetings  of 
Socialists  have  been  suppressed  in 
Archer  Street,  Westbourne  Grove,  by 
the  pblice  ;  if  it  is  a  fact  that  religious 
meetings  are  held  on  the  same  spot  and 
are  not  disturbed ;  if  any  charge  of 
rioty  intimidation,  or  obstruction  has 
been  brought  against  the  promoters  of 
the  aforesaid  Socialist  meetings ;  and  if 
«ny  of  the  householders  in  the  district 
have  complained  of  these  meetings  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattkewb^  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
dPormed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  two  meetings  of  Socialists  were 
held,  or  attempted  to  be  held,  near 
JLrcher  Street.  As  such  meetings  caused 
obstruction  and  disorder  in  the  thorough* 
fare,  the  police  dispersed  the  first  meet- 
ing and  moved  on  those  who  attempted 
to  hold  the  second.  Small  religious 
meetings,  not  causing  obstruction  or 
disorder,  have  been  held  at  the  same 
place  for  years,  but  latterly  I  am  in- 
formed that  they  have  been  discontinued 
owing  to  the  action  of  the  Socialists. 
The^  police  did  not  bring  any  charges 
-against  the  Socialists,  as  the  meetings 
•dispersed  quietly.  There  has  been  no 
•complaint  from  the  householders.  The 
police  must  judge,  according  to  the  cir* 
onmstaneeB  of  each  case,  whether 
obBtnietion  w  eauaed  or  not. 


THE  BIVER  LEE. 
Sir  JOHN  OOLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets.  Bow) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  recently  drawn  to 
the  foul  condition  of  the  River  Lee,  and 
to  the  fact  that  a  boy's   death    from 
typhoid  fever  has  been  ascribed  as  the 
result  of  bathing  in    this  pestilential 
water;   whether  the  West  Ham  Cor- 
poration or  the   Lee  Conservancy,  or 
both,  are  to  blame ;  and  whether  he  will 
at  once  take  steps  necessary  to  enforce 
the  abatement  of  a  great  nuisance  ? 
♦The  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RiTOHni, 
Tower  Hamlets,    St.    George's)  :   The 
Local  Government  Board  yesterday  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  Poplar  Board  of 
Works  containing  a  statement  to  the 
effect  of  that  in  the  first  part  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question,  but  I  have  no  further 
information  as  to  the  facts.     I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say  whether  the  West 
Ham  Corporation  or  the  Lee  Conser- 
vancy, or  both,  are  to  blame.     In  the 
letter  of  the  Poplar  Board  of  Works  it 
is  said  that  the  West  Ham  Corporation 
are  allowing  their  sewage  to  flow  into 
the  river  at  all  states  of  the  tide,  and  I 
will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to 
this. 

CRETE. 

Me*  SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aff'airs  whether  he  is  able 
to  give  the  House  any  information  with 
regard  to  the  origin  and  nature  of  the 
disturbances  that  are  reported  to  have 
recently  taken  place  in  the  Island  of 
Crete  ? 

Thb  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fbrgusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
The  present  disturbances  in  Crete  are 
stated  to  be  due  to  the  quarrels  of  po- 
litical factions  in  the  Island.  Members 
of  these  factions  have  attacked,  and  in 
some  cases  murdered  their  rivals,  caus- 
ing panic  in  unprotected  localities,  and 
the  flight  of  defenceless  people  to  the 
places  occupied  by  their  friends.  De- 
mands have  been  made  upon  the  Turkish 
Government  for  reforms,  and  by  one 
party  for  the  removal  of  the  Vali,  but 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  anything^ 
amounting  to  an  insurrection  against 
the  authority  of  the  Sultan.  ' 
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moii«;,  there  must  be  some  close  pro- 
portion between  the  aerricea  that  are 
rendered  and  the  money  that  is  paid  for 
them.  It  was  not  so,  I  grant,  at  the 
commeacement  of  the  present  reign. 
Fift;  years  ago  the  persona  who  were 
the  depoaitories  of  political  power  were 
not  ahocked  at  such  salaries  as  theae 
which  are  paid  to  the  Duke  of  Portland 
and  Zjord  Coventry ;  but  50  years  have 
made  a  mighty  difference.  The  people 
have  now  a  voice  in  the  management  of 
atTaira,  and  those  who  are  responsible 
in  matt^ra  of  this  kind  would  do  well  to 
take  heed  of  the  waraiag  which  has 
been  girea  them,  not  only  by  these 
Debates,  but  still  more  by  the  significant 
Diviaiona  which  have  taken  place  npon 
this  Bill,  and  to  apply  their  mmda  to  re- 
moving  what,  in  the  minds  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people,  is  one  of  the  great 
objections  to  Koyalty.  Hon.  Members 
must  remember  that  the  large  majority 
of  voters  are  persons  who  are  paid  be- 
tween 15a.  and  3S8.  a  week,  and  that 
thegreat  majority  of  these  are  at  present 
malting  le«a  than  £l  a  week.  A  man 
who  has  to  work  an  hour  in  order  to 
earn  fid.  or  8d.  has  a  realising  sense  of 
the  value  of  a  penny,  and  the  amount 
of  labour  and  suffering  it  represeata, 
which  those  in  a  more  fortunate  position 
in  life  cannot  appreciate.  It  is  said  it 
is  impossible  to  give  effect  to  this 
Amendment,  for  technical  reasons,  in 
connection  with  the  supposed  compact 
established  by  the  Civil  List  Act  at 
the  commencement  of  Her  Majesty's 
reign.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
much  profit  or  advantage  in  dis- 
cussing at  this  time  of  day  what  is 
the  true  meaning  of  the  Act  establish- 
ing the  Oivil  List.  But  if  the  framers 
of  that  piece  of  legislation  had  intended 
that  the  savings  of  Class  2  should  go  to 
the  Privy  Purse,  they  employed  pecu- 
liar language  for  the  purpose.  If  that 
was  the  intention,  why  did  not  the  Acl 
say  so?  It  provides  that  any  sui  plus 
may  be  transferred  from  one  class  in 
aid  of  another,  which  sceois  to  imply 
that  it  is  only  to  he  done  when  there  is 


less  than  £395,000  a  year.  Bnt  vbat- 
ever  view  we  take  of  these  msttcis,  I 
think  it  ou^ht  not  to  be  hs^ODd  tbB 
power  of  Her  Majesty's  UiiuiUm  to 
provide  even  at  the  latest  momBnt  lot 
the  abolition  of  officea  which  tiaow  in 
unneceesary  burden  on  the  toipayen  ol 
the  country.  I  am  certain  th&t  vtul« 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  appiscists 
the  advantages  of  the  Maaatchiial  fonn 
of  Qovemment  as  it  now  exists  in  thii 
country,  and  are  quite  prepared  to  piy 
all  necessary  sums  for  its  maintentiiWi 
they  will  neverthelesa  set  their  fioat 
against  the  whole  principle  of  Clsai  2, 
against  the  principle  of  honowy  ot 
titular  or  nominal  offices  bestowed  upon 
rich  nnn  and  highly  paid  atthaexpnM 
of  the  State.  Under  tbeeecitcumstsiiMi 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Amead- 
ment. 

Me.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  Esit); 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hen.  Qentlemui 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  critieiwd 
with  hie  usual  fairness  the  langosge  ol 
my  hon.  Friend  when  he  seemed  to 
diarge  him  with  reflecting  on  the  cos- 
duct  of  Her  Msjesty.  If  my  !»«■ 
Friend  had  done  so,  he  would  have  beta 
guilty  of  a  transgression  which  mn^ 
have  brought  upon  him  the  osnsnie  n 
the  Chair.  All  my  hon.  Friend  wold 
have  meant  was  that  the  proponticu 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  were  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  preeented  tk« 
Sovereign  in  the  aapect  referred  to. 
It  is  perfectly  impoaaible  that  tits 
Sovereign  can  be  spoken  of  ^ 
a  sinister  manner  by  any  persn 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  OoiHb- 
tution.  The  King  can  do  no  m^^^V-  ^ 
Oonstitutional  Sovereign,  who  foUm 
the  advice  of  her  Miniatera,  moat  alm> 
be  Constitutionally  right.  WeknW 
that  the  Ministers  have  placed  W 
Sovereign  in  a  false  position ;  bu^  at  (lie 
same  time,  I  know  Uer  Majesty  is  in  t 
true  and  right  position,  because  she  u 
doing  whatever  she  is  advised  by  h* 
Ministers.  I  rose,  however,  to  oSbt  > 
humble  coDtributioQ  to  the  diaeiusisi 
on  the  argument  that  the  application  of 
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the  French  OoTemment  has  recently  ap- 
pointed a  French  Resident  and  Council 
at  St.  Pierre,  and  whether  the  right  to 
make  such  appointments  is  given  under 
any  Treaty ;  and  whether  the  French 
Gh>yernmGnt  has  the  right  to  let  on  lease 
or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  portion  of 
the  so-caUed  French  shore  of  Newfound- 
land? 

*8ia  J.  FEEQUSSON :  In  reply  to 
Paragraph  1  and  2  of  the  hon.  Member's 
question  the  Islands  of  St.  Pierre  and 
Miquelon  were  ceded  to  France  in  1763 
in  full  right,  but  on  the  conditions 
stated,  and  further  in  1783  without  those 
conditions  being  mentioned,  but  with 
the  declared  purpose  of  affording  har- 
bours of  refuge  for  fishermen.  We  have 
heard  that  some  guns  are  mounted  at 
St.  Pierre,  and  no  doubt  there  is  a  con- 
siderable population.  We  do  not  know 
what  is  the  constitution  of  the  Local 
Authority;  but  as  these  islands  are  un- 
doubtedly French  Territory  there  must 
be  some  such  Authority.  The  only 
rights  ceded  to  France  on  the  coast  of 
Newfoundland  are  those  of  erecting 
scaffolds  and  huts  for  the  purpose  of 
catching  and  drying  fish. 

COMMON  GRAVES  AT  BOW  CEMKTERY. 

Me.  OUNINGHAME  GRAHAM :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  is  he  aware  that 
there  are  in  the  Oity  of  London  and 
Tower  Hamlets  Cemetery,  at  Bow, 
seTcral  hundreds  of  common  graves 
-without  the  proper  means  of  identifica- 
tion (red  posts).  And,  this  being  a 
violation  of  Clause  6a  in  the  Order  in 
Council  of  9th  September,  1884,  does  he 
propose  taking  legal  steps  to  enfore 
obedience  in  this  matter  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Inspector  that  he  has  no  reason 
to  doubt  that  the  company  are  replacing 
the  posts  which  are  from  time  to  time 
destooyed.  The  company  have  from  the 
first  experienced  great  difficulty  in 
keeping  the  g^yes  properly  marked 
owing  to  the  crowds  of  persons  who 
trample  over  the  ffraves  at  largely  atten- 
ded funerals.  I  have  requested  the 
Inspector  to  visit  the  cemetery  again  at 
his  early  oonvenienoei  and  to  report  to 
me  on  the  matter. 

OONVETAKGE  OF  LETTERS  BY  RAIL- 
WAY  G0MPANI£8« 

Mb.  DAVID  THOMAS  (Merthyr 
Tydyil) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 


General  whether  he  can  yet  state  the- 
results  of  the  inquiry  of  the  Depart* 
mental  Committee  appointed  early  last 
Session  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
conveyance  by  Bailway  Companies  of 
letters  that  have  not  passed  through  the 
post ;  and,  whether  he  has  arrived  at  a 
satisfactory  settlement  of  the  legal  diffi* 
culties  attending  the  question  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikbs,  University  of  Cambridge)^ 
This  subject  was  carefully  inquired  into 
by  a  Departmental  Committee  who  made 
a  Report  to  me  recommending  the 
adoption  of  arrangements  to  meet  the 
object  in  view.  As  a  result  of  this  Re- 
port, the  Inspector  General  of  Mails  has 
been  in  com^iunioation  with  the  RaiU 
way  Companies ;  and  as  soon  as  I  am  in 
possession  of  their  views,  I  hope  to  be- 
able  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion 
in  the  matter. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  LICENSES. 
Mb.  DAVID  THOMAS:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether^ 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  pro* 
ceeds  of  local  taxation  licenses  are  handed 
over  to  the  administrative  county  in 
which  the  licenses  are  taken  out,  and 
not  necessarily  to  the  county  in  which 
the  licensee  resides,  he  will  afford 
facilities  for  the  issuing  of  such  licensee 
by  post  offices  that  are  not  money  order 
offices,  so  as  far  as  possible  to  enable 
persons  to  obtain  them  near  their  resi- 
dences, and  within  the  counties  in  which 
they  live,  and  towards  the  rates  of  which 
they  may  be  contributing  ? 
*Mr.  RAIKES  :  Such  a  course  as  the 
hon.  Member  proposes  would  be  really 
equivalent  to  altering  the  rank  of  the 
smaller  post  offices.  This  would,  I 
fear,  involve  considerable  expense,  as 
bonds  would  have  to  be  given  and  daily 
accounts  instituted.  But  I  am  willing 
to  investigate  the  matter  further  before 
arriving  at  a  final  decision. 

DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  ^ 
REPORTS. 

Mr.  THOMAS  E.  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affair 
whether  there  exists  in  the  Foreign 
Office  a  subject-index  of  the  published 
Reports  from  Her  Majesty's  Diplon^atia 
and  Oonsolar  Officers  abroad  on  subjecta 
of  commercial  and  general  interest,  and 
on  the  manufactures,  commerce,  Ac.  of 
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the  Consular  districts  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  a  copy  could  be  placed  in  the 
library  of  the  House  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FEEGU880N:  We  do  not 
possess  such  an  index ;  but  a  very  in- 
dustrious member  of  the  office  has  been 
for  some  time  occupied  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  one.  It  iuTolves  a  g^od  deal  of 
work,  and  I  cannot  anticipate  its  speedy 
completion.  The  hon.  Member  will 
flee  that  a  List  of  the  Reports  on  ques- 
tions of  general  interest  and  their 
subjects  is  given  with  each  Report  that 
is  published. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hold  out  any  hope  that  the 
Peport  will  be  ready  before  the  begin- 
tung  of  next  Session  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERQU880N:  I  will  look 
into  the  matter.  If  it  can  be  presented 
it  shall  be. 

THE  NAVAL  MANOEUVRES. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  any  part  will  be  taken  by  the 
Mintary  Forces  in  the  forthcoming 
l^aval  MancBuvres,  which  may  be  ex- 
pected to  include  a  threatened  or  actual 
attack  on  the  coasts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  by  hostile  vessels  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope^:  The  Military 
Porces  will  not  combine  with  the  defend- 
ing squadrons  for  the  defence  of  the 
-coast  during  the  manceuvres.  Such  a 
combination  would  carry  with  it  no 
practical  lesson  unless  the  Land  Forces 
were  mobilieed ;  and,  even  if  the  law 
gave  power  for  mobilization  in  a  ficti- 
tious emergency — which  it  does  not — 
the  expense  and  disturbance  of  in- 
•dustry  would  be  far  too  high  aprice  to 
pay  for  such  an  operation.  We  hope, 
nevertheless,  to  derive  considerable  in- 
«truction  from  these  manceuvres.  The 
Naval  Authorities  who  control  the  Coast- 
^uard,  the  actual  watchers  round  the 
shores  of  the  United  Kingdom,  will  tele- 
graph to  the  Military  Commanders  of  dis- 
tricts notice  of  the  approach  of  hostile 
vessels.  These  notices  will  be  recorded, 
as  will  the  steps  that  would  have  been 
taken  on  the  instant  if  the  forces  had 
been  mobilised  and  actual  warfare  had 
existed.  Much  valuable  information 
will  be  obtained  in  this  way.  At  the 
4Bame  time,  if  points  are  threatened 
where  defensive  works  exist,  and  at 
which  a  military  muster  of  forces 
Actually  OB  the  ^ol  oan  take  plftee,  tiie 

Mr.  Thomas  E.  Mlii 


firing  of  a  few  rounds  will  be  per- 
mitted as  evidence  that  the  attai^  is 
observed  and  met. 

Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  £.)  :  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  take  care  that 
the  trade  of  ports  is  interfered  with  as 
little  as  possible  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  afraid  I 
have  no  control  over  the  movement  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  indicated  the  possibility 
of  the  Local  Forces  taking  part  in  the 
manoeuvres.  Will  travelling  allowances 
be  made  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No,  Sir;  there 
will  be  no  travelling  allowances. 

GOVERNMENT  STOCKS  AND  POST 
OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mb.  OCTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN 
(Battersea) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
public  are  not  generally  informed  of  the 
fact  that  facilities  are  given  for  the  pur- 
chase of  Government  Stocks  through  the 
agency  of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank ; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  instructions 
that  at  every  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
a  permanent  notice  shall  be  exhibited 
in  a  prominent  place  that 

"  Government  Stocks  may  be  purchased  at 
this  Office,  and  full  particulars  as  to  terms  of 
purchase  obtained  P" 

«Mb.  HAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question  I  have  to  state  that 
notices  are  already  issued  for  exhibition 
at  Post  Offices  giving  information  as  to 
investments  in  G^overnment  Stocks 
through  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank, 
but  I  will  consider  whether  such  in- 
formation can  be  given  in  a  more  con* 
spicuous  form. 

GRETST0NE6  HARBOUR. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Report  just  made  by  the 
County  Surveyor  of  Wicklow  to  the 
Grand  Jury  with  reference  to  Greystones 
Harbour,  in  which  he  says  :— • 

'*  The  pier  protects  the  harbour  from  gales 
▼arying  from  north-east  to  south-east.  Before 
its  construction  any  shingle  that  travelled  from 
the  north  was  caused  to  Urarel  back  again  by 
gales  from  the  touth-east,  but  now  the  pier 
fliielters  the  beach  from  these  wmds,  so  that  it 
has  been  raised  by  successive  deposits  of  ohingle, 
and  the  accumulation  over  a  large  portion  of 
the  bed  of  the  hsubonr  it  mm  enocmoas*  •  •  « 
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INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 

•  BILL. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
tlie  Vice  President  of  the  Oommittee  of 
Oouncil  on  Education  whether  he  will 
direct  the  preparation  of  a  Welsh  ver- 
sion of  the  measure  dealinf^  with  Inter- 
diediate  and  Technical  Education  in 
Wales;  and,  if  so,  whether  steps  can 
be  taken  to  have  it  published  well  before 
the  date  of  the  commencement  of  the 
Act? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE  :  I  am  in  com- 
munication with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject,  and  will  see  that  no  time  is  lost 
in  the  production  of  a  Welsh  version 
of  the  measure  in  qtiestion  as  soon  as  it 
receives  the  Boyal  Assent. 
• 
THE  SHOREDITCH  VTESTRY. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Shoreditch  Yestry,  which  held  a  meeting 
on  Tuesday  last,  when  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  visited  the  Shoreditch 
Town  Hall,  requested  the  assistance  of 
the  police  to  protect  the  members  of  the 
Yestry  against  the  aggressive  attitude 
of  persons  in  the  crowd ;  whether  six 
policemen  arrived  at  the  Town  Hall,  in 
response  to  the  written  request  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Yestry  and  the  Yestry 
Olerk,  and  were  sent  away  by  the  In- 
spector of  Police  present  at  the  Hall 
without  coming  and  reporting  to  the 
Ohairman  of  the  Yestry ;  and,  whether 
it  is  or  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police,  when  called  on  by  a 
Yestry  to  protect  its  members,  to  afford 
the  protection  required  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that 
police  assistance  was  asked  on  the  occa- 
sion in  question,  and  that,  accordingly, 
six  constables  were  sent.  They  were 
not  allowed  by  the  Superintendent  who 
was  present  to  go  inside  the  building, 
but  they  patrolled  outside.  These  orders 
were  in  accordance  with  usual  practice, 
and  I  cannot  see  that  the  Metropolitan 
Police  failed  to  afford  the  required  pro* 
tection. 

IRELAND— ALLEGED  ORANGE  OUT- 
RAGE  IN  COUNTY  ARMAGH. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  he  has 


been  informed  that,  on  the  evening  of 
the  12  th  July  last,  a  number  of  Orange- 
men coming  out  of  an  Orange  Lodge  at 
Tullynamallogue,  near  Keady,  County 
Armagh,  cursed  the  Pope,  attacked 
some  Catholic  boys  and  girls,  and  fired 
guns  and  revolvers  at  them ;  whether 
Mr.  Starkie,  the  District  Inspector,  has 
issued  summonses  against  a  number  of 
Catholics,  charging  them  with  assaulting 
William  Morris  and  others  of  the 
attacking  party  on  that  occasion;  and 
whether  any  summonses  have  been 
issued  against  the  Orange  party,  who 
were  the  aggressors ;  and  whether  this 
is  the  first  time  that  the  Catholics  of 
this  district  have  been  prosecuted  by  the 
Constabulary  for  defending  themselves 
when  similarly  attacked  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  an 
affray  took  place  about  one  mile  from 
Keady,  between  some  Protestants  and 
Boman  Catholics  on  the  night  of  the 
1 2th  July.  Evidence  has  been  obtained 
against  three  of  the  former  and  five  of 
the  latter,  against  whom  summonses 
have  accordingly  been  issued  for  hearing 
at  the  next  Petty  Sessions.  No  person 
was  summoned  for  assaulting  Morrison, 
nor  am  I  able  to  say  which  party  were 
the  aggressors,  this  being  a  matter 
which  the  Court  no  doubt  will  determine. 
A  similar  party  affray  occurred  in  the 
Keady  district  in  February  last.  Mem- 
bers of  both  sides  were  prosecuted,  and 
the  cases  stand  adjourned  to  the  middle 
of  this  month  in  order  to  see  how  the 
accused  would  in  the  meantime  behavd 
themselves. 

THE  ASHBOURNE  ACT. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.): 
I  beg  to  ask  if  representations  had  been 
made  to  the  Government  in  favour  of  the 
extension  of  XiOrd  Ashbourne's  Act  to 
Scotland? 

♦Thb  first  LORD  of  the  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  I  have  received  infor- 
mation to  the  effect  that  representation* 
have  been  made  to  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland's  Office  as  to  the  extension  of 
the  Crofters  Act  in  regard  to  land  pur- 
chase. Those  representations  will  receiTJ 
consideration,  although  I  cannot  hoW 
out  any  expectation  that  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Government,  without  w* 
most  serious  consideration,  to  extend  the 
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«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  intended 
to  take  Glass  lY.  of  the  Estimates  on 
Monday.  The  hon.  Member  can  there- 
fore form  an  estimate  for  himself  as  to 
whether  it  is  likely  to  reach  the  Pilotage 
Bill  in  sufficient  time  to  secure  its  con- 
sideration. I  hope  that  it  may  be 
possible. 

HOP  INDUSTRY. 

Select  Committee  on  Hop  Industry 
nominated  of  Mr.  Biddulph,  Mr.  Ohan- 
ning,  Mr.  James  Ellis,  Mr.  Agg- 
Oardner,  Sir  Guyer  Huuter,  Mr.  E. 
Knatchbull  -  Hagessen,  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson,  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre,  Sir  Roper  Lethbridge, 
Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr. 
Norton,  Mr.  O'Keeffe,  Mr.  Fomfret, 
Mr.  Stack,  and  Mr.  Brookfield. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  seyen  be  the  quorum. 
—{Mr.  Brookfield,) 

ORDERS  OF  TRE  DA  7. 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'S  CUILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  368.) 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E) :  I 
beg  to  move,  in  line  5,  after  *'  thereof," 
to  insert — 

<*  Or  from  sucli  sams  as  may  become  avail- 
able from  the  discontinuance  or  abolition  of 
offices  in  Class  2  of  the  Civil  Service  List,  and 
-which  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament 
daring  the  present  reign." 

In  moving  this  Amendment,  I  shall 
carefully  avoid  anything  like  making  a 
Second  Reading  speech.  It  is  necessary 
to  explain,  however,  that  the  subject  of 
my  Amendment  has  been  under  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  for  several 
years,  and  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Hobertson) 
has  constantly  directed  attention  to 
several  matters  connected  with  the 
Crown.  But  the  Government  have  re- 
fused to  listen  to  the  representations  made 
to  them,  and  now  we  have  the  present 
BiU,  which  seems  to  have  been  drawn 
for  the  purpose  of  foreclosing  the  Civil 
list  during  Her  Majesty's  reign.    I  do 


not  begrudge  in  any  way  the  allowance 
to  Her  Majesty  or  to  the  Heir  Apparent 
to  the  Throne ;  but  my  complaint  is  not 
that    £36,000    additional    should   be 
granted,  but  that  it  should  be  granted 
upon  the  understanding  that  the  (jM 
List  shall  remain  in  statu  qw)  daring 
Her  Majesty's  reign.    I  believe  that  the 
feeling  of  the  country  upon  this  subject 
is  exceedingly  keen,  but  the  irritation 
which  exist  is  not  due  to  the  Grants  to 
Her  Majesty  and  the  Prince  of  Wales 
for    the    purpose  of   maintaining  the 
dignity  and  splendour  of  the  Monarchy, 
but    to    the    realisation    of  the   fact 
that  there  are  around  the  Throne  a 
number   of   persons    receiving  nearly 
£20,000  a  year  in  pensions,  and  many 
fliousands  of  pounds  more  in  salaries, 
which  are  attached  to  sinecure  offices. 
The  people  will  remain  dissatisfied  with 
the  Civil  List  until  these  parasites  are 
removed  and  the  sinecure  offices  abo- 
lished.    They  protest  against  paying  a 
number  of  persons  who  do  no  service 
whatever  to  the  Stato,  and  simply  live 
upon  the  industry  of  the  taxpayers.   I 
am  afraid  that  it  will  be  in  vain  to 
attempt  to  allay  this  feeling  of  irritation 
until  the  long-promised  Committee  shall 
have  been  appointed  and  shall  have 
reported.     We  have    no  objection  to 
maintain  the  Monarchy  in  dignity  and 
splendour,  but  we  do  object  to  maintain 
it  for  purposes  which  we  think  are  per- 
nicious and  inimical  to  the  best  interests 
of  the  State.    I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
5,  after  the  word  ''thereof,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

**  Or  from  such  sums  as  may  become  arail- 
able  from  the  discontinnance  or  abolition  of 
offices  in  Class  2  of  the  Civil  List,  and  which 
may  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  danog 
the  present  reign.*' — {Sir.  Enlemont.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EX- 
CBJIQUER  (Mr.  GtosoHBN,  St.  George «. 
Banover  Square) :  The  Government  are 
unable  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  purport  of  tw 
Amendment  is  that  a  revision  of  the 
Civil  List  should  be  undertaken  with  » 
view  of  seeing  whether  any  saving  can 
be  made,  and  if  so  of  applying  roch 
saving  to  an  allowance  for  the  Prince  oi 
Wales'  children.    It  has  been  clearly 
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efitabli0lied  in  the  ooarse  of  the 
Debates  that  not  only  do  the 
OoFemment  not  propose  to  dis- 
tarb  the  Oivil  List  auringthe  present 
reign,  but  it  is  admitted  pretty  generaUj 
that  that  is  a  step  that  ought  not  to  be 
taken  at  present.  Therefore,  both  on  ac- 
count of  the  compact  which  has  existed 
between  the  Grown  and  Parliament 
during  more  than  50  years,  and  on 
account  of  the  general  inexpediency  of 
undertaking  a  revision  of  the  Civil  List 
at  the  present  moment,  the  Government 
feel  that  they  cannot  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
concur  with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
desirability  of  reducing  surplus  Court 
appointments,  which  are  a  means  of 
corruption  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  A  large  number  of 
excellent  young  men,  heirs  to  large 
eetates,  are  captured  and  taken  political 
prisoners  by  a  Lord  in  Waitingship  or 
something  of  that  kind.  But  although 
I  concur  with  my  hon.  Friend  I  cannot 
^vehim  my  vote,  because  in  the  whole 
of  this  matter  I  am  publicly  pledged  to 
follow  the  declarations  and  the  lead  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone.)  Her 
Majesty  having  taken  upon  herself  the 
burden  of  providing  for  the  junior 
members  of  the  Family,  Parliament 
ought  not  to  try  to  make  money 
out  of  the  Civil  List,  money  which  may 
fairly  be  taken  by  Her  Majesty  to  enable 
lier  to  discharge  that  very  great  burden. 
X  am  not  well  up  in  my  knowledge  of 
the  Boyal  Family,  but  I  find  from 
WhUakir*s  Almanack  that  Her  Majesty 
has  had  nine  children.  The  children  of 
four  of  them  have  already  been  provided 
for,  but  there  are  the  families  of  three 
daughters  who  still  require  to  be  pro- 
Tided  for.  Her  Majesty  has  taken  upon 
herself  that  great  burden,  and  it  there- 
fore seems  to  me  that  we  ought  in  no 
way  to  interfere  with  the  Civil  List. 

Mr.  C088HAM  (Bristol,  E.):  I 
contend  that  the  compact  alluded  to 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  been  observed  only  on  one  side, 
and  I  support  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  by  which  my  hon. 
Friend  does  not  mean  in  any  way  to 
diminish  the  income  of  Her  Majesty,  but 
to  utilise  any  savings  that  can  be 
effected  in  the  Civil  List.  I  am 
afraid    that    there    is    nothing    that 


tends  to  bring  Boyalty  more  in 
conflict  with  the  feelings  of  the 
people  than  votes  of  this  kind  for  per- 
sons who  hang  on  to  the  skirts  of 
Royalty.  On  that  ground  I  shall  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
although  as  I  have  paired  I  cannot  vote 
for  it. 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smite,  Strand, 
Westminster:  I  wish  to  assert  most 
emphatically,  in  contradiction  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  that 
the  compact  of  1837  has  been  observed 
by  Her  Majesty  to  the  very  letter  from 
the  very  beginning  until  now,  and  the 
applications  made  to  Parliament  from 
time  to  time  have  been  made  by  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Crown  upon  their 
own  sense  of  their  duty  to  Parliament, 
the  Crown,  and  the  country,  and  in  fall 
recognition  of  the  compact  originally 
made. 

♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Qentlemau  who 
moved  the  Amendment  will  not  go  to  a 
Division  upon  it.  I  am  quite  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  many  of  the  offices 
provided  for  under  Class  2  of  the  Esti- 
mates, but  I  am  not  aware  that  any  of 
those  offices  will  be  at  the  disposal  of 
Parliament  during  the  present  reig^ 
without  some  specific  enactment.  There- 
fore the  Amendment  does  not  in  terms 
apply  to  what  the  hon.  Member  wishes. 

♦Mb.  C.  J.  DARLING  (Deptford) : 
In  my  opinion  the  Amendment  is 
entirely  nugatory,  because  if  money 
comes  to  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment it  would  come  into  the  Treasurv  in 
natural  course,  and  need  only  be  left 
there. 

♦Mb.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  In  1844 
a  number  of  these  offices  were  abolished, 
but  the  money  did  not  come  to  Parlia- 
ment at  all.  It  was  retained  in  the 
hands  of  Trustees  and  handed  over  to 
Her  Majesty.  I  contend  that  every  ap- 
plication to  Parliament  for  an  increase 
of  the  amount  to  the  Royal  Family  has 
been  a  breaking  of  the  agreement  of 
1837.  ["No!"]  I  shaU  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Member  who  says  "No'' will  en- 
deavour to  prove  it.  The  other  night  it 
was  said  that  no  intimation  had  ever 
been  made  to  the  Crown  that  any  addi- 
tional application  for  a  Grant  to  Mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Family  should  not  be 
made,  and  that  no  Minister  had  ever  in- 
timated to  Her  Majesty  that  none  was 
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expected  to  be  made.  The  First  Civil 
List  for  a  whole  reifi^n  on  the  new 
plan  was  that  of  William  lY.  It 
included  the  pensions  then  borne  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund— £50,000  a  jear 
£or  Queen  Adelaide. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  do  not  see  how 
the  hon.  Member  can  make  these  obser- 
vations relevant  to  the  Amendment. 

♦Mb.  storey  :  The  proposal  of  my  hon . 
Friend  is  that  any  savings  that  may  be 
made  hereafter  shall  be  retained  for 
public  purposes,  and  it  is  contended  on 
the  other  side  that  that  would  be  a 
breach  of  the  compact  entered  into  in 
1837.  I  wish  to  show  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  no  such  compact  exists.  My  only 
object  was  to  call  atteation  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  November,  1837  (Mr.  Spring 
Kice),  in  which  he  clearly  pointed  out 
that  the  Civil  List  were  to  be  regarded 
as  final,  and  that  there  were  to  be  no 
further  applications  to  Parliament  for 
additions.  All  the  engagements  which 
this  House  has  entered  into  were,  I 
maintain,  fulfilled  when  the  Civil  List 
was  fixed  at  £385,000,  and  that  no 
further  contribution  in  excess  ought  to 
be  imposed  upon  the  people. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh,  Mid 
Lothian) :  While  the  Bill  has  been  in 
Committee,  I  haver  thought  that  I 
should  best  promote  the  progress 
of  Public  Business  by  not  taking 
part  in  the  discussion,  the  principle 
and  provisions  of  the  Bill  having  been 
largely  expounded  and,  as  I  think, 
thoroughly  understood  by  the  House. 
But  when  the  statement  is  made, 
no  doubt  in  perfect  good  faith,  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
compact  between  the  Crown  and 
Parliament  has  been  broken  by 
subsequent  applications  for  Grants  to 
members  of  the  Royal  Family,  as  one 
who  had  something  to  do  with  the 
original  settlement  I  do  not  think  I  ought 
to  remain  entirely  silent,  and  I  must 
frankly  adopt  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It  appears  to  me 
that  Her  Majesty  has  in  the  strictest  and 
most  absolute  manner  possible  con- 
formed to  the  declaration  which  was 
made  in  the  Civil  list  when  she  came  to 
the  Throne.  In  regard  to  the  non-pos- 
session of  means  by  the  Crown,  the  state 
of  the  case  is  this — that  when  the 
Government  in  the  time  of  Lord  Palmer- 
ston  considered  the  question  of  provision 
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for  the  children  of  the  Queen  they  looked 
at  the  question  as  a  whole.     I  think,  if 
I  remember  the  figorea  correctly,  thai, 
including  the  Prince  of  Wales,  the  total 
sum  to  be  provided  would  have  been 
above    £150,000,    and    excluding  the 
Prince  of  Wales  £100,000  a  year.   It 
was    the    opinion    of     Her   Majesty's 
advisers  at  that  day  that  whether  the 
Queen  had  or  had  not  certain  savings  on 
the  Civil  List — and  I  am  glad  she  has 
had  them,  as  Parliament  is  going  to  be 
considerably  benefited  from  them— Her 
Majesty  had  no  savings  and  no  means  at 
her    free    disposal    which    could  hare 
enabled  her  to   face   such    a  demand 
as      that      for      £100,000      a    year. 
With  respect  to  the  Amendment  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  I  am  unable 
to  support  it  for  reasons  which  are  ex- 
tremely patent.    I  take    it  to  be  per- 
fectly clear  in  law  and  according  to  the 
equity  of  the   case  that  if  any  inquiry 
should  be  made  which  should  result  in 
savings  being  made  in  the  present  Ciril 
List  by  the  abolition  of  certain  offices, 
those  savings  will  be  absolutely  in  lav 
and   in  honour    the    property  of  Her 
Majesty,  with  which  Parliament  ought 
not  any  more   to  interfere,    and  with 
which  I  do  not  believe  Parliament  will 
interfere,  than  with  any  other  absolutely 
established  and  universally  recognised 
right.    I  must  repeat  the  opinion  men- 
tioned by  my  hon.  Friend  the  member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  O.  JCamphell)  just 
now  that  Her  Majesty  is  about  to  assume 
a  very  heavy  burden,  and  if  Her  Majesty 
can  be  aided  by  any  such  savings  as 
those  intended  in  the  present  Amend- 
ment, I  would  be  extremely  glad  if  she 
could    be   assisted    by   any  ecjnomie3 
which  it  is  in  her  power,  and  not  in  that 
of  Parliament,  both  in  law  and  in  equity 
to  make.    To  lighten  her  burden  would 
be  the  natural,  honourable,   and  only 
legitimate  application  of  these  funds. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton): 
Many  of  the  questions  raised  in  thew 
Debates  are  questions  upon  which  m«^" 
may  be  said  on  either  side.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  to  go  vaio  the 
question  whether  there  was  a  compy<^^ 
with  Her  Majesty  which  precludes  H?' 
Majesty  from  asking  any  additional ^la 
for  her  children  or  grandchildren,  ^^ 
I  should  like  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  MemD«' 
for  Mid  Lothian  that  when  he  ^^1^ 
that  if  Her  Majesty  were  to  ^o  ^^^^ 
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with  a  considerable  number  of  hoase- 
hold  offices  she  would  have  a  right  to 
acquire  the  salaries,  he  can  hardlj 
remember  that  the  Oiyil  List  Act  was 
based  on  a  Beport  of  a  Committee. 
That  Committee  went  into  all  these 
details  and  made  alterations  in  regard 
to  the  amount  to  be  paid  during  the 
reign  of  William  lY.,  and  the  Act  was 
founded  on  that  Beport,  just  as  the 
present  Bill  is  founded  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Grants  Committee.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment it  has  been  agreed  to  give  Her 
Majesty  £385,000  a  year,  which  Act 
was  based  on  the  Beport  of  a  Committee 
which  said  so  much  shall  be  giyen  to 
A,  so  much  to  B,  and  so  much  to  C,  it 
would  be  hardly  fair  and  reasonable,  if 
the  salaries  were  suppressed,  that  Her 
Majesty  should  enjoy  the  amount 
saved.  These  salaries  are  supposed  to  be 
paid  in  the  interest  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown> 
and  if  tkey  are  suppressed,  the  money 
ought  to  remain  in  the  Treasury.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said 
that  it  would  be  unfair  to  insist  upon 
Her  Majesty,  in  the  autumn  of  her  life, 
making  great  changes  in  her  household. 
There  is  a  certain  amount  of  force  in 
that,  but  the  Amendment  does  not 
insist  that  Her  Majesty  should  do  so.  A 11 
it  says  is  that  if  Her  Majesty  should  do 
so  the  amount  should  go  in  aid  of  the 
sum  which  it  is  proposed  should  be 
^iven  towards  the  support  of  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  and  therefore  that  the  tax- 
payer should  be  relieved  to  that  extent. 
I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Ti  hether  very  lately  Lord  Spencer  and  Sir 
Heginald  Welby  have  not  gone  into  the 
question  whether  any  of  these  salaries 
could  be  suppressed,  and  whether  the 
result  was  not  that  the  office  of  Clerk  held 
by  Lord  Alfred  Paget  was  not  filled  up 
upon  the  death  of  that  gentleman.  With 
respect  to  the  Amendment,  however, 
unless  my  hon.  Friend  consents  to  an 
amendment  in  its  form  it  will  be  rather 
difficult  to  vote  for  it.  The  Amendment 
speaks  of  funds  "  which  may  be  at  the 
disposalof  Parliament  during  the  present 
reign,"  but  the  funds  to  which  it  refers 
are  not  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament, 
but  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  E88LEM0NT:  I  mean  the 
Treasniy;  and  am  quite  prepared  to 
consent  to  the  Amendment  suggested. 

VOL.  COOXXXIX.  [third  series.] 


Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  :  Then  I  have 
nothing  more  to  say  except  that  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment with  the  alteration. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  :  I  cannot  consent 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  but  I  will 
accept  the  amendment  which  has  been 
suggested.  I  have  great  respect  for  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  have  given 
great  weight  to  all  he  has  said  as  to  this 
Amendment,  but  I  feel  that  it  is  part  of 
the  duty  of  Parliament  and  the  Treasury 
to  reform  these  sinecure  offices,  and  not 
burden  the  country  with  them.  We 
are  asked  to  pass  this  Bill,  and  practi- 
cally to  shut  up  every  avenue  to  eco- 
nomy with  regard  to  Boyal  Grants 
during  the  present  reign.  I  believe  the 
constituencies  are  not  prepared  to  have 
this  question  foreclosed. 
♦Mr.  BRADLAUOH  :  I  beg  to  move 
to  omit  from  the  Amendment  the  words 
"  and  which  may  be  at  the  disposal  of 
Parliament  during  the  present  reign." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  and  which  may  be  at  the  disposal  of 
Parliament  during  the  present  reign." — 
{^Mr.  Bradlaugh.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  '  and 
which  may  be  at  the  disposal  of  Parlia- 
ment during  the  present  reign,'  stand 
part  of  the  propoFed  Amendment,"  put^ 
and  negatived. 

Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  I 
think  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  hits,  from  a  popular  point  of 
view,  the  great  blot  in  this  Bill.  The 
people  perceive  that  there  are  vast 
numbers  of  enormously  paid  officials 
whose  services  are  purely  nominal. 
Lord  Coventry,  the  Master  of  the 
Buckhounds,  receives  £1,700  a  year, 
and  the  Duke  of  Portland,  the  Master 
of  the  Horse,  is  paid  £2,500  a  year.  It 
is  these  things  which  shock  the  moral 
sense  of  the  community.  These  men 
are  very  rich,  and  they  render 
no  service  to  the  country  or  to 
the  Queen — I  mean  no  service  to  the 
country  proportionate  to  the  sums  they 
receive.  If  there  is  one  instinct  of  the 
democracy  which  is  stronger  than 
another — if  there  is  one  principle 
that  they  will  enforce  upon  the  House 
sooner  or  later — it  is  the  principle  that, 
with  regard  to  the  expenditure  of  public 
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money,  there  must  be  some  close  pro- 
poitiiKi  between  the  aernces  that  are 
rendered  and  the  money  that  is  paid  for 
them.  It  vaa  not  bo,  I  grant,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  preeent  reign. 
Fift;  years  ago  the  persons  who  were 
the  depositoriea  of  political  power  were 
not  shocked  at  such  salaries  as  these 
which  are  paid  to  the  Daks  of  Portland 
end  Lord  Coventry;  but  50  years  have 
made  a  mighty  difference.  The  people 
have  now  a  voice  la  the  management  of 
affairs,  and  those  who  are  responsible 
in  matters  of  this  kind  would  do  well  to 
take  heed  of  the  warning  which  has 
been  girea  them,  not  only  by  these 
Usbatea,  but  still  more  by  the  significant 
Diviaione  which  have  tciken  place  upon 
this  Bilf ,  and  to  apply  their  minds  to  re- 
moving what,  in  the  minds  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people,  is  one  of  the  great 
objections  to  Boyalty.  Hon.  Members 
must  remember  that  the  large  majority 
of  voters  are  persona  who  are  paid  be- 
tween 15s.  and  3Ss.  a  week,  and  that 
thegreat  majority  of  these  are  at  present 
making  lees  than  £l  a  week.  A  man 
who  has  to  work  an  hour  in  order  to 
earn  6d.  or  8d.  has  a  realising  sense  of 
the  value  of  a  penny,  and  the  amount 
of  labour  and  suffering  it  represents, 
which  those  in  a  more  fortunate  position 
in  life  cannot  appreciate.  It  is  said  it 
is  impossible  to  give  effect  to  this 
AmeDamenl,  for  technical  reasons,  in 
connection  with  the  supposed  compact 
established  by  the  Civil  List  Act  at 
the  commencement  of  Het  Majesty's 
reign.  I  do  not  think  tliere  ia 
much  profit  or  advantage  in  dis- 
GHssing  at  this  time  of  day  what  is 
the  true  meaning  of  the  Act  establish- 
ing the  Civil  List.  But  if  the  framers 
of  that  piece  of  legislation  had  intendod 


less  than  £3Sd,000  a  year.  But  what- 
ever view  we  take  of  these  matten,  I 
think  it  ou|tht  not  to  be  hsyond  the 
power  of  Her  Majesty's  Himatert  to 
provide  e*en  at  the  latest  moment  lor 
the  abolition  of  offioea  which  thiov  an 
unnecessary  burden  on  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  I  am  oertaio  that  whits 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  appreoits 
the  advantages  of  the  Mooarchioal  form 
of  Government  as  it  now  exists  in  ttds 
country,  and  are  quite  prepared  to  piy 
all  oecflssary  sums  for  its  mainteDonce, 
they  will  nevertheless  set  their  foes* 
against  the  whole  principle  of  Ohus  2, 
against  the  principle  of  honoiuj  Oi 
titular  or  nominal  offices  bestowed  upoa 
richtmn  and  highly  paid  attheexpents 
of  the  State.  Under  these  circnmstanoei 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Amead- 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  East) : 
I  do  not  think  the  right  bon.  Oentlemsn 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  critieiisd 
with  his  usual  fairness  the  laogoage  ol 
my  hon.  Friend  when  ha  seemed  to 
charge  him  with  reflecting  on  the  con- 
duct of  Her  Majesty.  If  my  bon. 
Friend  had  done  so,  he  would  hare  been 
guilty  of  a  transgression  which  most 
have  brought  upon  him  the  csneoie  of 
the  Chair.  All  my  bon.  Friend  covU 
have  meant  was  that  the  piopontiotii 
of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  were  of 
such  a  nature  that  they  presented  the 
Sovereigu  in  the  aspect  referred  to. 
It  is  perfectly  impoasible  that  the 
Sovereign  can  be  spoken  ol  i^ 
a  sinister  manner  by  any  peisoa 
with  a  knowledge  of  the  Ooniti' 
tution.  The  Xing  can  do  do  wnag.  A. 
Constitution  al  Sorereigu.  who  fiulovs 
the  advice  of  her  Ministers,  most  alvtji 
be  Constitutionally   right.       We  know 
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if  thej  ohoow.  I  do  not  object  to  that 
nading  of  ths  law.  I  ahsll  not  dispute 
the  positioa  th&t  any  sarings  in 
<7Ias8  2  ma;  bo  proparl;  oaough 
deroied  to  the  oharires  on  tbe 
Prirj  Pane,  whtDh  is  Claas  1  of  the 
Oifil  List.  I  ask  whether  the  mainten- 
anoa  of  the  children  of  the  Royal 
Familj  u  a  personal  and  private 
matter,  as  is  the  case  in  other  families, 
or  ia  it  a  matter  oonneoted  with  the 
maintenanoe  of  the  dignity  and  honour 
o(  the  Crown  ?  If  it  is  a  duty  of  a  per- 
noal  and  prirate  capacity,  I  aek  what 
«oald  be  a  more  nataral  distinction  of 
prirate  and  personal  funds  7  I  take  it 
that  whether  the  aavin^s  go  to  tbe 
■DUDtananca  of  the  family  or  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  honour  of  the 
Crown,  they  are  equally  to  be  contem- 
plated as  deroteable — if  I  may  coin  a 
word — to  tbe  purpoaes  of  tbe  mainten- 
anee  of  the  Soyal  Family.  I  do  not 
liks  the  way  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Uiniiten  continue  to  speak  of  the  bar- 
nin  or  compact  which  they  say  exists 
Mtwten  the  Queen  and  tbe  nation.  In 
the  strict  sense  of  the  word  there  can 
be  no  contract  between  the  Queen  and 
hsr  people,  because  there  is  no  antbo- 
ritjby  whichitcanbeenforced.  Tbe  Pre- 
amble of  the  Ciril  List  Act  is  founded  on 
nlatirau  of  affection  between  Sovereign 
and  people.  All  tbe  difficulty  and  pain- 
fal  leehng  and  misanderetanding  of 
ttis  matter  at  the  present  moment  has 
bun  produced  by  the  unwise  conduct  of 
Hsr  Uajeety'e  Goremment  in  not 
MoiDg  forward  and  plainly  and  honestly 
Ming  oa,  the  BepTeaentativeB  of  the 
pNple,  tiiat  Her  Hajes^  cannot  con- 
**mBt]y  anpport  all  the  members  of  her 
hnilT  iathat  style  which  is  ooneietent 
wift  oe  maintenance  of  her  Family. 
"lU.  aOS0H£N :  I  am  glad  to  have 
tta  opportnnity  of  doing  so.     I  say 

:  firtiitctly  that  the  Queen  has  not  tbe 
Mns  of  providing  for  all  her  children 

.  wj  hsr  gtandohudren  in    a  manner 

\  ■fitting  their  station  and  dignity.  I 
■■b  that  statement  in  the  fullest 
mm. 

I     Ml.  WALLACE:  U I  righUy  under- 
^"Tj^tiie  tight  hon.  Gentleman  I  accept 
'^tsoMttwith  confidence.     I  desire, 
w,  that  there  should  be  no  mis- 


y*— apdii^  with  regard  to  tbe  matter. 
^*W*  liitmed  too  carefolly  to  the 
y*W»— I  will  not  say  to  be  taken  in — 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  con- 
vey to  the  House  that  Her  Majes^a 
means  ftora  all  sources,  both  public  and 
private,  are  not  sufficient  to  enable  her 
to  maintain  her  children  and  grand- 
children in  becoming  dignity  ? 
*Ma.  QOSOHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  allow  me,  as  he  baa  further 
pressed  me  upon  the  subject,  I  will 
make  the  matter  absolutely  plain.  What 
I  mean  is  that  if  the  Qiieea  devoted  the 
whole  of  her  fortune  to  tbe  children  of 
tbe  Prince  of  Wales  and  to  her  other 
grandchildren  it  would  not  suffice  to 
make  that  provision  for  them  which  I 
believe  tbe  House  thinks  necessary  for 
their  proper  support. 

Mr.  WALLACE :  Then  I  must  say 
that  in  the  face  of  that  declaration  any 
opposition  on  my  part  to  this  Grant  is 
entirely  disarmed. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayea  S4 1 
Noes  164.— (Div.  List,  No.  273.) 

*Mr.  8T0BEY :  I  do  not  know  that 
I  need  press  the  next  Amendment,  but 
I  wilt  formally  move  it,  in  order  to 
elicit  from  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  reason  why  a  particular  date  has 
been  pnt  in  tbe  Sub-section  2  of 
Clause  I.  This  sub-Be<^on  provides 
that  the  first  quarterly  payment  shall 
be  made  on  the  Sth  October,  and  as 
this  is  the  2nd  Angust,  X  think  the 
first  payment  ought  not  to  be  made 
until  November  or  December. 

Amendment  prtpoied,  Olaose  1,  in 
page  2,  line  7,  to  lejive  out  the  word 
"October"  and  insert  tbe  word 
"November."— (*r.  Start)/.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tbe  word 
'  October '  stand  part  of  tbe  Clause." 

*Ub.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  reason  for 
tbe  insertion  of  this  date  is  obvions. 
In  these  matters  it  has  been  customary 
to  make  the  allowsnoee  date  from  the 
day  on  which  the  House  has  taken  Her 
Majeaty's  Mesaase  into  consideration. 
In  thiscaseHer  Hajeshr'a  Message  came 
down  on  tbe  2nd  of  July.  Tbe  Stb  of 
October  is  tbe  first  quarterly  pay-day 
after  that  date. 

•Me.  STOEEY  :  Then  all  I  can  say  is 
I  hope  a  similar  course  will  be  adopted 
with  reference  to  other  persons  to  whom 
grants  are  made.  My  opinion  is  that 
the  payment  should  only  date  from  the 
data  when   Parliament  aulhoriscs   the 
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grant.  I  will  not,  howeTer,  press  my 
AmendmeDt. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  propoBed,  "That  ClaaBe  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

•Mb.  STOREY:  In  order  to  give 
aome  of  my  friends  who  were  prevented 
from  voting  on  the  second  reading  an 
opportunity,  I  Bfaall  divide  against  the 
clause.  I  will  only  refer  to  the  answer 
given  by  the  Ghnnoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, which  appears  to  Lave  driven 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  out  of  th«  House.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  assured 
the  House  that  the  total  snm  under 
the  control  of  Her  Majesty  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  enable  her  Majesty  to  make 
provision  for  her  grandchildren.  That 
is  a  most  extraordinary  statement  to  be 
made  at  this  stage  of  the  proceediogs.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.Qen tie- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  that  statement  was  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs?  Did  he  furnish  the 
Committee  with  any  figures  which 
enabled  the  Committee  to  judge  of  the 
reasonableness  of  the  statement  f  Did 
he  Hatisfy  the  hon.  member  for 
Northampton  ? 

MB.LABOUOHERE:  No. 
«Mr.  STOREY:  Did  he  satirfy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle?  Did  be  give  him  figures 
vbicfajastified  him  incomingto  theoon- 
dnsion  that  Her  Majesty's  resources 
were  not  sufficient  for  the  purpose  in 
view?  I  am  not  quite  of  the  same 
temper  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  SouthEdinhnrgh,  who  runs  away  the 
moment  he  hearea  Ministerial  statement 
capable  of  so  interpretations.  I  have 
heard  too  many  to  be  taken  in  with  a 
bald  statement  of  that  kind.  I  will  tell 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what,  in  my 
opinion,  would  have  been  a  judicious 
course  for  him  to  take.  He  should  have 
given  the  Committee  information,  and 
enabled  them  to  form  an  opinion,  and 
then  cxtme  down  to  the  House  with  an 
explicit  statement  on  ths  point.  Z  shall 
take  the  opportunity  of  dividing  against 
this  claose. 

Mh.  LABOUCHERE:  What  was 
done  in  Committee  was  this — a  state- 
ment was  made  as  to  the  amount  of  Her 
Majesty's  fortune  at  the  present  moment, 
and  we  were  told  to  treat  that  as  a  pri- 
vate oommnnication,  and  of  course  have 
Mr.  tterey 
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done  so.  Everybody  can  form  his  own 
opinion  as  to  whether  the  amountof  sc- 
cumulationsat  the  present  moment  wonlA 
be  sufficient  to  enable  Her  Majestj  to 

Srovide  for  her  grandchildren  at  her 
eath.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqnar 
has  recently  said  that  the  amonnt  is 
not  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  grand- 
children, whereupon  a  Scotchman,  in 
rather  a  weak-minded  way,  immediatel; 
walked  out  of  the  House  and  said  he 
would  not  vote.  I  am  perfectly  oon- 
vinced  of  this— and  X  am  not  going  to 
state  the  fignree— that  if  the  amoant  of 
Her  Majesty's  fortune  was  known  to  the 
House,  every  single  Scotchman— for 
they  are  a  careful  and  economical  people 
— would  be  of  .'opinion  that  there  i> 
amply  sufficient,  from  the  actual  saviDgs, 
to  give  what  may  be  termed  a  reasoii- 
able  fortune  to  each  of  the  grandchil- 
dren. What  is  called  the  appanage  of 
an  Austrian  Arohduka  is  something  be- 
tween £1,500  and  £2,000  a  year.  Ihold 
thiit  the  sum  of  £2,000  per  annum,  with 
such  a  capital  sum  as  would  produce 
that  sum,  to  be  left  to  hia  children,  it 
euffi.cient  for  each  grandchild  of  Het 
Majesty.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  mffi- 
oient  toprovidefor  allthegrandchildreD, 
exclusive  of  the  children  of  the  Frioce 
of  Wales.  Her  Majesty  is,  howsTsr, 
now  receiving  a  larger  revenue  from  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  a  far  Isiget 
income,  than  she  received  for  her  printe 
USB  when  she  came  to  the  Throos  and 
the  Civil  List  was  established  i  andlcon- 
tend  that  out  of  the  accumnlationi  tU 
the  younger  children  can  be  prorided 
with  an  ample  fortune,  and  that  oat  of 
the  excess  of  the  private  revenue  orer 
expenditure  an  ample  amonnt— a  siii» 
greater  than  £3B  000  a  yeaz^nugbl 
without  any  curtailment  in  neceottij 
expenditure  be  granted  to  the  ctuIdiflB 
of  the  Priooe  of  Wales  during  Her 
Majesty's  life. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  Myhoo.Priend 
has  just  said  that  he  is  convinced  emrj 
Scotchman  would  agree  with  himthit 
the  savings  of  Her  Majesty  were  amply 
sufficient  for  her  grandchildren. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  IconnderAe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  beloogiagto 
tho  United  Kingdom  and  not  to  Bwt- 

Mk    GLADSTONE:    I   am    mK&    ! 
obliged  to  my  bon.  Friend,  batlDiJ 
teU  him  that  we  hold  in  Scotland  thit 
belonging    to    the    United   Eiog^   i 
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makesTunot  stilllessbut  stillmore  Scotch- 
men than  we  were  before.    I  bare  not 
«  aingle  drop  of  blood  which  is  not 
Sooecb  nor  a  single  blood  relation  ex- 
cept those  who  are  Scotch.    I  wish  to 
accept  the  challenge  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  I  most  say,  haying  thought  over 
the  matter  from  my  own  point  of  yiew, 
before  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer    was  made,  that  I 
respectfully  differ  from  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  am  convinced  that  if  the  vast  majority 
of  the  House  examined  into  the  ques- 
tion they  would  come  to  a  conclusion  in 
conformity  with  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  with  res- 
pect to  the  insufficiency  of  the  accumula- 
tions.   I  am  not  speaking  of  the  large 
4nd  splendid    figures  with  which  we 
have  been  accustomed  to  deal  in  this 
HoQse  In  proyiding  £25,000  a  year  for 
the  Boyal  Princes ;   but,  forming    the 
best  estimate  I  can  as  to  what  is  neces- 
taiy  for  sustaining  the  burdens  of  life 
calj  on  the   footing  of  a    gentleman 
—which   is    surely   a    very   moderate 
estimate  to  form  as  to  the  mode  of  life 
ef    the    immediate    descendants     of 
Eoyalty— I  think  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  right,  and  that  the 
means  at  the  disposal  of  Her  Majesty 
are  not  sufficient  to  make  provision  for 
her  descendants.    I  cannot  see  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  was  in  the 
least  to  blame  because  he  was  disposed 
to  attach   weight    to    the    responsible 
judgment  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
It  is  said  that  that  statement  was  made 
at  a  late  momenti  but  I  may  point  out 
^hat  it  was  not  called  for  before.     It 
iboold  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Com- 
mittee has  distinctly  reported  that  all 
the  information  deemed  by  them  needful 
to  the  objects  of  the  inquiry  was  fully 
ttd  freely  laid  before  them  by    Her 
Jiflesty. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
^e,  Spalding) :  I  appeal  to  both  Front 
Bandies  in  this  matter  to  enable  us  to 
^pna  a  judgment  for  ourselves.  The 
Bght  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  teUs  us  if  we  were  in 
possession  of  the  facts  we  should  agree 
^te  the  sum  at  Her  Majesty's  disposid 
tt  sot  snfflcient  to  maintain  the  Boyal 
ggfchniUwi  with  proper  dimity.  The 
^whoo.  C^ntleman  the  Member  for 
IHI^ttdan  not  only  confirms  this  but 
ysftatit  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain 
••iwperiy  in  the  station  of  private 


gentlemen.  Will  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
tell  us  what  sum  they  would  deem  to  be 
sufficient  ?  That  is  the  essence  of  the 
whole  question.  If  I  am  to  give  a 
blind  vote,  I  would  rather  do  so  follow- 
ing my  leader  into  the  Lobby ;  but  I  in- 
tend to 'say  it  is  a  blind  vote  given  in 
the  absence  of  definite  information.  I 
approve  of  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh. 

The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  179; 
Noes  46.— (Div.  List,  No.  274.) 

Clause  2. 
♦Mb.  STOREY:  The  Amendment  Ihave 
to  propose  is  that  the  words  from  ''Act " 
in  the  nineteenth  line  to  ''  otherwise  " 
in  the  following  line  be  omitted.  I 
move  it  for  the  purpose  of  recording  my 
protest  against  a  system  under  which 
Parliament  is  required  not  merely  to 
make  Grants  to  persons,  but  also  to  en- 
able a  fund  to  be  formed  by  accumula- 
tions, which  fund  will  be  entirely  out  of 
the  control  of  Parliament.  I  make  no 
speech  upon  it  because  the  matter  has 
been  discussed  again  and  again,  but  I 
move  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  19  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  "Act"  to  the 
word  '*  otherwise  "  in  line  20,  inclusive. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

*Mb.  STOREY:  With  regard  to  the 
next  Amendment  I  may  say  it  is  intended 
to  place  a  limit  upon  the  now  unlimited 
control  the  clause  gives  to  the  Prince  of 
Wales  and  certain  officials  to  distribute 
the  sum  in  any  way  they  may  think 
best.  My  Amendment  prescribes  tha 
amount  that  shall  be  paid  to  each  child 
in  the  following  proportion,  five- twelfths 
to  the  elder  son,  four-twelfths  to  the 
younger  son,  and  to  the  daughters  one- 
twelfth  each.  I  have  a  very  simple 
reason  for  proposing  this.  Anybody 
who  reads  history  knows  quite  well  that 
there  have  been  in  times  past  serious 
conflicts  arising  from  differences  of 
opinion  in  the  Boyal  Household,  and  I 
can  conceive  circumstances  under  which 
internal  differences  may  affect  the  dis- 
tribution. The  official  persons  will 
always  be  very  much  under  the  influence 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  will  do 
pretty  much  as  he  desires,  and  the  ap- 
pointment may  be  made  according  to 
favouritism   and  used  as  a  means  of 
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punisbiiient  or  reward;  I  eimply  say 
this  that  my  iDtention  may  be  recorded 
though  I  will  not  put  the  Committee  to 
the  trouble  of  a  Division. 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :   The  hoii.  Mem- 
ber does  not  move  ? 
♦Mb.  STOBEY:  No. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  :  Upon  Ihe 
point  to  which  the  next  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name  is  directed, 
perhaps  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
or  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  can 
give  me  some  enlightenment.  What  is 
to  happen  in  the  event  of  there  being 
accumulations  of  unexpended  funds? 
I  need  not  go  into  this  elaborately,  but 
it  is  very  evident  as  I  read  the  clause 
that  there  may  be  considerable  accumu- 
lations. For  instance  it  is  intended  to 
give  certain  annuities  to  the  daughters 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  also  £10,000 
down.  Welly  suppose  one  of  the 
younger  daughteis  should  die  before 
the  demise  of  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
and  that  the  sums  are  allowed 
to  accumulate,  and  there  should 
be  a  change  in  the  Sovereignty  of  the 
country ;  then  you  have  a  fund  hung 
up  high  and  dry,  a  fund  voted  for  a 
specific  purpose,  and  this  fund  not  being 
required  for  that  purpose  ought  surely 
to  be  paid  back  to  the  Treasury. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
29,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

'*  But  should  the  trustees  hare  in  hand  any 
unexpended  accumulations  of  this  sum  six 
months  after  the  death  of  Her  Majesty,  whom 
God  long  preserve,  then  such  accumulations 
shall  be  paid  into  the  Public  Exchequer." — 
(Mr,  Lahnuchere.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
we  cannot  accept  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEKE:  I  am  sur- 
prised. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  regard  this 
as  a  Grant  to  make  provision  for  the 
family  of  the  Prince  of  Wales.  The 
trustees  to  be  appointed  are  official 
trustees — namely,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  time  being,  and  they 
will  be  bound  to  see  that  the  fund  is 
properly  distributed.    It  is  obvious  that 

J)rovi8ion  may  not  be  required  to  be  made 
or  some  members  of  the  family  lor  a 
year  or  two,  but  when  it  is  required 

Mr*  Storey 


there  is  the  provision  made  by  the  Bill* 
That  there  will  be  accumulations  to  any 
considerable  amount,  for,  say,  eight  or 
ten  years  is  highly  improbable  in  every 
sense  of  the  word.  The  utmost  we  caik 
hope  is  that  there  may  be  some  accumu* 
lations  during  the  earlier  years  that  will 
enable  His  Boyal  Highness  and  the 
trustees  to  make  such  provision  for  hifr 
children  as  may  be  necessary  and 
reasonable.  Assuming  even  the  possi- 
bility of  accumulations,  then  these  will 
be  known  to  Parliament,  and  will  be  an 
element  to  take  into  consideration  when 
a  new  Civil  List  comes  to  be  settled. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  cannot  see 
there  is  any  necessity  for  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEKE:  It  is  very 
evident,  and  every  hon.  Member  who 
has  paid  attention  to  the  point  must  see 
it,  that  I  am  right  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  wrong.  The  fact  is, 
he  did  not  think  of  this  point,  and  I. 
have  thought  of  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  want  a  Eeport 
stage  of  the  Bill,  but  I  do  not  share  his 
view.  I  should  rather  like  a  Beport 
stage,  for  we  have  a  little  more  to  say 
upon  these  matters.  But  I  can  perfectly 
understand  why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not  wish  for  this  additional 
stage  of  the  Bill.  He  has  admitted  I 
am  right,  for  he  says  the  matter  will? 
have  to  be  re- considered  in  the  event  of 
the  demise  of  the  Sovereign.  But  surely 
we  ought  to  consider  it  now  ;  surely  we 
have  had  sufficient  discussion  upon  these 
accumulations ;  surely  we  ought  to  have 
it  perfectly  clear  that  if,  on  the  demise 
of  the  Queen,  there  are  accumulations, 
and  the  children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
become  the  children  of  the  Sovereign,, 
then  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the 
trustees  for  the  benefit  of  the  children, 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales  and  not  of  the 
children  of  the  Sovereign  should  be- 
repaid  by  the  trustees  into  the  Trea- 
sury. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  42;, 
Noes  175.— (Div.  List,  No.  275.) 

Mb.  LABOUOHEHE  :  Perhaps  I  may 
be  more  fortunate  in  inducing  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  accept  the  next 
Amendment  I  have  to  propose.  Tho  point 
is  this :  supposing,  first — ^I  .  sincerely 
hope  it  maj  not  be  the  case— but  sup- 

Sose  the  two  sons  and  the  two  younger 
aughters  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  should 
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die  to-monow,  should  there  be  granted 
to  the  Doohesa  of  Fife  £36,000  a  jear 
daring  the  time  she  remaiaB  the  graad- 
ahild  of  the  Soreieign  ?  Surely  that 
is  not  the  inteation.  We  want  to  make 
a  fair  and  adequate  allowauce  of  the 
£36,000.  It  is  not  piobable  that  all 
the  children  will  die  except  one, 
and  I  trust  that  none  of  them  may  die  ; 
Still  one  may  die.  Supposing,  aftei  the 
aUowanoe  is  given  to  the  elder  son  and 
to  tbe  three  daughters,  the  second  son 
were  to  die.  So  far  as  I  understand  it, 
it  is  assumed  that  the  second  son  vill 
bare  £15,000  if  he  marries.  Let  us 
■nppoBehe  dies,  and  his  wife  dies,  where 
iithe  £15,000  to  go  to?  Theelderson 
is  to  have  £25,000,  which  is  thought 
amply  sufficient.  On  this  happening, 
is  be  to  have  £40,000,  or  are  the 
daughters  to  have  additions  made  to 
their  allowances  on  the  death  of  their 
brother?  It  is  a  bungling  arrangemeat, 
I  have  always  thought,  giving  tha  sum 
to  Ihs  Prince  of  Wales  and  leaving  him 
to  divide  it ;  I  have  always  thought  it 
Tonid  be  much  better  to  give  a  speciQo 
som  to  each  of  the  children  ;  stiU,  we 
have  made  the  arrangement  by  this  Bill, 
and  I  only  want  to  carry  out  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Bill 
that  each  of  the  children  shall  have  her 
or  bis  fair  proportion  of  the  sum,  and 
(bail  not  have  more  if  c>ne  or  two  or 
three  of  tha  children    should  nnfortu- 
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be  R  f^r  composition,  taking  all  the 
ohancea  into  consideration,  between 
our  original  proposal  and  the  proposal 
subsequently  made?  The  sum  of 
£36,000  was  agreed  upsn,  aitbough  it 
scarcely  provides  the  necessary  margin. 
We  are  not  prepared,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, tj  say  that  in  the  unfor- 
tunate event  of  tha  death  of  one  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales's  children  any  change 
should  be  made  in  the  amount  of  the 
annual  Grant.  The  House,  as  repre- 
sentiog  the  taxpayer,  is  making  an 
arrangement  with  the  Prince  of  Wales, 
by  which  Uis  Koyal  Highness's  family, 
in  all  contingencies,  will  receive  the 
sum  now  proposed,  which  sum  is  smaller  ' 
than  that  originally  proposed. 
•irR.STOREY:  Thepositionofthings 
is  this— £36,000  a  year  is  given  for  the 
five  children,  and  my  hon.  Friend  hns 
put  the  hypothesis  that  it  may  go  to 
one  of  tbe  children.  I  will  not  put 
such  an  extreme  hypothesis,  I  will  take 
the  less  extreme  hypothesis  that  two  of 
the  obildren  migbt  die,  and  in  that  case 
the  whole  of  the  £3ti,000  would  go  to 
tha  other  three,  though  tbe  Govern- 
ment themselves  agree  that  £36,000 
is  ample  for  the  five.  The  Government 
would  uever  have  come  here  with  a  pro- 
position which  they  did  not  think  ample. 
Ibey  would  have  thought  £49,000  a 
little  better,  but  they  do  not  think 
£36,000  insufficient.     What  I  say  is 
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more  or  less  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to 
the  Boyal  Family.  Bat  this  Amend- 
ment ought  to  commend  itself  to  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  because  it 
is  based  upon  the  solid  principle  of 
finance  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House, 
as  the  guardian  of  the  public  purse,  to 
know  in  what  manner  the  money  voted 
by  it  is  expended.  There  is  another 
reason  that  must  haye  been  present  to 
the  mind  of  every  hon.  Member  during 
these  Debates,  and  that  is  that  if  one 
thing  has  been  more  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  Hoyal  Family  than 
another  it  is  the  element  of  mystery 
which  has  surrounded  these  arrange- 
ments. It  is  this  element  which  has 
created  such  a  great  amount  of  feeling 
out  of  doors.  There  is  an  idea — which 
may  be  dispelled,  to  some  extent,  after 
to-day's  Debate— that  the  savings  of 
the  Chrown  have  been  exceedingly  large ; 
and  it  is  this  element  of  mystery  that  is 
so  difficult  to  get  rid  of.  We  have  had 
an  assurance  to-day  that  these  savings 
have  not  been  as  large  as  some  of  us 
believe ;  but  I  want  to  prevent 
that  feeling  of  dissatisfaction  in  the 
popular  mind  that  there  are  great 
accumulations  being  made  for  the 
future.  Though  this  Amendment 
would  not  prevent  the  feeling  arising 
in  the  future,  so  far  as  the  main 
sources  of  the  income  of  the  Boyal 
Family  are  concerned,  it  would  prevent 
it  arising  in  the  future  so  far  as  this 
Ghrant  of  £36,000  a  year  is  concerned. 
We  must  remember  that  this  Bill  is  an 
entirely  new  development  in  the  matter  of 
Eoyal  Grants.  I  believe  it  is  absolutely 
the  first  time  that  money  voted  by 
Parliament  has  not  been  specifically 
allocated  to  the  person  to  whom  it  is 
granted.  This  money  is  allocated  to 
five  persons,  but  in  what  way  the  House 
does  not  know,  and  I  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  know  it.  It  is  likely  that 
the  daughters  of  the  Prince  of  Wales 
will  receive  a  lump  sum,  and  if  that 
is  so,  I  think  it  desirable  that  the 
House  should  know  it.  We  should 
none  of  us  like  to  see  them  inadequately 
considered,  and  the  tendency  is  to  give 
the  sons  more  than  the  daughters.  The 
public  want  to  have  a  guarantee  that 
the  daughters  will  be  faitly  treated, 
even  though  they  marry  rich  men.  I 
trust  I  am  only  following  the  original 
proposal  in  asking  that  the  public  may 
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know  how  the  money  goes.  We  are 
face  to  face  with  a  complete  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  it  is  a  change 
I  regret.  We  should  know  what  we 
are  proposing  for  each  child  and  let  the 
matter  rest  there.  Then  we  are  asked 
to  place  a  discretionary  power  in  the 
hands  of  unknown  persons  to  a  consi- 
derable extent.  Her  Majesty  and  the 
Prince  of  Wales  will,  no  doubt,  have 
the  main  voice  in  the  disposal  of  this 
money,  but  we  are  also  putting  it  in  the 
hands  of  official  trustees,  and  we  do  not 
know  what  views  they  may  take  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  money  is 
to  be  allocated  in  the  future. 
We  may  reasonably  assume  that  whilst 
the  Queen  and  the  Prince  of  Wales 
will  naturally  exercise  the  most  influ- 
ence, other  views  will  also  be  consulted. 
The  Bill  is  expressly  framed  on  the 
supposition  that  there  will  be  accumu- 
lations. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  said  it  is 
extremely  improbable  that  at  the  end 
of  eight  or  ten  years  there  will  be  any 
accumulations.  He  believes  there  will 
be  accumulations  for  a  few  years  in 
order  that  larger  sums  may  be  given 
subsequently.  I  do  not  dispute  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement.  I 
have  no  means  of  knowing  whether  it 
is  likely  to  be  right  or  not.  But  if 
there  are  to  be  no  accumulations  I  shall 
be  all  the  better  pleased.  In  that  case 
the  country  ought  to  know  the  manner 
in  which  the  money  is  disposed  of.  If 
the  money  had  been  allocated  in  the 
manner  originally  intended  by  the 
Government  this  Amendment  would 
have  been  unnecessary,  because  Parlia- 
ment would  have  known  how  it  went. 
Now  that  we  are  voting  a  lump  sum,  I 
think  it  is  necessary  that  we  should 
ask  for  an  annual  return  to  Parliament. 
It  would  be  the  more  necessary  in  the 
unfortunate  event,  which  we  hope  is  not 
likely  to  occur,  of  the  demise  of  one  of 
these  five  children.  If  one  of  the 
Princesses  should  unfortunately  die,  the 
amount  of  money  set  free  would  be, 
comparatively  speaking,  small,  but  if  it 
should  be  one  of  the  sons,  a  large 
amount  would  be  set  free  for  distri- 
bution. I  contend  that,  on  sound 
financial  considerations,  the  House  is 
entitled  to  know  whether  the  money  is 
allocated  in  a  way  that  the  House  and 
the  country  would  approve  of,   and  I 
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cannot  oonoeive  why  the  GoTemment 
should  refuse  to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
29,  at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add  the 
words — 

<*The  TnisteeB  shall  mak^  an  annnal  Return, 
to  be  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
stating  the  manner  in  which  they  have  dealt 
with  the  sum  granted  to  them,  and  showing  the 
amount  of  the  accumulations,  if  any."—  (Mr, 
W,  M'Lann.) 


Question     proposed, 
words  be  there  added." 


"That    those 


•iiK.  W.  H.  SaOTH :  I  have  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  will  for- 
give me  if  I  saj  that  he  has  failed 
altogether  to  realise  the  object,  and 
spirit,  and  intention  of  the  Bill,  which  is 
to  enable  the  Prince  of  Wales,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Queen,  to  make  pro< 
vision  for  his  own  family.  The  assist- 
ance  of  official  trustees,  in  the  persons 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
for  the  time  being,  is  secured,  but  any 
of  those  contingencies  to  which  reference 
has  been  made  could  not  by  any  possi- 
bility happen.  What  does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  desire  to  do  ?  He  desires  to 
give  Parliament  power  to  review  the 
discretion  exercised  by  the  Queen  and 
the  Prince  of  Wales  in  dealing  with  the 
affairs  of  their  own  family. 

*Mb.  M^LABBN:  My  Amendment 
does  not  imply  that.  Tho  Bill  is  abso- 
lutely clear  in  stating  that  the  Prince  of 
Wales  and  the  Official  Trustees  may 
allocate  the  money  in  any  way  they 
may  think  fit. 

♦Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  made  use  of  words  to  the 
effect  that  the  country  ought  to  know 
whether  the  money  was  allocated  in  a 
way  of  which  they  approve,  and  there- 
fore it  would  be  open  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  country  to  raise  a  dis- 
cussion as  to  whether  proper  discretion 
had  been  exercised.  I  believe  there  is 
a  general  desire  thr'>aghout  the  country 
that  we  should  not  have  these  discus- 
:sion8  in  Parliament,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  only  gave  expression  to 
that  feeling  when  he  said  that  the  op- 
portunities for  discussions  of  this 
character  should  be  made  much  less 
frequent.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  provision  will  be  made  with  due 


regard  to  the  claims  of  the  Heir  Pre- 
sumptive to  the  Throne,  and  of  the  next 
in  succession,  and  the  Princesses.  We 
have  stated  our  view  that  the  Princesses 
should  receive  a  portion  of  £3,000  a 
year,  with  a  Grant  of  £10,000,  and  this 
has  to  be  taken  in  connection  with  the 
provision  now  made.  The  House  of 
Commons  and  the  country  have  had 
indications  of  the  proportions  which  the 
Government  thought  it  right  to  propose, 
and  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
will  no  doubt  have  effect  given  to  it  in  any 
appropriation  made  by  the  Prince  of 
Wales  with  the  sanction  of  the  Queen 
and  the  Trustees.  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  dissatisfaction  in  the  country  with 
the  Grant  proposed.  I  think  the  pro- 
posal has  been  received  with  very  g^eat 
satisfaction,  except  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  and  I  dis- 
pute his  authority  to  represent  the 
people  of  the  country,  although  no 
doubt  he  represents  a  large  number  of 
his  constituents.  The  prinoiple  has  been 
laid  down  that  power  should  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Prince  of  Wales  to 
make  provision  for  his  children  with  the 
sanction  of  the  head  of  the  family,  the 
Queen,  and  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
responsible  Ministers,  and  from  that 
principle  the  Government  cannot  depart. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  do  not 
know  who  the  future  Official  Trustees 
will  be,  but  I  think  he  may  rest  assured 
that  as  they  are  to  hold  the  responsible 
positions  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  and  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  they  are  not  likely 
to  sanction  any  arrangement  which 
is  not  fully  justified  by  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  I  could  not 
undertake  to  place  before  the  House 
of  Commons  information  which  would 
afford  the  opportunity  which  I  expressly 
deny  to  be  in  the  public  interest — that 
is  to  say,  of  discusning  the  disoretiou 
exercised  by  the  Prince  of  Wales  with 
the  sanction  of  the  Queen  and  Trustees, 
and  I  therefore  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.  No  doubt  hon.  Gentle- 
men know  how  these  Grants  are  made. 
["How?"]  They  can  obtain  the  in- 
formation, for  hon.  Gentlemen  seem  to 
know  a  great  many  facts  as  regards 
this  subject. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) ; 
This  seems  to  me  a  reasonable  Amend- 
ment, and  the  Betum  for  which  it  asks 
does    not     neoesarily    mean    review. 
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Many  Hetnrns  are  made  to  this  Hoase 
in  which  the  Honse  is  powerless  for 
review.  The  Amendment  would  have  a 
good  eff^  in  preventing  mystery  about 
the  administration  of  these  funds. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon 
me  for  saying  that  I  have  not  the 
confidence  in  Official  Trustees  which 
he  seems  to  have.  I  will  give  him 
an  illustration.  By  two  Acts  of  Par- 
liament two  sums  of  money  were  put 
in  the  hands  of  Trustees.  £600,000  in 
the  hands  of  five  Trustees,  one  of 
whom  was  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  for  the  time  being,  and 
£330,000,  in  the  name  of  five  other 
Trustees,  of  whom  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  also  one.  The  only 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  who  con- 
cerned himself  at  all  was  Lord 
Palmerston ;  and  as  to  the  other  sum 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  abso- 
lutely unaware  that  any  duties  were 
imposed  upon  him.  Neither  did  his 
predecessors  appear  to  have  taken  any 
active  notice  of  the  matter.  That  was 
put  in  evidence  before  the  Committee 
which  sat  in  relation  to  perpetual 
pensions.  While  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  if  the  official  Trustees 
were  possessed  with  a  sense  of 
the  duty  imposed  upon  them,  they  would 
fulfil  that  duty ;  I  think  sometimes  that 
official  trusteeships  of  that  character  be- 
come very  little  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  practice.  I  think  this  Bill  establishes 
a  dangerous  precedent  by  siying  that 
lump  sums  may  be  allocated  to  the 
parents  for  Grants  to  the  children,  with- 
out Parliament  having  any  knowledge 
of  how  those  lump  sums  are  ap- 
plied. Of  course,  I  know  that  we  are 
utterly  powerless  as  against  the  ex- 

?ression  of  opinion  by  the  Government, 
had  refrained  from  speaking  on  these 
Amendments,  but  I  must,  in  this  case, 
not  only  give  my  hearty  support  to  the 
Amendment,  but  I  hcpe  the  mover  will 
press  it  to  a  Division,  so  that  our  protest 
may  at  least  be  recorded. 

Mr.  H alley  8TEWAET:  It  is 
perfectly  true,  as  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  has  said,  that  in 
terms  this  is  a  Grant  to  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  but  it  is  in  reality  a  Grant  to  the 
individual  children  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales.  Why  should  we  take  all  this 
trouble  of  appointing  trustees  if  in 
reality  the  Grant  is  not  made  to  the 
Prince  of  Wales  ?    There  is  a  wide  gulf 
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between  the  demand  of  the  Amendmeat 
and  the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  All  we 
wish  to  secure  is  that  we  shall  ha?e 
the  healthy  moral  control  of  pablic 
opinion  over  the  allocations  made.  We 
do  not  want  to  come  here  from  year  to 
year  to  find  fault  with  those  who  will 
have  to  report  the  allocation  of  money. 
All  we  want  is  to  bring  to  bear  that 
publicity  which,  as  everyone  knows  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  is  the  best  se- 
curity for  the  wise  distribution  of  the 
funds  place  1  at  the  disposal  of  the 
trustees. 

The  Committee   divided:— Ayes  45; 
Noes  169.— (Div.  List  No.  2V7.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Clause  2 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
*Mr.  STOREY:  The  Government 
have  persistently  not  listened  to  our 
arguments  nor  accepted  an  Amendment 
to  this  Bill.  We  are  equally  persistentt 
and  you  shall  not  get  an  inch  of  this  Bill 
without  commentary  and  Division.  lop* 
pose  the  clause  because  of  what  it  contains, 
and  what  it  does  not  contain.  I  oppose 
it  because  it  introduces  a  new  method 
of  dealing  with  public  money.  Arrange- 
ments are  to  be  made  for  handing  oyer 
to  trustees  money  which  is  to  accumu- 
late, and  to  be  allocated  in  proportions 
which  we  do  not  know.  I  resist  the 
clause  still  more  strongly  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  most  unwisely 
refused  the  proposal  on  which  we  hare 
just  divided  the  House.  The  right hoo. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  if  be 
gave  us  information  it  would  cause  less 
discussion.  But  the  reason  I  want  in- 
formation, and  I  make  no  secret  ahoat 
it,  is  that  there  shall  be  more  discussion. 
I  think  there  is  an  enormous  dispropor- 
tion in  the  Grants  to  Boyal  persons, 
and  they  should  be  discussed  again  and 
again  until  the  people  outside  compel 
Parliament  inside  to  take  more  reason- 
able views  of  these  matters.  On  these 
grounds  I  resist  the  clause,  and  I  will 
take  the  liberty  of  •dividing  the  House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  As  will  b» 
perceived  by  this  time,  I  am  entirelj 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Billy  but 
when  a  Bill  does  leave  Parliament,  tf  ^ 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commas  ^ 
want  to  see  it  drafted  in  a  respecttUe 
fashion.  I  have  done  my  best  to  atti' 
this  clause,  and  to  make  it  reasoa- 
able.     I   have   failed.     Just  let  9» 
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Mint  oat  to  tlw  Firat  Lord  of  Qie 
Tnumj  what  he  and  his  drafts. 
mu  bare  done.  The  clause  as  it 
itudi  now  is  a  moDstioua  and  most 
UDBtnral  clause.  And  .1  will  tell  the 
right  hon.  Qeatlemui  wli;.  The  right 
im.  Qenllemaii  vill  admit  that  it  is 
ponible  that  the  seoond  son  of  the 
ctiaee  of  Walea  may  die.  He  may 
have  married  and  hod  a  child  ;  yet  this 
unoiuit  of  money  which  is  allocated  to 
him,  callit£10,000ayear,  would  go  to 
hii  brothers  and  to  his  sisters,  and  under 
no  potaibitity  by  this  Act  could  one  shil- 
Hneof  the  aum  be  handed  over  to  his 
child.  That,  Sir,  ia  what  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  done  with  his  clause.  He 
CDti  oS  the  child  from  the  beneSt  in 
lavonr  of  the  brothers  and  sisters.  I 
mlly  do  think  that  it  is  uaneoe^sary  to 
uj  uiyibing  more  against  the  drafting 
of  this  clause. 

*Va.  aOSCHEN :  Tho  only  thing  we 
have  to  say  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
ia  that  he  ia  mistalceD  in  his  reading  of 
th»  elanae. 

Ms.  LABOUGHEEE :  The  right  hon. 
Oantteman  boldly  makes  tbe  aaaertion 
that  I  am  mistaken.  I  defy  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemao  to  prove  that. 
•Ma.  GOSCHEN :  All  I  can  say  ia 
that  we  have  taken  the  best  legal  advice 
on  (he  subject.  The  matter  baa  been 
fully  considered,  and  tbe  Bill  was 
^llcd  by  a  very  ablo  lawyer,  and 
other*  KhoEe  legal  ability  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  question,  have  been 
tonsnited  on  the  point,  and  the  clause 
*u  K  drafted  as  lo  meet  the  very 
obJMtioQ  which  tbe  hon.  Member  raiaes 


gmndefaildran  ot  Her  Hajesfy.  I  ask 
the  Oommittee  to  look  at  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  It  seems  to  me  that  tho 
words  of  tbe  Preamble  go  beyond  the 
title  of  tbe  Bill,  which  is  "A  Bill  to^ 
make  provision  for  the  support  and 
maintenaDce  of  the  children  of  His 
Royal  Hia^hneaa  Albert  Edward  Prince 
of  Wales.  It  astonisfaes  me  that  ex- 
ception was  not  taken  to  tbeae  words  of 
the  Preamble  an  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  the  opiuion  of  the  Speaker 
taken  aa  to  whether  ihey  were  in  order. 
I  believe  they  are  not,  and  I  bold  that 
the  Bill  lays  down  a  priuciple  which 
onght  not  to  be  laid  down,  because  the 
Bill  has  nothing  to  do  with  tbe  childrsD 
of  the  younger  children  of  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen.  I  object  to  any  prejudginff 
ot  wbat  may  happen  in  a  future  reign. 
Possibly  in  a  future  reign  there  may  be 
a  Civil  Liat  that  will  cover  such  allow- 
ances ;  but  I  want  to  leave  the  whole 
matter  to  the  Parliament  which  will  bo 
called  together  in  a  future  reign.  Be- 
yond this,  I  am  against  the  "hnality" 
of  the  right  ban.  member  for  Newcastle^ 
and  do  not  wish  to  prejudice  the  judg- 
ment and  action  of  future  Miniaters. 
These  words  go  beyond  any  principle 
laid  down  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  beyond  all  that  was  contem- 
plated by  tbe  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Xjothian.  We  have  beard  that  right 
hon.  Qentleman  lauded  to  the  skiea  b; 
Gentlemen  opposite  for  the  apeech 
be  made  on  their  behalf  and  for  the 
votes  be  has  given  this  evening  and 
yesterday  evening  for  tbe  Government 
proposal ;    and  I  do  not  complain  of 
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daaghiers  of  vour  Majesty  will  be  made  daring 
your  lilAJeBtj'a  reign." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Preamble." 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  has  read  in  these  words  more 
than  they  meant  or  were  intended  to 
mean.  They  have  no  reference  to  the 
children  of  the  younger  sons  or  daughters 
of  Her  Majesty.  The  words  were  taken 
literally  from  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mUtee,  and  I  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve they  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
who  believed  them  to  be  valuable  as  a 
precedent. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE  :  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  understand  the  legal  English  of 
words  in  Acts  of  Parliament,  which  very 
often  are  not  English  at  all ;  but  I  think 
that  any  layman  reading  the  words  I 
have  referred  to  will  agree  with  me  that 
there  is  no  limitation  to  the  children  of 
the  Heir  Apparent,  but  that  they  apply 
equally  to  the  children  of  all  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Sovereign,  whoever  and 
wheresoever  they  may  be.  The  word 
^'  children  "  is  used  as  extending  to  Her 
Majesty's  family. 

*Mb.  GOSCHEN :  As  I  read  the  words 
they  mean  that  where  provision  is  made 
for  children  it  shall  be  made  in  this 
way — not  that  provision  shall  be  made 
for  all. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that 
the  principle  is  doubtful,  but  at  any 
rate,  although  that  may  be  his  view,  he 
did  not  draft  the  Bill.  If  the  drafts- 
man says  the  provision  was  meant  to 
be  restricted  to  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales  I  am  ready  to  accept 
that ;  but  I  contend  that  these  words  do 
not  make  such  a  limitation.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  the  sug- 
gested alteration  limiting  the  Grants  to 
the  children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales? 
All  I  want  is  that  this  limitation 
should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  in  cbar 
language. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  want  the 
•Committee  to  take  note  that  Her 
Majesty  does  not  wish  to  press  her 
claim  on  beiialf  of  the  children  of  her 
daughters ;  but  in  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill  we  have  a  reference  made  to  *'  Her 
Majesty's  family,"  and  I  understand 
the  family  to  be  Her  Majesty's  children 


and  g^ndchildren.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment   of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  I   think  he  had  better 
take  care,  as  his  words  are  to  my  nund 
very   dangerous  words.    He  uses  the 
words  **  During  your  Majesty's  reign," 
and   as  I  understand  it  Her  Majesty 
does  not  desire  that  the  provision  should 
go  beyond  her  reigtf ;  and  this  was  the 
view  of  the  Committee.     We  have  done 
with  the  families  of  the  younger  chil- 
dren of  Her  Majesty,  but  if  we  insert  the 
words   "during  Her  Majesty's  reign" 
we  may  be  opening  the  way  for  fatore 
claims. 
*Mb.  STOREY :  What  is  objected  to 
here  is  that  the  words  we  desire  to  get 
rid  of  would  establish  a  principle  for 
provision  to  be  made  out  of  Grants  for 
this  purpose  which  have  been  assigned 
to  the  parents.    You  thus  lay  down  a 
principle  which  will  be  a  guide  to  future 
Parliaments  and  would  be  quoted  as  a 
precedent  in  future  reigns  for  the  new 
Parliament  in  regard  to  such  provision. 
Now,  suppose  the  Queen  should  die,  and 
a  new  Monarch  should    come  to  the 
Throne,  that  Monarch  having  children; 
the    Prince    of    Wales    has    children 
already,  some  of  whom  are  now  married 
and  all  of  whom  may  marry  and  hare 
families.     Under  these    words  of  the 
Preamble  of  this  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the  Prime    Minister  of  a 
future  day  might  come  to  Parliam^t 
and  say,  **It  ib  your  duty  not  only  to 
make  provision  for  the  new  King,  but  also 
for  his  family  and  their  famiUes."  These 
words,  in  fact,  make  a  wider  application 
of  the  public  money  than  was  ever  made 
before,  and  will  in  effect  be  the  laying 
down  of  a  principle  that  will  euaWe 
future  Governments  to  provide  not  only 
for  the  children  of  the  Sovereign  but  for 
the  families    of    the  children   of  the 
Sovereign.    I  should  be  glad  if  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  will  consent  to 
insert  a  limitation  which  will  make  the 
meaning  which  he  himself  assigned  to 
the  words   clearer  than   they  are  » 
preseut.    Will  he  allow  the  clause  to 
read  thus : 

•*  To  esteblish  the  principle  that  where  if 
viflion  is  made  for  the  children  that  P^vi^ 
Bhall  he  made  out  of  the  Ghranta  that  an  b*^ 
to  the  parents.*' 

If  he  will  do  that  I  will  not  take  adftf- 
tage  of  his  goodness  and  fairness  ontM 
Eeport.  I  believe  my  hon.  Friends  wui 
say  the  same. 
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Mb.  LABOUCHEBE:  No. 

*Mb.  storey  :  Then  I  will  speak  for 
myself.  But  if  mj  hon.  Friend  will  not 
make  the  promise,  I  do  not  see  any  hope 
of  prevailing^  on  the  'Ghanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  make  the  slightest  change 
in  the  Bill.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I 
think  that  this  alteration  would  be  an 
important  improvement. 

*Me.  M'LAEEN  :  I  would  suggest  to 
the  Government  that  if  they  cannot 
accept  this  Amendment,  they  should 
put  in  words  on  the  Beport  to  make 
the  meaning  more  plain. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  am  really 
unable  to  give  any  pledge,  as  I  really  do 
not  know  what  I  shall  think  on  Monday 
when  the  Bill  passes  through  Commit- 
tee. I  shall  devote  Sunday  to  reading 
the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Government 
are  laying  down  a  principle  which 
may  be  applied  on  a  future  occasion, 
when  the  necessity  arises  that  a  pro- 
vision for  children  should  hereafter  be 
made  out  of  Grants  to  their  parents.  I 
cannot  hold  out  any  hopes  that  the 
words  which  have  been  adopted  in  the 
Committee  by  a  large  majority  will  be 
modified. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  am  satisfied 
that  the  words  as  they  stand  are  all  that 
can  be  desired.  The  provision  for  the 
children  is  *'to  be  made,  not  out  of 
Grants  which  mighc  be,  but  which  have 
been,  assigned  to  their  parents." 

♦Mr.  storey  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  these  words 
cover  the  case  I  have  put  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN:  It  has  been  laid  down 
for  the  guidance  of  a  future  Parliament 
that  the  proper  course  would  bo  to  make 
provision,  not  for  each  child,  but  for 
children  generally  by  Grants  to  the 
parents. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"Family,"  t^j  the  word  "have,"  in  line 
20."— (Ifr.  Storey.) 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  and  to  establish  the  prin- 
dple  that  the  proTision  for  children  shall  bore* 
sdttcr  he  made  out  of  Grants  adequate  for  that 
purpoee  which  have  been  assigned '  stand  part 
of  the  Preamble." 


The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  146; 
Noes  42.— (Div.  list,  No.  279.) 

•Mr.  STOREY :  I  will  not  occupy  tho 
time  of  the  House  many  minutes  with 
the  next  Amendment,  but  I  do  hold  it  is 
extremely  important  that  there  should 
be  a  clear  and  energetic  protest  on 
record  which  may  be  quoted  hereafter, 
when  in  a  new  reign  demands  are  made 
upon  Parliament  under  cover  of  the 
words  which  are  to  be  inserted  in  this 
Bill.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to  resist 
this  being  paid,  but  it  is  not  impossible 
for  us  to  indicate  the  views  of  the 
minority  of  this  House,  which  may  be 
quoted  hereafter,  and  if  the  principle  is 
to  be  laid  down  its  application  ought  to 
be  limited  to  the  children  of  the 
Sovereign  and  of  the  Heir  Apparent. 
Therefore  I  propose  the  omission  of  the 
words  ''their  parents,"  with  the  object 
of  inserting  afterwards,  "  to  the 
Sovereign  and  the  Heir  Apparent.'^ 
The  Preamble  will  then  read  so  as  to 
establish  the  principle  that  the  provision 
made  by  the  Grant  shall  be  confined  to 
the  children  of  the  Sovereign  and  the 
Heir  Apparent.  These  words  enable  us 
to  indicate  clearly  what  we  moan. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
lines  19  and  20,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"their  parents,"  and  insert  the  words 
**the  Sovereign." — {Mr.  Storey.) 

Question  put,  ''That  the  words 
'  their  parents '  stand  part  of  the  Pre- 
amble." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  134 ; 
Noes  38— (Div.  List,  No.  280) 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment,  which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  to  omit 
the  word  '^cheerfully,"  cannot  be  put 
without  an  instruction  from  the  House^ 
as  it  is  part  of  the  framework  of  the 
Bill,  and  it  is  of  so  grave  importance 
that  it  could  not  be  put  without  special 
instruction  from  the  House.  The 
Question  is  that  this  be  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  But  I  object 
to  the  Preamble  on  account  of  the  word 
"  cheerfully  "  which  it  contains. 

Thb  CHAIKMAN  :  It  is  not  part  of 
the  Preamble.  It  is  part  of  the  grant- 
ing and  enacting  words  of  the  Bill, 
which  are  not  put  in  (  oromictee  at  all, 
and  which  cannot  be  modified  without 
I  an  instruction  authorising  it. 
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Mr.  LABOTTOHBRE  :  But  I  ohjeot 
to  the  en&ctiag  portion  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  not  cheerful. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  part  of  the 
framevark  of  the  Bill,  which  is  common 
to  all  Moae;  Bills,  and  I  oa.j  that  it  can* 
not  be  touched  without  authority  from 
the  House.  The  Question  Is  that  this 
be  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill. 

A  Division  having  been  ohallenged, 
and  the  House  cleared  for  a  Dinsion, 

Db.  OLABK  [sitting  with  his  hat  on): 
Whatara  the  words  before  the  enacting 
portion  of  the  Bill? 

Ths  CHAIRMAN' :    "  Granting  and 
enacting  "  are  the  special  words  which 
are  used  in  all  Monej  Bills. 
•Mb.  STOREY;  Is  it  possible  to  move 
to  re-commit  the  Bill  1 

Tbb  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  not 
relevant  to  the  Question  now  before  the 
Committee. 

Question  put,  "  That  this  be  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided:— Ayes  129; 
Noes  38.— (Div.  List,  No.  281.) 

Bill  reported,  without   Amendment; 
to  be  read  a  third  time  upon  Monday 
next 
COINAUE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  [EXPENSES], 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Ketolved,  That  it  it  expedient  to  sathoTiee 
the  payment,  out  of  moaeyi  to  be  providsd  by 
ParliHment.  of  any  expenwe  incurred  by  the 
exchange  of,  orpayment  for,  gold  coioi,  under 
the  praniione  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Sauion 
to  amend  "  The  Coinage  Act,  1870,"  at  reapecta 
Ligbt  Gold  Coini. 

Kesolution  to  be  reported  npon  Monday  nezL 

fiETENUE  BILL  (No.  SIS. } 
As  amended,  considered;  Biil  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PAYUASTEB(}ENE&ALBILL  (Xo.  318.) 
Considered    in    Committee,  and    re- 
poTtod,  without  Amendment ;  Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passsd. 


grees,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  sftus.  I 
wish  to  have  this  Bill  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Lav,  which  seanu 
to  me  to  be  the  proper  body  to  desl 
with  it.  This  is  one  of  the  Bills  which 
was  slipped  through  last  WedaeidBj 
withoat  discussion,  and  the  Qoverament 
did  not  even  take  the  trouble  to  ezplun 
its  nature.  I  have  an  objectioo  to  it, 
but  I  suppose  I  should  not  be  allowed 
to  make  it  at  this  stage. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Hoobs  baa 
charged  the  Committee  of  the  WhoU 
House  with  the  Bill,  and  it  must,  theia- 
fore,  deal  with  it. 

Sib  Q.  CAMPBELL :  I  wiU  mo», 
then,  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  ordnl 
That  Motion  is  not  in  order. 

Clause  1  to  1 1  agreed  to. 

Olause  12. 

8iR  0.  CAMPBELL :  I  am  not  pre- 

fared  to  go  into  the  details  of  the  BiU. 
object  to  the  Bill,  and  my  auipietoni 
have  been  aroused  by  the  fact  that  tb< 
lawyers  have  not  moved  any  Ameirf- 
ment  to  it.  If  the  state  of  the  Uv 
which  the  Bill  proposes  to  consolidsta 
had  not  been  a  good  one  for  the  Isaj^ 
there  would  have  been  plenty  of  Anienil- 
ments  proposed. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  ord«! 
That  does  not  arise  on  this  clause. 

Question,  "  That  Clause  12  stand  ptit 
of  the  Bill,"  pot,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  as  amended ;  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next. 

EEQULATION  OF  EAILWAYS  (No.  3) 
BILL,     (No.  360.) 
SECOND    BEASIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  ptopossa, 
"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a seeosd 
time." 

Me.  PHILIPP8  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
notice  that  Clause  3  of  this  Bill  rtiM' 
question  of  great  importance  iavolriag, 
't   does,    the   safety   of   traini  m 
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ratli^ay  pasdengeri,  aad  in  order  to 
secure  increased  safety  for  the  traffic,  I 
hold  that  the  hours  of  labour  should  be 
shorter,  and  when  we  are  in  Committee 
on  this  Bill  I  shall  move  an  Amendment 
placing  the  limit  at  eight  hours  instead 
of  12.  I  hope  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  will  see  his  way  to 
accept  that  Amendment. 

Db.  CLABK  (Caithness):  This  is 
one  of  the  Bills  thrown  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  without  ex- 
planation. I  have  been  looking  at  it, 
and  I  must  say  I  think  it  is  very  unfair 
for  the  Qovemment  to  pitchfork  into 
this  House  an  important  Bill  of  this 
nature  without  any  explanation.  They 
ought  at  least  to  tell  us  what  their 
intentions  are  in  regard  to  it.  I  am 
glad  the  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
has  given  notice  that,  in  Committee, 
he  will  move  to  amend  the  third  clause 
by  inserting  eight  hours  for  12.  I  see, 
however,  that  all  the  Bill  proposes  to  do 
in  this  respect  is  to  call  on  the  com- 
panies to  make  a  Heturn  of  all  of  their 
employ  is  who  work  more  than  12  hours, 
and  I  should  like  to  see  the  Bill  amended 
60  as  to  render  it  illegal  for  any  railway 
servant  to  work  over  12  hours  in  one  day. 
It  is  not  right  that  the  safety  of  the  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  persons  who  travel 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  men  who 
are  working  more  than  12  hours  a  day. 
Now,  railways  are  a  monopoly,  and  I 
consider  that  Parliament  should  have 
more  control  over  them,  and  that  it 
should  step  in  and  prevent  men  being 
compelled,  through  the  competition  in 
the  labour  market,  to  work  longer 
than  is  desirable  in  the  interests  of 
the  public  safety.  Clause  4  raises  the 
question  of  tickets,  and  I  should  like 
to  see  the  Government  modify  the 
existing  regulations  as  to  return  tickets 
with  a  view  to  allowing  passengers  to 
use  an  out-of-date  return  half  on  pay- 
ment of  a  sum  which  would  make  up 
the  difference  in  price  between  the 
return  and  the  single  ticket.  In  Com- 
mittee we  will  try  and  amend  this 
Bill  in  the  interests  of  the  travelling 
public.  But  I  repeat  that  I  object  to 
this  system  of  throwing  a  Bill  before 
us  without  explanation. 
♦The  PEESIDENT  ojp  the  BOAED 
OF  TBAD£  (Sir  M.  Hioxs  Bsaoh):  I 
think  the  accusation  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  most  unfair.  ^  Hon.  Members  who 
have  given  attention  to  this  subject  know 


very  well  that  this  is  the  second  Bill 
introduced  this  Session,  and  that  in 
moving  the  first  I  explaiaed  its  provi- 
sions and  effect.  Since  then  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  various  persons 
in  the  country,  and  have  found  there 
would  be  so  much  opposition  to  some  of 
its  clauses  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pass  it  this  Session.  I  therefore  with- 
drew that  Bill  and  introduced  this,  a 
modified  Bill,  carrying  out  certain  im- 
portant provisions  with  regard  to  public 
safety,  to  which  I  believe  no  objection 
can  be  taken.  With  reference  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lanarkshire,  it  may  be  well  to 
omit  the  figure  12  and  leave  the  number 
of  hours  beyond  which  cases  of  over- 
time should  be  returned  to  be  fixed 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  from  time  to 
time.  Any  attempt  to  limit  the  work 
of  railway  servants  to  eight  hours  a 
day  and  no  more  would,  in  my  opinion, 
be  not  only  an  impossibility,  bat  would 
be  hurtful,  if  it  could  be  carried 
out.  What  would  happen  if  a  man 
had  been  at  work  eight  hours  and 
an  accident  happened?  Is  he  not  to 
remain  in  order  to  give  what  help  he 
can  because  he  would  be  breaking 
the  law?  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  presses  his  view  the  only  result 
will  be  to  mak^  it  impossible  to  carry 
the  Bill  this  Session.  I  would  further 
say  that  there  are  provisions  in  the 
Bill  of  great  importance  to  the  public 
safety  at  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
not  apparently  even  looked.  The  first 
clause,  for  instance,  provides  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  may  from  time  to  time 
order  a  railway  company  to  do  within  a 
time  limited  by  the  order  any  of  the 
following  things : — To  adopt  the  block 
system  on  all  or  any  of  their  lines,  to 
provide  for  the  interlocking  of  points 
and  signals  on  all  or  any  of  their  lines, 
and  to  provide  for  all  their  trains 
carrying  passengers  continuous  brakes, 
complying  with  certain  requirements 
Let  me  state  briefly  to  the  House  some 
of  the  facts  which  appear  in  the  Beport 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  upon  the  accidents 
which  have  occurred  on  railways  in  the 
United  Kingdom  during  the  year  1888, 
which  Beport  will  shortly  be  in  the 
hands  of  hen.  Members.  I  find  that 
these  accidents  are  separated  under 
several  heads.  Head  C  relates  to 
accidents  from  trains  entering  stations 
at   too     great     speed.     The    Beport 
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says  that  of  these  one  accident  might 
haye  been  avoided  had  there  been  a  con- 
tinuous brake  upon  the  train ;  that  in 
another  accident  the  automatic  action  of 
the  vacuum  brake  prevented  any  rebound 
or  consequent  injury  to  the  passengers ; 
and  that  in  a  third  the  non-automatic 
vacuum  brake  failed  to  act  on  the  con- 
necting pipe  becoming  detached,  which 
could  not  have  occurred  had  the  brake 
been  automatic.  Under  another  head, 
E  (Collisions  at  junctions,)  the  Heport 
says : — 

''  Of  two  of  these  collisions  a  proper  system 
of  block  working  woald  probably  have  pre- 
vented the  occarrenco,  and  one  collision,  had  the 
whole  inst^ul  of  a  third  of  the  vehicles  been 
fitted  with  continuous  brakes,  might  have  been 
entirely  prevented  or  its  effect  lessened.*' 

The  accidents  at  sidings  were  16  in 
number,  and  three  of  them  were  due  to 
the  want  of  absolute  block  working, 
two  to  want  of  an  efficient  continuous 
brake,  and  in  two  instances  attention 
was  drawn  to  over  long  hours  of  work. 
Under  the  head  of  collisions  between 
engines  or  trains  meeting  in  opposite 
directions  there  were  eight  accidents. 
One  of  these  was  due  to  an  improper 
mode  pf  working  the  block  system ;  one 
to  a  disregard  of  the  rules  for  working, 
and  the  absence  of  block  working ;  one 
to  a  want  of  proper  interlocking  arrange- 
ments. In  one  instance  the  continuous 
brake  appeared  to  have  done  good  service. 
With  reg^ard  to  the  terrible  accident  at 
Armagh,  by  which  78  persons  were 
killed  and  260  injured,the  official  Beport 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  says: — 

'*  This  terrible  collision  would  in  all  human 
probability  have  been  prevented  had  the 
excursion  train  been  fitted  with  an  automatic 
continuous  brake  instead  of  (as  it  was)  with 
only  a  non-automatic  continuous  brake.  .  .  . 
Had  the  block  system  been  in  operation  the 
ordinary  train  would  have  been  standing  at 
Armagh  platform,  .  .  .  and  the  results  of  the 
oollision  would  have  undoubtedly  been  much 
less  serious." 

I  think  I  have  said  sufficient  to  show 
the  House  the  importance  and  necessity 
of  provisions  contained  in  the  Bill  which 
will  enable  the  Board  of  Trade  to  enforce 
upon  recalcitrant  railway  companies 
regulations  which  experience  has  shown 
to  be  necessary  to  safety,  and  I  trust 
that  hon.  Members  will  do  their  best  to 
aid  me  in  passing  the  Bill  into  law. 
♦Mb.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.): 
I  am  sure  that  we  who  have  followed 
the  history  of  this  question  will  entirely 
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acquit  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  of  a  desire  to  smuggle  the  Bill 
through  the  House  or  in  any  way  to 
disguise  the  nature  of  its  provisions. 
The  proposals  now  before  the  House 
have  been  repeatedly  discussed,  aad 
at  some  length  by  myself  and  other 
Members  of  the  House.  There  are 
certain  points  in  regard  to  this  Bill  to 
which  I  should  like  to  draw  attention. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

♦Mb.  CHANNING  continued :  The 
hon.  Member  below  the  Qang^ay  (Mr. 
Pbilipps)  has  drawn  attention  to  tbe 
question  of  overtime  and  to  Betums 
proposed  in  the  Bill,  and  I  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House  to  the  fact 
that  the  wording  of  the  clause  does  not 
correspond  with  the  overtime  Betume  to 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  consented,  and 
which  were  moved  for  in  another  place 
by  Lord  Do  La  Warr.  These  included  a 
column,  graving  the  nunnber  of  instances 
in  which  railway  servants,  after  having 
been  more  than  12  hours  on  duty  were 
called  upon  to  resume  work  without  an 
interval  of  nine  hours'  rest,  and  giviog 
the  number  of  hours  of  rest  before  the/ 
were  sent  out  again.  I  wish  to  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this 
should  be  made  quite  clear  in  Olanee  3. 
j  I  am  glad  to  hear  he  is  willing  to  make 
■  the  rule  for  the  number  of  hours  an 
elastic  one ;  and  I  heartily  support  the 
view  that  anything  like  a  compuleoiy 
eight  hours'  clause  would  be  an  impoeai- 
bility  for  railway  work,  and,  in  fact,  the 
majority  of  railway  servants  are  against 
it,  and  I  sincerely  hope  no  hon. 
Member  will  imperil  the  Bill  bj 
the  attempt  to  carry  such  a  clanae. 
In  these  observations,  which  I  de* 
sire  to  make  brief,  I  cannot  help 
expressing  my  very  great  renflj 
that  certain  portions  of  the  original  BIB 
as  introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle' 
man  have,  owing  to  the  difficnit 
position  in  which  we  are  placed  by  the 
approaching  close  of  the  Session  and  the 
strong  objectious  raised  by  some  hon. 
Members,  been  withdrawn.  I  am  ee- 
pecially  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gtotleman 
has  not  seen  his  way  to  retain  the  daiue 
in  reference  to  coupling.  Of  couree  I 
should  not  be  in  order  in  discnesiDg  the 
clauses  now,  but  I  should  like  to  aftj 
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that  the  EzoeatiTe  Commttteo  of  the 
prinoipal  organisatioii  of  railway  ser- 
▼ants  naye  ezpressed  very  great  regret 
that  this  qaestion  of  coaplings  has  not 
been    dealt    with.      I    think,    if   the 
President    of     the    Board    of    Trade 
had     introduced    a    coupling     clause 
more  in  the  form    in   which    I    dealt 
with  the  su^ect  when  I  had  a  Bill 
before  the  House,  and  which  merely 
demanded  a  certain  standard  of  safety 
in  the  matter  of  couplings,  instead  of 
drawing  the  clause  in  a  way  that  excited 
special  opposition,  it  is  probable  the  ob- 
jections might  have  been  met.    But  I 
refer  to  that  and  to  other  points  more 
with  the  view  of  emphasising  them,  that 
they  may  be  dealt  with  in  the  future. 
I  do  not  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  admits  in  the  least  that  he 
was  wrong  in  introducing  these  pro- 
visions in  the  original  Bill.    I  believe  he 
does  not  abandon  the  principle  of  dealing 
with  the  danger  of  men  going  between 
the  buffers  of  the  wagons,   and  does 
not  abandon   the    possibility    of  deal- 
ing with  this  question  in   the  future. 
I    would     say    the    same    in   regard 
to  another  clause  omitted   from  this 
Bill,    the    provision   as    to  subways. 
Upon  this  very  strong    feelings   have 
been  expressed  by  groups  of  people  in 
many  parts  of  the  countiy  who  have  been 
in   communication    with    myself,    and 
whose  views  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  from 
time  to  time  to  bring  before  the  notice 
of  the  House  and  the  Board  of  Trade  by 
the  best  means  in  my  power.    It  is  a 
subject  I  sincerely  hope  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  not  dismissed  fram  his 
mind.    I  am  sure  he  must  be  as  aware 
as  I  am  of  the  great  importance  of  pro> 
viding  for  the  safety  of  the  public  at  any 
rate  at  crowded  junction  stations.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  naturally  bases  his 
BUI  on  the  terrible  accidents  that  have 
occurred  owing  to  the  use  of  non-auto- 
matic brakes,  and  the  partial  failures  of 
companies  to  carry  out  the  ''  block  *' 
system.    I  have  given  as  much  atten- 
tion perhaps  as  any  Member  of   the 
House     to    the     very     careful,    the 
admirable  Beports  of  the  Inspectors  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  I  think  the  rail- 
way companies  do  themselves  injustice 
when  they  quarrel  with  these  Beports. 
These  Beports  are  most  fair  to  the  com- 
panies, while  the  real  cause  of  an  acci- 
dent is  indicated  with  scientific  accu- 
( racy.    A  railway  company  which  has 
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distinguished  itself   by    its  admirable 
safety    arrangements, — the     Brighton 
Bailway   Company, — two    years    ago 
issued    a   return    of    the    number    of 
instances  in  which  the  automatic  brake 
bad    prevented    serious    accidents    on 
their  line.    Now  when  we  have  a  com- 
pany voluntarily  coming  forward  and 
giving  this  testimony,  and  when  we  have 
these  Beports  of  Inspectors  as  to   the 
value  of  automatic  brakes,  the  case  for 
the  present  Bill  is  greatly  strengthened. 
I  am  sorry  that  there  is  no  provision 
in  reference  to  communication  between 
passengers  and  driver  and  guard.     I 
will  not  trouble  the  House  with  instances, 
but  there  are  many  in  which  accidents 
might  have  been  prevented  or  mitigated 
by  electric  or  other  means  of   rapid 
communication.  I  mention  these  matters 
simply  to  express   the  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  if  he  has  not 
the  opportunity  now,  g^ve  some  under- 
taking with  regard  to  them  in  Oom- 
mittee,  that  he  will  deal  with  them, 
meeting  the  objections  of  the  companies 
as  far  as  possible,  but  insuring  the  safety 
of  the    public    and    railway    servants. 
Meanwhile  I  support  the  Second  Bead- 
ing of  the  Bill  most  heartily,  and  hope 
it  will  pass  unanimously. 
*Mk.  BBADL^UGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  the  Bill  now, 
as  the  right  hon.*  Gentleman  has  in- 
timated   his   intention    of   considering 
Amendments  to  Clause  3. 1  only  wish  to 
say  that  in  the  returns  furnished  of  the 
number  of  hours  of  employment,   day 
and  night  work  should  be  distinguished, 
because  the   night  work  involves  the 
greater  strain,  and  also  the  intervals  of 
rest  between  the  periods  of  employment 
should  be  marked.      I  desire  also  to 
express  regret  that  anything  like  oppo- 
sition   to   the   Bill  should  have  been 
offered  from  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
my  opinion  that  it  would  be  unwise  for 
Parliament  at  any  time  to  impose  re- 
striction on  the  hours  of  labour. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr): 
I  sincerely  regret  that  the  Bill  was  not 
introduced  sooner.  As  to  the  appear- 
ance of  opposition  from  this  side,  I  can 
onlv  say  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  there 
will  be  none  that  will  impede  the 
passage  of  the  Bill  into  law.  There  are 
some  points  of  the  Bill  that  I  would 
like  to  criticise  in  a  friendly  spirit,  but 
I  will  not  do  so  now  because  we  shall 
have  another  opportunity  for  doing  so. 
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Bat  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  he  looks  at  Qanee  1  again,  will  see 
that  it  is  somewhat  confined  and  limited 
in  its  character  to  special    kinds    of 
brakes.    I  should  like  to  see  powers 
taken  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  enable 
them  to  introdnce  snch  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  would  coyer  future  inventions 
for  the  same  purpose.    I  am  sorry  to 
note  the  absence  from  the  Bill  of  any 
attempt  to  deal  with  what  I  must  call 
somej^ne  more  than  the  convenienoe 
of  third-class  passengers.    This  class  of 
passengers  are  the   mainstay  of  the 
whole  railway  system  of  the  country, 
but  they  have  to  undergo  sufferings 
upon  long  journeys,  such  as  those  in  a 
better  position  are  hardly  aware  of.    I 
think  it  is  moustrous  that  these,   the 
strongest  supporters    of    the    railway 
companies,  should  be  treated  in  the  way 
they  are.    I  will  not  go  into  details 
with    which  perhaps  the  right    hon. 
Gentleman  is  well  acquainted.  I  will 
confine  myself  to  a  general  allusion  to 
sanitary  arrangements,  and  when  the 
proper  time  comes  will  endeavour  to  in- 
troduce legislation  for  the  better  treat- 
ment of  those  who  are  compelled  to  travel 
long  distances  by  cheap  and  slow  trains. 
I  seize  the  present  opportunity  of  giving 
public  notice  that  next  Session  I  shaU 
oppose  the  introduction  of  every  railway 
BiU,  private  or  otherwise,  which  does 
not  contain  provisions  for  the    better 
accommodation  of  third-class  passengers. 
I  hope  that  an  honest  attempt  will  be 
made  to  secure  humane  treatment  to 
persons    who     are    compelled    to    go 
long    distances    third    class   by    slow 
trains. 
•Mr.    MCLAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) : 
I  wish  to  express  my  acknowledgments 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  having 
introduced  this  Bill,  and  I  hope  he  is 
determined  to  press  it  should  it  meet 
with  opposition.    I  cannot,  however,  but 
express  my  regret   that  the  coupling 
clause  has  been  omitted.    No  doubt  the 
clause  as  it  stood  was  too  stringent,  but 
it  is  a  most  important  question,  and  in- 
volves the  lives  of  many  of  the  servants 
of  railway    companies.    The    coupling 
clause  was  the  one  clause  which  made 
the  Bill  valuable  to  railway  workers, 
for  there  are  a  sad    number  of  men 
killed  every    year    by    being  crushed 
between  the  buffers  of  goods  trucks. 
It  is  a  matter  for  consideration  whether 
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one  ought  not  to  try  even  in  the  Com- 
mittee stage  to  obtain  a  clause  on  thia 
subject.    I  should  be  sorry  to  do  any- 
thing to  imperil  the  Bill,  but    if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see  his  way 
to  introduce  some  more  moderate  clause 
than  that  which  was  originally  in  the 
Bill,  or  to  accept  some  moderate  sugges- 
tion from  an  independent  Member,  I  am 
sure  it  would  meet  with  little  resistance 
— so  little  resistance  that  it  would  in  no 
way  endanger  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  Government  choose  to  pass  the 
Bill  they  can  do  it,   as  everything   de- 
pends on  the  place  they  put   it  on  the 
Paper  as  an  Order  of  the  Day.  Though 
I  think  the  original    coupling    clause 
was  too  strong,  and  gave  the  %oard  of 
Trade  too  much  power,  I  think  a  modi- 
fied clause  might  be    carried  without 
much    opposition.      But    even    if    the 
Government    do  nothing  as   to   coup- 
ling   in    this   Bill,   I    earnestly    hope 
it    is    the    intention    of     the     right 
hon.    Baronet     to      deal     with     the 
matter    in    some   satisfactory    manner 
next  Session.     It  is  not  right  that  a  few 
interested  persons— not    railway   com- 
panies  so  much  as  owners  of  private 
railway  wagons— should  be  allowed  io 
stop  legislation  which  is  so  essential  to 
the  working  men  of  the  country.     I  do 
not  think  the  majority  of  the  House 
would  approve  of  such    opposition    as 
that  to  which  I  refer,  but  even  should 
there  be  strong  opposition,  I  do  not  think 
the  Government  could  spend  its  time 
more  advantageously  to  the  interests  of 
the  country  than  in  pressing  forward 
such  Bill.     I  did  not  hear  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  moving  the 
Second  Beading  of  the  Bill.     Probably 
he  referred  to  this  matter,  but  if  he  did 
not,  perhaps  he  will  be  kind  enough  to 
take  note  of  what  I  say,  and  will  deal 
with  the  subject,  if  not  this  Session,  at 
all  events  next  year. 
.   Mr.    BRUNNBR  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  do  not  know  how  it  may  be 
with  Gentlemen  who  differ  from  me  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  but  I  must  say 
for  myself  that  I   was   altogether  un- 
able to  understand  the  observations  of 
the    hon.     Member    behind    me    (Mr. 
Molloy.)    It  would  be  a  very  serious 
thing  if  the  Government  in  its  attempt 
to  protect  the  lives  of  passengers  by  rau, 
and  the  lives  of  working  men,  should  take 
on  itself  to  dedde  what  form  of  carriage 
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wbat  forai  of  eoupliog  and  break,  is  the 
proper  form  for  railway  companies  to  use. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  the  liyes  of  pas- 
sengers ana  railway  men  will  be  safer 
in  the  long  run,  if  these  matters  are  left 
in  the  hands  of  those  who  understand 
them  best.    I  cordially  approve  of  the 
pressure  of  public  opinion  oeing  applied, 
through  this  Honse  or  through  the  Press, 
to  railway  managers,  to  compel  them  to 
consider  both  the  safety  of  the  public 
and  the  safety  of  their  men ;  but  if  we 
endeavour  in  this  matter — as  we  have, 
inmy  opinion,sadly  toooften  endeavoured 
in  the  past — to  give  Qovemment  officials 
the  power  to  decide  what  is  the  precise 
form  of  appliances  which  shall  be  used 
in  connection  with  railways,  we  shall 
not    be    providing  for    the    safety    of 
the   publio    or  the    safety    of  railway 
servants.    I  am  glad  now  to  miss  from 
the  Bill   the  clause  providing  that  the 
form  of  the  carriage  shall  be  such  as  is 
approved  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
with  regard  to  Clause  4,  which  may 
possibly  lead  to  a  little  confusion,    I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question.    Clause 
4  proposes  that  a  passenger  by  a  railway 
shall  either  produce  a  ticket  or  pay  his 
fare,  or  give  the  officials  his  name  and 
address.    The  bye- laws  of  a  good  many 
companies  provide  that  if  a  passenger 
is  found  in  a  railway  carriage  without  a 
ticket  he  shall  be  compelled  to  pay  the 
fare  from  the  point  at  whicn  the  train 
started.     I  do  not  think  it  ought  to  be 
put  in  the  power  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
pany to  demand  this  as  a  matter  of 
right.    The  officials  ought  to  be  in  the 
possession  of  evidence  on  the  subject, 
and  if  they  are  not  I  think  they  ought 
to  be  left  to  suffer    from  the  conse- 
quences of  their  default.    At  any  rate, 
it  does  frequently  happen  that  a  pas- 
senger without  a  ticket  has  not  in  his 
possession,  and  probably  has  not  in  the 
whole  world,   the    amount   of   money 
necessary    to    pay  the    fare  from    the 
point  at  which  the  train  started.    I  do 
not  know  whether  it  will  be  convenient 
or  even  possible  to  clear  this  matter  up 
on  this  clause,  but  if  it  can  be  done  it 
should  be  done.    I  trust  that  Parlia- 
ment will  do  this  act  of  justice,  and  will 
prevent  railways  for    the  future  from 
making  this  claim. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and    com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 


FACTORS   BILL  [LORDS]    (Xo.  310t) 
As  amended,  considered. 

♦Sib  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity): I  should  generally  be  very 
chary  of  proposing  to  alter  any  Bill 
which  has  gone  through  the  Grand 
Committee;  but,  as  a  matter  of  faot, 
when  the  clause  to  which  I  take  excep- 
tion was  under  discussion  in  the  Com- 
mittee, several  of  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  question  happened  to 
be  absent,  and  the  Committee  was  by  no 
means  full.  I  would  ask  the  Committoo. 
to  look  at  the  clause.     It  says — 

'*When  a  mercantile  agent  is  with  tho 
consent  of  the  owner  in  possession  of  goods  or 
documents  of  title  to  goods,  any  sale,  pledge, 
or  other  disposition  of  the  goods  made  by  him  " 

should  be  valid.  Now,  surely,  this 
is  sufficient.  But  if  the  words  "when 
actine  in  the  customary  course  of 
his  business  as  such  agent  "|  are 
retained,  they  will  impose  on  the 
purchaser  the  additional  obligation  of 
proving  that  the  sale  or  pledge  is  in  tho 
usual  course  of  business  as  such  agent, 
and  throw  an  additional  obligation  on 
the  purchaser  or  lender.  I  have  con- 
sulted several  mercantile  Memberi^  of 
the  House,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Dkfembers  for  Inverness  and  Dumfries, 
both  of  whom  think  that  these  words 
ought  to  be  omitted.  I  am  sorry  that 
they  are  not  present.  But  it  was  not 
expected  that  the  Bill  would  have  oom^ 
on  so  early.  I  believe  that  the  words 
would  open  the  door  to  endless  litiga- 
tion, and  I  hope  the  Attorney  General 
will  consent  to  omit  or  modify  them. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
lines  5  and  6,  to  leave  out  the  words 
'^when  acting  in  the  customary  course  of 
his  business  as  such  agent." — {Sir  John 
LubhocL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  Thehoo. 
Baronet  brought  this  question  before  the 
Grand  Committee,  and  I  stated  at  tho 
time  that,so  far  as  I  could  judge  of  such 
a  technical  matter,  I  thought  the  clause 
an  exact  representation  of  the  law  as  it 
stands.  I  have  consulted  Lord  Her- 
sohell  and  my  learned  Friend  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness.  Perhaps  the  sub- 
stitution of  the  words  <*  when  acting  as 
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a  mercantile  agent "  will  meet  the  views 
of  the  hon.  Member.  If  he  will  with- 
draw hie  A.mendment  I  will  move  to 
insert  thoee  words. 

«SiB  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  will  aooept  his  suggestion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2» 
line  5,  to  omit  the  words  ''customary 
course  of  his  business  as  such  agent," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  ''  ordinary 
course  of  business  as  a  mercantile 
agent."— (5iriZ.  Wehder.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

MABRIAQES  (BASUTOLAND,     d^o.)  BILL 
[LORDS.]   (No.  352.) 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

♦Mb.  BRADLA.UGH  (Northampton) : 
It  is  quite  understood,  I  think,  that  the 
point  raised  by  me  rather  informally  on 
this  Bill  yesterday  will  be  dealt  with  ? 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  We  are  prepared 
to  provide  for  instructions  to  the  High 
Commissioner  not  only  as  to  the  par- 
ticular point  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  but  also  as  to  the 
other  conditions  as  to  notice,  and  the 
application  being  made  by  the  survivor 
of  a  marriage. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COUNCIL  OP  INDIA  BILL  (No.  281.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [25th  July],  ''  Tbat 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

♦Sm  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
consider  this  Bill  to  be  one  of  great 
importance,  and  I  must  express  my 
surprise  at  the  Oovernment  having 
tried  for  months,  without  sufficient 
discussion,  to  pass  the  Bill  after 
12  o'clock  at  night,  when  those 
who  are  opposed  to  it^  happen  to 
be  away.  Not  only  I,  but  many  Mem- 
bers who  sit  on  the  Benches  opposite, 
have  a  good  deal  to  say  about  this 
question.  The  Bill  is  a  most  important 
one,  and  I  must  say  I  think  we  have 
been  hardly  used  in  having  had  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill  put  down  before  it. 

8%r  R.  WehsUr 


It  was  only  by  accident  that  I  found  out 
that  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill  was  not  to 
be  proceeded  with,  and  it  is  only  because 
I  happened  to  intimate  to  several  Mem- 
bers who  are  interested  in  this  Council  of 
India  Bill  what  I  had  discovered,  that 
anyone  at  bUX  interested  in  it  is  present 
to  discuss  the  measure.  In  the  few 
words  which  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India  addressed  to  the  House  at  five 
minutes  to  12  the  other  night,  he  spoke 
of  the  Bill  as  intended  to  effect  an 
economy  in  connection  with  the  Council 
of  India.  Well,  in  my  opinion,  if  this 
be  a  matter  of  economy,  that  economy 
might  be  effected  in  another  way  by  a 
reduction  of  the  salaries  of  the  Mem- 
bers, instead  of  a  reduction  of  their 
numbers. 

Mr.T.  C.  baring  (London) :  I  rise  to 
order.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
the  hon.  Member  has  already  spoken  on 
the  Motion. 

«SiB  a.  CAMPBELL:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  entirely  wrong.     I  was  speaking 
at  12  o'clock  the  other  night,  when  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned,  and  I  think  it 
very  wrong  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  attempt  to  ourke  discussion. 
I  am  sure  that  the  gentlemen  serving  on 
the  Council  would  be  willing  to  serve  at 
reduced    salaries   of  £800   instead    of 
£1,200,   most  of  them  having    either 
pensions,  annuities,   or  other  employ- 
ments.   I  said  the  other  night  that  I 
believe  a  large  reduction  in  the  number 
of  members  of  the  Council  means  the 
beginning  of   the  end — the  beginning 
of  the  attempt  to  get  rid  of  an  indepen- 
dent Council  and  the  approximating  of 
the  body  to  the  position  of  mere  Civil 
servants.    I  doubt  whether  the  Council 
is  as  efficient  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  I 
think  we  ought  to  make  it  efficient  or 
get  rid  of  it  altogether.    The  burning 
point  of  this  most  important  question 
is  whether  we  are  to  have  a  real  Council 
to  control  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  to  act  as  a  buffer  between 
Parliament  and  India,  or    to  have   a 
limited  number    of  councillors   whose 
advice  the  Secretary  of  State  may  take 
or  leave.    I  say  you  ought  not  to  make 
the  change  now  proposed  without  a  full 
and  complete  inquiry,  but  limited  to  the 
machinery  in  this  country  for  control- 
ling the  Home  Government  of  India. 
That  is  an  inquiry  which  was  promised 
by  the  noble  Iiord  the    Member    for 
Paddington  when  he  was  Secretary  of 
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State  for  IndiK.  That  promiBe  hu 
bean  rape&tedly  mude  to  ub  bj 
different  Seoretariea  for  India.  We 
have  been  repeatedly  promiBod  in- 
quiry into  the  Home  OoTernment  of 
India,  bnt  no  lees  than  SI  years 
have  elapaed  since  we  formally  took 
OTer  the  OovemmeQt  of  India,  and 
jst  the  long-promised  inquiry  lias  not 
eome.  Ithas  always  been  acknowledged 
that  inquiry  is  absolutely  necessary  in 
regard  to  the  control  of  the  finances  of 
udia.  The  Act  regulating  the  matter 
lisa  been  open  to  a  variety  of  construc- 
tiDos,  and  hae  led  to  great  differences  in 
practice,  and  tbe  question  is  whether  we 
sre  to  bare  a  Cbuucil  entrusted  with 
realpower  of  controlling,  or  a  mere  body 
of  eipert  advisers  to  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  intention  of  Parliament 
by  tbe  Act  of  185S  was  to  make  the 
Oocncil  analogous  to  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  old  East  India  Company, 
vhieh  acted  as  a  kind  of  buffer  between 
Failiament  and  the  Indian  Qovemment. 
One  of  the  clauses  of  the  Act  is  to  the 
eff«ot  that  the  Council  is,  under  the 
geaenl  direction  ot  the  Secretary  of 
Btate,  to  transaot  the  busineea  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  relation  to  the 
QoTenment  of  India.  No  doubt  sub- 
Mqnent  clanses  give  the  Secretary  of 
State  power  in  exceptional  cases  to  over- 
nle  the  Council,  out  that  is  a  very 
diSerent  thing  from  governing  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  advised  by  the  Council. 
The  power  of  the  purse  is  a  very  great 
power.  Who  controls  the  purse  con- 
trols the  country.  By  another  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1858  the  Secretary  of  State 
^  no  power  in  financial  matters  to 
•rsirtda  the  Council,  and  in  euoh 
Batters  he  can  do  nothing  without  the 
(oiuent  of  the  majority  at  a  meeting  of 
■M  CouadL  That  seems  to  me  a  very 
Aong  provision  indeed,  and  one  that  puts 
^  Council  in  a  very  independent 
fMition.  And  I  have  authority  for  tbat 
mdiw.  I  find  that  the  Under  Secretary 
fct  India,  who,  always  ready  enough  and 
*Mteerful  enough  in  claiming  for  his 
£*pattinent  wluttever  aathority  waa  its 
■w,  when  pressed  as  to  the^qnestion 
4  fiaaaoe  asserted  that  the  House 
Miwrefally  divested  itself  of  oon- 
^  orer  the  finance  ot  India. 
w  Mtwithstanding  this  declaration, 

.  *Ws  Cerent  in  the  India  Office. 
■ftlA  HiiustAra   who  had  held  office 
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of  State  did  not  like  to  be  con- 
trolled at  all,  and  therefore  they 
did  rU  they  could  to  whittle  away  tlw 
control  over  the  finances  intrusted  to 
the  Council  of  India  by  Parliament. 
The  doctrine  that  had  been  held  by 
several  Secretaries  of  State  was  that  the 
finances  were  not  controlled  at  home,  but 
that  they  were  controlled  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India ;  and  attempts  had  been 
made  successfully  to  restrict  the  control 
of  the  Conncil  to  petty  grants  of  money 
made  in  this  country.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  wish  to  weaken  or  destroy 
the  Council  of  India  let  them  do  so  fairly 
in  the  light  of  day  by  a  measure  aiming 
at  its  object  directly  and  frankly  ex- 
plained to  Parliament,  and  not  by  a 
measure  of  this  character,  attempted  to 
be  rushed  through  its  stages  at  mid- 
night and  at  the  fag  end  of  tbe  Session. 
Let  the  country  have  a  fair  opportanity 
of  considering  all  that  was  involved. 
We  must  remember  tbat  India  is  an 
enormous  empire  with  an  enormous 
income,  great  provinces,  and  a  vast 
population  whose  intereata  there  must 
be  great  difficulty  in  representing. 
As  a  matter  of  numbers  I  do  not 
think  10  is  sufficient.  For  yeara 
there  has  been  no  repreaentative  of 
Bengal,    with    its  70.000,000    ot    peo- 

fle,  nor  of  Assam,  and  the  Central 
'rovinces,  and  Bormah.  These  are 
great  departments  which  are  not 
represented,  and  which  ought  to  be 
represented.  My  hon.  Friend,  who  is 
likely  to  second  this  Motion,  has  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  which  seems  to  be 
very  reasonable,  and  which  eu^esta 
tbat  there  is  no  representation  of  the 
medical  department,  to  which  India 
owes  so  mucb,  and  to  which,  in  future, 
I  hope  we  will  owe  a  great  deal  more. 
I  think  it  is  most  desirable  tbat  on  the 
Council  of  India  you  should  have  a 
representative  of  medical  men.  And  I 
believe  it  is  not  so  much  a  matter  of 
money  if  you  deeire  to  establish  a 
Council  which  shall  control  the  Secre- 
tary for  India,  for  there  are  plenty  of 
Anglo-Indians  of  great  experience  and 
ability,  who  seek  not  so  much  for  money 
aa  for  honourable  employment  in  con- 
nection with  India ;  and  many  admirabla- 
men,  both  paid  and  unpaid,  would 
render  most  excellent  service  to  the 
oouutty.  For  my  part,  I  very  strongly 
object  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  whwh 
does  not  diruotly  diminish  the  number  ot 
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he  Council,  but  leaves  to  the  disoretion 
of  the-  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
time  beiDg  whether  he  will  do  bo. 
Seeing  the  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  we  have  arrived,  I  do  not  think 
we  ought  to  hurry  the  matter.  At  the 
present  time  there  is  only  one  vacancy 
in  the  Council.  It  might  be  filled  tempo- 
rarily, and  the  Government  might  grant 
a  limited  inquiry,  not  going  into  the 
whole  question  of  the  Government  of 
India,  which  I  grant  is  far  too  large. 
[*'No!"]  That  is  my  opinion.  I 
should  be  very  glad  if  we  could  get  it 
to  be  a  large  inquiry ;  but  I  ask  for  the 
limited  inquiry  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddiogton  promised. 
This  Bill  only  deals  with  the  Home 
Government  of  India,  and  I  want  the 
inquiry  before  anything  is  done.  I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
will  not  press  this  Bill  too  hurriedly  at 
the  fag-end  of  the  Session,  but  that  they 
will  take  a  little  time,  and  give  the  in- 
quiry promised,  and  then,  if  necessary, 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  year. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word. "  That "  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
vords,  *'Thi3  House,  while  approving  of  any 
economy  or  reduction  of  salary  that  may  be 
possible,  does  not  approve  of  a  serious  change 
in  the  Council  of  the  Secretary  of  State  with- 
out a  full  inquiry  into  the  constitution  and 
working  of  the  official  body  in  this  country  by 
which  the  Government  of  India  is  supervised." 
-^(Sir  Oeorge  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed  *'That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

*SiR  W.  GUYER  HUNTER  (Hack- 
ney, Central) ;  Mr.  Speaker,  I  find  by 
the  rules  of  the  House  that  I  am  pre- 
cluded from  submitting  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  on  the  Paper,  in  conse- 
quence of  one  having  been  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  and  I 
can,  therefore,  only  express  approval  of 
its  terms — 

"  That  no  change  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Conncilof  India  wiU  be  accepted  which  does  not 
make  provision  for  a  medical  officer  being 
placed  oa  that  Body.'* 

I  think  the  Council  of  India  is  not  a 
sufficiently  representative  body.  It  was 
established  in  1858,  on  the  transference 
of  the  Government  of  India  from  the 
Eastlndia  Company  to  the  Crown,.  By  the 
Act  of  1 168  it  was  aetcled  th&t  theCc^mml 
^  IiWUa  aboiiM  MBttift  (rf  not  IflM  tim  1  a 
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members.  By  Clause  10  of  that  Act  it 
is  provided  that  the  major  part  of  the 
Council  shall  be  composed  of  persons 
who  have  served  or  resided  in  India  10 
years.  Clause  16  states  that  after  its 
first  formation  the  supplying  of  vacan- 
oies  in  the  Council  shall  rest  with  the 
Secretary  of  State.  How  is  it,  theo, 
I  would  ask,  that  during  all  those  years 
between  1858  and  the  present  time 
there  has  not  been  an  Indian  medical 
officer  appointed  to  the  Council?  If 
the  Council  it  is  to  be  a  represeatative 
body,  surely  it  is  only  reasonable  and 
just  and  fair  that  a  medical  officer  of 
Indian  experience  belonging  to  oneof  the 
largest  Departments  of  the  Government 
of  India  should  be  entitled  to  a  seat  on 
it.  Since  the  Indian  Council  was  insti- 
tuted there  have  been  many  Indian 
medical  officers  who  have  received  the 
fullest  confidence  of  the  Government, 
and  were  decorated  by  the  Crown 
on  account  of  the  way  in  wHch 
they  have  carried  out  the  important 
duties  confided  to  them.  Statistics  of  the 
greatest  importance  affecting  the  health, 
welfare,  and  prosperity  of  250  millions  of 
people  are  received  from  the  Medical 
Department  in  India  every  year  by  the 
India  Office ;  and  yet  there  is  not  an 
officer  on  the  Council  of  India  who 
is,  in  my  opinion,  in  a  position  to 
deal  with  them.  Clause  10  does 
not  in  any  way  preclude  a  medi- 
cal officer  from  being  appointed,  and 
I  therefore  ask  how  it  is  that  a  medical 
officer  has  never  yet  been  appointed  to 
deal  with  these  huge  statistics  received 
every  year  from  India  ?  The  present  Bill 
contemplates  a  reduction  of  the  Council 
from  15  members  to  10  at  the  option  of 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  before  such 
a  power  is  conferred  on  the  Secretary  of 
State,  I  think  some  inquiry  ought  to  be 
made  into  a  matter  which  isof  such  grave 
importance  to  the  people  of  India.  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  take  into 
serious  consideration  the  Amendmen| 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  and 
not  pass  the  Bill  until  there  has  been  a 
full  inquiry  into  the  constitution  of  the 
Indian  Council. 
♦Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton)- 
Sir,  I  have  no  intention  to  oppose  this 
Bill,  which  is  a  small  one.  I  sunpose 
the  Government  will  at  onoe  say  tiit^ 
is  difficult  enough  to  get  a  small  BiU 
through  thia  Seanon,  «mI  tfaa^  %^»ff 
w»  would  h%  mfpmtiim.    fi«k  I  i^^ 
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some   jofltifieatioa  for  making  one  or 
two   obaenrations.      Very    early   this 
Seauon  I  obtained  a  first  place  in  the 
Ballot  for  a  Motion  relating  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  at  home  and  abroad. 
I     am     deprived  of    that     by     the 
Government.      I   obtained   afterwards 
a    second    place,    and    was   deprived 
of     that,    too.       The     difficulty     of 
those   who  consider  the  Indian  ques- 
tion ia  that  there  is  no  occasion  with  you 
in  the  Chair,  Sir,  on  which  it  is  possible 
to  be  sure  of  any  discussion  relating  to 
Indian   affairs.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  has  moved  an  Amendment, 
which,  if  it    became    the    substantive 
Motion,  I  should  ask  to  amend,  because 
I   utterly  differ  from  him  in  thinking 
that  any  such  limited  inquiry  as  he  pro- 
poses would  be  sufficient  or  useful.  The 
reason  why  I  do  not  oppose  the  Bill  is 
that  it  is  better  to  have  some  economy 
than  none  at  all.     But  the  economy  is 
not  made  certain  by  this  Bill.    It  is  in 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  for  the  time  being,  and  there 
is  a  very  strange  peculiarity  of  change 
in  the  wording  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it 
deals  with  these  appointments.    I   do 
not  know  whether  it  is  a  draftsman's 
peculiarity,  or  whether  there  Is  a  hidden 
meaning  in  it.    The  Bill  speaks  of  these 
appointments  by  Her  Majesty ;  but,  for 
49ome  reason  or  other,  the  Secretary  is 
substituted  for  Her  Majesty.    I  quite 
agree,  if  the  appointments  are  to  be  on 
Ministerial  responsibility.    There  is  the 
difficulty,  in  relation  to  the  Secretary  for 
India,  that  we  have  no  means  of  object- 
ing to  him.    In  the  case  of  every  other 
Member  of  the  Gh)vernment,  the  salaries 
being  paid  out  of  the  Votes,  we  have 
«ome  opportunity  of  dealing  with  the 
various  questions  which    arise.      The 
whole  cost  of  the  Indian    Home    Go- 
vernment is  paid  by  the  people  of  India ; 
the  House  has  no  control  over  it ;  and 
there    is    no    manner    of    means    by 
which   we    can    make    the    Secretary 
for  India  or  the  other  Indian  officers 
amenable  to  this  House,  except  in  direct 
Yote  of  Confidence  in  the  Government, 
which  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
get  anyone  to  listen  to.    I  object  that 
there   is   much   greater  need    of   the 

general  reform  of  the  Legislative 
ouncils  than  the  reduction  of  the  India 
Council.  I  object  that  there  is  no 
evidence  that  the  Council  of  the  Secre- 
iaiy  of  Stale  loir  India  keeps  itself  #» 


rapport  with  the  Indian  people.  And 
it  is  perfectly  certain  that  there  are  no 
sort  of  relations  between  it  and  the 
English  Parliament.  The  only  thing 
the  Secretary  for  India  does,  in  answer 
to  questions  he  may  be  presented  with 
from  different  portions  of  this  House,  is 
to  give  us  as  little  information  as  he 
possibly  can  and  when  it  is  of  com- 
paratively little  use  to  us.  If  that  is 
all  that  the  Council  for  India  does,  I 
say  there  is  no  justification  for  its  ex- 
istence. I  understand  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  to  be  puting  in  a  sort  of 
plea  in  fomiA  pauperis  for  a  number  of 
estimable  gendemen  connected  with  the 
Government  of  India,  with  a  view  to 
their  employment  here.  That  is  not  a 
view  which  commends  itself  to  my  mind. 
There  is  no  evidence,  as  far  as  the 
House  of  Commons  can  deal  with  the 
matter,  that  the  Council  is  of  the 
slightest  help  to  the  Government  of  the 
country.  It  is  suggested  that  people  of 
India  regard  it  as  standing  between 
them  and  many  legitimate  reforms,  and 
that  they  are  therefore  opposed  to  its 
continuance  in  its  present  form.  When 
next  Session  comes,  if  it  ever  arrives,  I 
propose  to  try  and  submit  a  scheme  of 
reform  for  the  Council  of  India,  and  I 
can  only  now  express  my  deep  regre.t 
that  the  Government  should  bring  in 
this  amending  Bill  not  dealing  with 
the  whole  affairs  of  India,  but  limited 
to  such  a  small  matter,  withhold- 
ing at  the  same  time  all  information 
concerning  it.  Apparently,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  has  made  no  in- 
quiries into  this  matter.  If  he  has,  he 
has  kept  the  result  to  himself;  but  I  do 
suggest  that  the  answers  he  has  given 
in  the  House  this  Session  have  shown 
his  utter  incapacity  with  regard  to  it. 
♦Gbnebal  Sia  LEWIS  PELLY  (Hack- 
ney,  N.) :  I  notice  that  whenever  an 
Indian  question  comes  before  the  House 
a  certain  number  of  hon.  Members  are 
anxious  to  have  a  count,  while  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  is  al  ;rays  ready  to 
extend  the  subject  of  the  Debate. 
On  this  occasion  the  question  be- 
fore us  is  exceedingly  limited,  and 
it  is  contained  within  one  clause. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
for  what  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk* 
caldy  has  stated  as  to  the  necessity  for 
some  inquiry  to  be  made  in  regard  to  a 
certain  Constitutional  matter ;  but  that 
ia  not  the  business  betere  the  Ho«ue» 
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and  we  must  confine  ourselves  to  dis- 
cussing the  proyisions  of  this  clause. 
Now,  I  see  it  is  proyided  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  u  he  thinks  fit,  shall 
place  on  record  his  intention  to  abstain 
from   filling  up   any  vacancy  on  the 
Council.     Supposing,   however,  that  a 
vacancy  occurs  on  the  Council,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  record  "  his 
intention   to  abstain  from  filling  any 
vacancy  in  the  Council   of  India,"  it 
is   possible  that   the   vacancy    might 
remain     for     an     indefinite     period, 
and   I  think  that  such  power  should 
not    be    left    to    the     Secretary    of 
State.    There  should  be  some  sort  of 
proviso  introduced  into  the  clause  stating- 
that  such  intention  shall  be  recorded 
within  a  specified  period  so  as  to  render 
it  obligatory  on  the  Secretary  of  State 
either  to  fill  the  vacancy  or  record  his 
opinion  within  a  short  period  of  time. 
There  are  many  other  points  concern- 
ing the  India  Council  which  I  should 
like  to  deal  with,  but  I  fear  they  do  not 
fall  within  the  scope  of  this  Bill.    It 
has  often  occurred  to  my  mind  that  we 
might  have  fresher  blood  in  the  India 
Council.    There  is  no  reason  why  men 
serving  in  India  and  passing  from  ap- 
pointment to  appointment  should  not 
pass,  say,  five  years  in  England  and  then 
resume  their  careers  in  India.    In  such 
a    case    the    man    appointed    would 
not    remain    long    enough    in    Eng- 
land   to    forget     his     Indian    work, 
or    to    deviate   from    the   rules    and 
traditions  of  the  Indian  Service,  while 
his  experience  in  both  countries  would 
be  fresh  and  valuable  to  both.    As  the 
India  Council  is  merely  a  consultative 
body,  it  might  also  be  of  advantage 
to  introduce  two,  or  probably  more,  ex- 
perienced, trained,    and  highly-placed 
natives  of  India  on  it,   so  as  to  more 
amalgamate  the   Home   and   Eastern 
opinions    into    that    Indian    Empire, 
which    is    after  all,    as    Mr.    Disraeli 
said,  a  matterof  considerable  importance 
to  this  country.     I  think  also  that  a  con- 
snltative  body  of  Indians  might    ad- 
vantageously be  constituted  in  India. 
One  great  defect  in  India  as  compared 
with  this  country  is  the  Empire  lacks 
a  ppreat  and  expressive  body  of  upper 
middle  class,  and  middle  class ;  while  we 
in   England    are    a    compact,    well- 
organized  body  right  throng  the  social 
qrstemfrom  the  Sovereign  to  the  masses. 
There  should  be  a  sort  of  Council  in 
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India  somewhat  resembling  our  Privy 
Council,on  which  Indian  gentlemenof  the 
highest  positions  could  be  called  up  to 
serve  when  the  Viceroy  should  chose  to- 
receive  them.  Such  a  Council  would,  I 
think,  enable  the  Viceroy  to  consiilt 
Indian  opinion,  and  to  receive  suggest 
tions  on  any  great  or  delicate  question 
of  taxation  or  political  change,  and 
thus  to  render  tms  Body  a  channel  for 
communicating  with  the  taxpaying 
population  of  India. 

Mb.  J.    G.    SWIFT  MAONBILl^ 
(Donegal,  S.)  :  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  justified  in  forcing  a  Division  on  this 
BiU,  although  I  must  confess  that  I  am 
opposed  the  principle  which  it  embodies. 
I  look  upon  it  as  a  feeble  attempt  to 
change  the  administrative   system  of 
India,   while  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  any  effort  to  grapple  with  the  re^ 
form  of  Indian  Administration  ought  ta 
be  complete,   final,    and   far-reaching. 
Now,   Sir,  this  is  a  proposal  to  reduce 
the  number  of  members  of  the  India 
Council    from    15    to    10.      What  is 
this  Council  ?    I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  India  Council,  whether 
designedly  or  not,  is  so  afraid  that  it 
screens  from  the  eyes  of  the  people  of 
this  country  the  true   nature  of  oar 
Indian    Administration,     which   is  a 
despotism,    pure    and    simple.     The 
India  Council   is  one    of   the    many 
contrivances— and  some  of  them  are  of 
astonishing   ingenuity — by  which  the 
people  of  this  country  are  kept  nn- 
enlightened   on   Indian     Government. 
Mr.  Disraeli,  in  1851,  asked  what  is  the 
Government  of  India?    Now,  Sir,  I  do 
not  know  in  whom  the  GK>vemment  of 
India  lies  or  on  whom  to  fix  the  respon- 
sibility, but  I  say  that  this  Counol  of 
15  men  is  one  of  the  many  screens  by 
which  the  responsibility  of  officials  to 
this  House  is  kept  in  the  dark.    John 
Bright  once  compared  the  Government 
of  India  with  that  of  Bussia ;  he  said 
that  both  were  precisely  the  same,  only 
that  the  population  of  India  was  three 
times  that  of  Hussia.    I  imagine  tiiat 
hon.  Members  who  have  preceded  me  is 
this  Debate  will  agree  that  anv  true  and 
effective  reform  of  this  Council  ought  to 
lie  in  the  direction  of  placing  it  in  tonoh 
with  the  people  of  this  country  as  weft 
as  with  the  people  of  India ;  to  make  it| 
in  short,  a  truly  representative  Oouneil 
I  do  not  think  that  at  the  present  time 
there  could  be  an  absolutely  electiTfr 
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Ooandl,  but  I  do  aajr  that  the  repreaen- 
latirs  elemsDt  might  be  graduallj  intro- 
dacad  both  as  regards  India  and  as 
r^ards  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
think  the  introduction  of  this  BiU  ie  a 
■trikiiig  testimony,  small  as  it  is,  to  the 
flubrts  of  the  earnest  men,  among 
whom  the  junior  Member  for  Xorthamp- 
ton  stands  foremost,  vho  hare  in 
season  and  ont  of  season  pressed  the 
■abject  of  India  on  the  attention  of  this 
HoQie.  I  do  not,  however,  think  tho 
Bill  vill  do  much  good ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  is  rather  calculated  to  do  hann,  hat 
it  is  significant  as  showing  at  all  events 
tbst  the  Government  are  conscious  of 
*hat  is  happeoing  there;  it  shows  that 
they  are  keenly  alive,  first  of  all,  to  the 
SKwing  interest  and  sympathy  of  the 
people  of  this  country  with  India ; 
secondly,  to  the  rise  of  public  opinion  in 
India  itself ;  and,  thirdly,  to  the  neces- 
■ityof  making  special  pravieion  for  the 

Sraat  calamities  and  famines  which  occur 
lera.  This  Bill  is  really  a  kind  of  con- 
SHtion  to  the  feeling  in  England  that 
•omething  must  be  done — a  kind  of 
■sirs  to  the  national  conscience.  But, 
sfter  all,  what  is  proposed  is  a  poor 
remedy.  To  reform  the  Government  of 
India  by  knocking  five  men  off  the 
present  number  of  the  India  Council  is 
simply  to  give  a  shabby  coat  of  moral 
vbitewaeh  to  the  sepulchre  of  corrup- 
tion  and  misgovemment  in  India.  I 
tbink  the  term  "Indian  experience,"  as 
■ppliedtomembers  of  the  Council,  is  too 
*>£iie ;  it  might  cover  the  case  of  an 
ban.  Member  who  has  travelled  for  a 
fev  months  in  India. 

An  hon.  Mkubkb  :  Ten  years'  resi- 
dence in  India  is  the  qualification. 

Ux.  HA.0  N£ILL  :  I  thank  the  hon. 
Member,  That  point  had  escaped  my 
Mice  is  the  examination  of  the  Indian 
■Motes.  After  all,  what  do  the  mem- 
Ims  of  the  Conncit  do?  what  power 
We  they?  They  have  a  right  to  enter 
tpteteot,  if  they  do  not  appove  of  the 
■Mion  of  the  Seoretary  of  State ;  bnt  as 
abet,  from  1858.  when  the  Council 
wii  established,  down  to  the  present 
(in^  there  is  no  record  of  a  single  pro- 
ton their  part,  and  we  are  utterly  in 
BM  dark  as  to  what  goes  on  in  the 
uwkiL  Sfaonld,  all  the  IS  object 
"ttvMtion  of  the  Seeretaty  fbr  India, 

V  bave  no  power  to  stop  him ;  he 

■  eany  the  day'  in  spite   of  them. 
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In  fact,  they  seem  to  do  nothing  but 
receive  their  salary.  The  Government 
of  India  is  an  irresponsible  Govern- 
ment, and  I  agree  that  there  should  btf 
a  complete  and  thorough  investigation 
into  affaire  connected  with  Indian  Ad- 
minietratioQ  in  this  country.  The 
proper  method  of  reform  is  not  to 
reduce  the  number  of  themembera  of  the 
India  Council  by  five,  but  to  modify  its 
constitution  and  introduce  the  represen- 
tative principle.  We  want  this  country 
to  take  into  its  own  hands  the  direct 
responsibility  for  Indian  Qovemment ; 
we  want  the  Indian  Government  to 
become  directly  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment. An  Act  was  proposed  during  the 
Premiership  of  Lord  Palmerston,  which 

frovided  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
ndia  should  he  assisted  by  n<ne 
officials,  and  it  was  very  bitterly  op- 
posed. Then  came  Mr.  Disraeli's  A.ct, 
which  proposed  that  the  Council  of 
India  should  consist  of  IS  people,  nine  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Government,  and 
the  remaining  nine  to  be  obtained  by 
some  system  of  election ;  for  instance, 
four  were  to  be  nominated  by  English 
natives  in  India,  and  five  were 
to  be  elected  in  great  commercial 
centres— such  as  London,  Liverpool, 
Manchester,  Glasgow,  and  Belfast. 
That,  however,  was  not  carried. 
I  do  suggest  that  instead  of  initiating 
reform  by  reducing  tho  nnmber  of  the 
India  Council,  it  would  be  better  to 
introduce  the  elective  principle  as  far  as 
regards  five  of  the  members,  of  whom 
two  might  be  elected  by  the  English 
population  in  India,  for  one  of  the 
bitterest  complaints  of  Englishmen  in 
India  is  that  they  have  no  voice  what- 
ever in  the  management  of  the  affairs 
of  that  country.  There  is  a  still  stronger 
objection  to  the  Bill,  and  that  is  that 
the  Council  of  India  as  it  stands  is  a 
complete  reversal  of  the  system  under 
which  it  was  established,  and  any 
(diange  in  the  Council  at  the  present 
time  would  be  to  endorse  that  reversal.. 
I  am  sorry  there  is  no  one  of  Indian 
experience  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
answer  me. 

Srn  E.  N.  FOWLER  (London)  :  Tho 
Secretary  for  War  is  here. 

Sin  GEOEG£  CAMPBELL :     Mova 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate, 

Hs-MAONEILL:  I  hope  the  natives 
of  India  will  see  how  their  interests  are 
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treated  in  this  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  I  have  ilie  interests  of 
the  natives  at  heart ;  I  have  the  interests 
of  suffering  humanity  at  heart.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  go  into  these 
matters ;  I  make  certain  diarges  against 
the  Government  of  India ;  and  if  those 
charges  are  wrong  then  they  ought  to 
be  refuted.  Why  is  the  responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown  not  present  to- 
night ?  Again,  I  repeat  that  this  Council 
is  one  of  the  many  contrivances  for  con- 
cealing from  the  people  of  England  the 
true  nature  and  the  despotism  of  the 
Indian  Government.  I  will  take  the 
hint  of  my  hon.  Friend  and  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  Debate,  on  account 
of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
ludia  not  being  in  his  place,  or  perhaps 
I  had  better  do  it  at  the  conclusion  of 
my  speech.  I  charge  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment with  having  reversed  their  policy 
eince  1870.  I  say  the  original  arrange- 
ment was  that  all  Government  measures 
flhould  be  initiated  by  the  Indian 
Government  and  reviewed  by  this 
Council  of  15  gentlemen,  and  that, 
finally,  the  Secretary  for  India  should 
either  approve  or  veto  the  Bill.  But 
that  is  now  all  reversed.  This  Council 
is  a  mere  gingerbread  organisation.  I 
ask  the  House  to  bear  this  in  mind,  and 
to  attempt  to  realise  the  sufferings 
of  the  200  millions  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  in  the  far  East.  Let  it  exercise 
its  great  powers  on  behalf  of  these 
people,  let  it  appreciate  its  vast  respon- 
sibilities towards  them.  For  whom  does 
this  Council  legislate  ?  Whom  does  it 
advise?  The  State  income  of  India 
whish  these  gentlemen  have  the  power 
of  dealing  with,  is  almost  an  incalculable 
sum.  It  amounts  to  £77,000,000,  and 
of  that  amount  not  one  penny  is  con- 
tributed by  the  free  will  of  the  people. 
In  1837  the  income  of  the  United 
Kingdom  was  £30,000,000  less  than  that 
of  India  is  now.  I  have  always  found 
that  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  when  their  instincts  as  gen- 
tlemen and  Christians  and  human  beings 
are  appealed  to  are  ready  to  respond  to 
the  appeal,  and  I  ask  them  to  look  at 
the  facts  of  this  case  in  the  interests  of 
humanity,  and  not  to  idlow  matters  of 
this  kind  to  be  rushed  through  the  House 
of  Com^lonB  at  the  fag-end  of  flie  Ses<» 
sion  with  only  a  few  Members  present 
and  tha  Under  Seer^taiy  of  State  absent 
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Any  reform  of  this  Council  should  in 
my  opinion  be  based  on  the  elective  prin- 
ciple.    If  there  were  only  15  memben 
dected  even  by  the  English  speaikung 
people  of  India,  would  the  Under  Secre- 
tary stay  away  now  ?     Of  course  he 
would  not.    His  15  members  are  simply 
Gentlemen  who  will  envelope  him  in  a 
cloud  of  irresponsibility.  Mj  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcmldy  (Sir  G.  Oamp- 
bell)  has  said  he  is  glad  Indian  affairs 
are  not  administered  on  a  Party  prin- 
ciple.  Theoretically  he  is  right,  but  1  am 
sorry  in  some  respects,  for  I  think  that 
if  this  were  a  mere  Party  question  we 
should  have   numbers  of  men  present 
on    both    sides    of    the    House.     It 
being    a    question   which   affects  the 
happiness  of  millions,  we  have  not  a 
responsible    Minister   of     the    Crown 
present  even  to  read  what  his  Indian 
instructors  tell  him.      Fox,  in   1797, 
went  out  of  power,  and  lost  wealth  and 
many  friends  on  account  of  an  Indian 
principle.    I  was  recently  reading  some 
of  Fox's  private  correspondence  at  the 
time  the  Debate  was  coming  on  that 
was  to  crush  him,  and  he  said — 

«*  I  do  not  care  for  myself.  I  do  not  care  for 
my  future  career.  I  have  felt  it  incumbent  on 
me,  and  my  imperative  duty  when  so  many 
millions  are,  I  know,  dependent  on  my  «W' 
tions,  to  do  my  best  for  them.** 

Where,  I  ask,  is  that  feeling  now? 
Are  we  to  abandon  these  people  ?^  Cer- 
tainly, as  far  as  I  have  power  in  this 
House  I  will  not  do  it.  I  will  now 
move  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  thi^ 
the  Motion  is  quite  justified.  I  listened 
attentively  to  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  showed  not  only  deep 
feeling  for  the  people  in  India,  but  a 
close  acquaintance  with  the  fscte 
bearing  on  their  condition,  and  1 
think  it  is  not  considerate  to  the  Honse* 
and  not  fair  to  the  people  of  laoi^ 
tiiemselves,  that  the  Minister  who  ongfat 
to  attend  to  this  business  should  not 
pay  my  hon.  Friend  the  ordinary  respect 
of  being  present  during  the  Debate. 
By  way  of  emphasising  the  compUiAt 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  second  his 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pre- 
posed,  ''That  the  Debate  be  bow 
^djoomed.''— (i^r.  Mao  JMU.) 


^i5 


Goundl  of 


{AuoxrsT  2,  1889  J 


In^a  Bill 


246 


Thb  SEOBETABY  of  STATE  fok 
WAB  (Mr.    £.    Stanhope,    Linooln- 
ihire,  Hornoastle) :    The   Government 
are  not  able  to  assent  to  this  Motion 
for  Adjoommenty  and  I  am  surprised 
thsit,   of   all   people    in    the    world, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal  should 
have  made  it.      He  has  made  a  speech 
to  which  he  expects  the  Government  to 
reply,  and,  in  order  to  give  them  the 
opportunity  of  replying,  he  moves  the 
Aojouroment  of  the  House,  and  so  pre- 
fente  them  replying.      I  am  quite  sure 
tiiat  on  second  thoughts  he  will  see  that 
it  is  much  better  to  afford  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  replying  to  his  arguments.    I 
am  sorry  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of   State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Oorat)  is  not  present.      His  absence  is 
unavoidable,   but  I  think  he  is  cne   of 
many  who  were  not  aware  that  this 
Bill  was  likely  to    come  on    at  this 
time.     It  is   quite  true  that  my  hon. 
Friend  represents  the  Government  of 
India,  but  it  is  also  true  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  is  represented  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  a  whole.    I 
do  hot  allow  for  a  single  moment  that 
India  is  represented  solely  by  my  hon. 
Friend.  Every  Member  of  the  Cabinet  is 
as  responsible,  and  much  more  respon- 
«We,  than  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary. 

Mfi.  SEXTON :  As  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  undertakes  to  reply  himself, 
and  explains  the  absence  of  the  Under 
Secretiury,  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment. 

Me.  MAONBILL:  I  beg  to  with- 
draw the  Motion. 

♦3iB  B.  N.  FOWLEE:  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  War  was, 
daring  three  years,  Under  Secretary  of 
S^  for  India,  and  during  the  five 
■olitequent  years  represented  the  Con- 
*fimtiv^*  Party  on  Indian  questions  on 
^  Front  Oppofiition  Bench,  so  I  think 
urn  House  will  feel  that  it  will  not 
^br  by  the  Government  of  India 
Mug  represented  on  the  present  occasion 
V  aj  nght  hon.  Friend. 
Metbn,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ori^al  Question  again  proposed. 

JSoiB.  LETHBEIDQE  (Kensington, 
Kj:  I  most  say  I  share  very  strongly 
w  regr^  thiat  Imlv^  been  expr^eaed 


that  the  Government  have  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  press  on  this  unfortunate 
Bill  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session,  and 
at  a  period  when  so  many  hon.  Members 
who  take  a^  interest  in  the  question  are 
absent  from  the  House.  The  hon* 
Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  MacNeill) 
laid  much  stress  on  the  fact  of  the 
absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India.  I  do  not 
attach  much  importance  to  that  fact, 
though  I  am  quite  sure  my  hon.  Friend 
will  regret  very  much  that  he  was  not 
present  when  he  knows  that  this  Bill 
has  come  on.  In  support  of  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  E.  Fowler),  let  me  say  that 
there  is,  perhaps,  no  Member  of  the 
House  unconnected  officially  with  India, 
whose  words  are  more  thoroughlyaccepted 
upon  Indian  questions,  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  Stanhope).  I  regret  the 
course  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
felt  it  their  duty  to  take,  all  the  more 
because  I  am  convinced  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  are,  in  pressing  on 
this  Bill,  animated  by  admirable  motives 
in  themselves.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  motive  that  they  have  put  before 
the  House  prominently — namely,  that 
of  saving  £6,000  a  year  to  the 
taxpayers  of  India,  is  the  real  and  sin- 
cere motive  which  influences  them,  but 
behind  them  are  those  who  have  motives 
other  than  that  very  excellent  one.  I 
say  that  is  an  excellent  motive;  and 
any  proposal  that  tends  to  cut  down  the 
home  charges  of  the  Government 
of  India  deserves  the  full  and 
most  careful  attention  of  the  House. 
The  reduction  of  the  home  charges  of 
the  Government  of  India  is  in  my 
opinion  what  ought  to  be  the  key-note 
of  every  Indian  financial  reformer ;  but 
surely  it  will  be  admitted  by  the 
Government  that  some  sort  of  inquiry 
as  to  the  best  form  of  reduction  of 
expenditure  ought  to  be  instituted 
before  rushing  through  a  Bill  of 
this  character  almost  without  expla- 
nation, merely  on  the  ground  that 
it  does  save  £6,000  a  year.  After  all, 
what  is  £6,000  when  we  oonsider  the 
enormous  charges  that  are  placed  on 
the  taxpayers  of  India  for  the.susteq,- 
ance  oi  the  India  Offioe  year  aftw  year  P 
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It  is  a  mere  bagatelle ;  and,  therefore, 
I  think  the  House  before  it  assents  to 
the  proposition  to  make  this  infinitesimal 
reduction  in  the  expenditure  in  the  India 
Office,  might  fairly  demand  to  be  in- 
formed whether  there  are  not  other 
means  of  saving  which  would  save  a 
great  deal  more,  and  do  no  greater 
harm  to  the  efficiency  of  the  administra- 
tion of  India.  I  maintain  that  this  re- 
duction of  expenditure  begins  at  the 
wrong  end.  It  is  almost  generally  ad- 
mitted that  the  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  rather  too  large  than  too 
small.  It  is  universally  admitted  that 
his  knowledge  of  the  special  wants  of 
India  must  rather  be  too  little  than  it 
can  ever  be  too  great,  and  that  the  only 
check  or  control  over  the  despotic  power 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  in  exercising 
the  supreme  ultimate  power  over  the 
affairs  of  India  is  the  advice  of  this 
consultative  Body,  the  Council  of 
India.  I  do  not  wish  to  attribute 
ignorance  of  Indian  affairs  to  the  noble 
Lord  who  now  rules  at  the  India  Office, 
because  I  am  aware  he  has  given  his 
best  attention  to,  and  endeavoured  to  in- 
form himself  of,  every  concern  of  the 
great  dependency  of  India ;  but  it  is 
almost  in  the  nature  of  things  necessary 
that  the  supreme  ruler  of  all  the  India 
Office,  the  Secretary  of  State,  should  be, 
to  a  large  extent,  ignorant  of  the  special 
circumstances  of  the  various  provinces 
of  India.  I  maintain  that  to  diminish 
the  number  and  the  authority  of  those 
who  constitute  a  check  on  the  despotic 
power  of  the  Secretary  of  State  is  clearly 
to  maim  and  to  injure  that  check ;  it  is 
clearly  to  quench  the  sources  of  light  to 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  can  alone 
look  to  obtain  a  correct  appreciation  of 
the  various  facts  that  are  put  before 
him.  This  Bill  might  fairly  be  called  a 
Bill  to  render  the  Secretary  of  State  ab- 
solutely despotic,  and  absolutely  inde- 
pendent of  Indian  public  opinion, 
l^robably  it  will  be  said  that  ten  is  a 
number  sufficient  to  attain  the  objects 
for  which  the  Secretary  of  State's  Ooun- 
oil  is  constituted.  Before  we  can  assent 
to  the  proposition  that  the  number  of 
10  is  sufficient,  and  that  the  number  of  1 5 
is  therefore  redundant,  it  is  only 
fair  the  House  should  obtain  from  Her 
Majesty's  (Government  some  information 
as  to  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Seoretary  of  State's  Council,    and   as 
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to  how  far  it  is  representative  of  the 
various  countries  that  form  that  great 
Empire,  and  of  the  very  numerous  and 
divergent  interests  that  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  India.  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  inform  the  House  whether  there  has 
been  any  attempt  made  to  obtain  upon 
the  Council  of  the  Secretary  of  State  any 
representation,  whether  adequate  or  in- 
adequate, of  the  opinion  of  the  natives 
of  India.  I  would  ask,  are  there  any 
representatives  of  the  Princes  and  the 
Chiefs  of  India,  those  whose  hereditary 
rank  or  present  position  there  entitles 
them  to  consideration  in  these  matters  ? 
It  will  not  do  for  the  (Government  to  tell 
us  they  could  not  induce  these  Princes 
and  Chiefs  to  come  over  here.  Why,  in 
the  Distinguished  Strangers'  Oallery  of 
this  House  we  sometimes  see  these 
Chiefs.  We  meet  them  at  various  social 
functions  in  the  City  of  London.  We 
know,  as  a  fact,  that  they  do  come  and 
reside  for  long  periods  of  time  in  this 
country,  and  I  do  think  that  if  the 
Government  were  to  make  the  attempt 
there  would  be  very  little  difficulty  in 
obtaining  some  adequate  representation 
of  the  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India  in 
the  India  Office  at  Westminster.  I  ask, 
has  there  been  any  attempt  made  to 
obtain  a  representation  of  the  opinion  of 
the  English  educated  natives  of  India — 
that  class  which  is  sometimes  called,  I 
hope  not  opprobriously,  the  Baboos  of 
India  ?  I  am  convinced  there  is  not  a 
single  official  connected  with  the 
Government  of  India  who  would  not 
gladly  welcome  some  opportunity  of 
consulting  that  opinion  and  of  knowing 
what  are  the  wishes  of  that  increas- 
ing and  important  class  in  India. 
The  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  attempts  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  the  English  educated  natives. 
He  speaks  with  great  ability,  great  in- 
telligence, and  great  industry;  but,  of 
course,  he  does  not  speak  with  that 
authority  that  would  attach  to  the  utter- 
ances of  an  Indian  gentleman  speaking 
in  the  Council  Chamber  at  the  India 
Office.  Then,  again,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Guyer  Hunter) 
has  already  laid  before  the  House  the 
claims  to  be  represented  in  the  Council 
of  India  of  that  great  Medical  Service 
which,  from  the  earliest  period  in  the 
history  of  our  connection  with  India> 
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hu  takea  a  most  important  and  bononr- 
able  abare,  not  only  in  their  oirn  soien- 
tific  and  tsohnical  irorb,  but  in  tlie 
geaeiai  adminiBtration  of  the  Empire. 
There  are  aUo  many  other  f^at 
■ueatifio  and  technioal  Departments,  to 
irbich  allusion  ia  often  made  in  the 
House  of  Oommons,  and  vhich  are 
looietiaies  known  as  the  Unoovenanted 
DgpsTtmenta.  The  members  of  these 
D^artmenta  are  more  numerous  than 
those  of  tha  regular  Civil  Service,  and 
yet,  never  in  the  htetoryof  India,  has  a 
sinfle  reproBentatiTe  of  these  bodies 
ever  found  a  place  in  the  Secretary  of 
State'e  Coanoil.  Now,  let  ua  consider 
tat  a  moment  whether,  apart  from  the 

Jneetion  of  representetioD,  it  is  espe- 
ient  that  the-membera  of  the  Oouooll 
should  be  diminished.     Surely,  first  of 
all,  we  should  inquire  whether  it  ia  not 
possible  that  some  methods  might   be 
anieed  for  improTing  and  atreagthen- 
in^  thst  Oouucil.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy    [Sir  Q.   Campbell)  told  us 
Tsry  rightly  that  the  beat  thing  that 
could  happen  for  the  interests  of  India 
would  be  that  the  Council  should  be  not 
enly  thoroughly  representative,  but  also 
should  have  more  power  to  insist  upon 
its  opinion  being  listened  to  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.      I  do  not  for  a  moment 
■Bggeet  that  the  expert  adviaero  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  be  permitted 
to  have  power  by  law  to  override  the 
Milled  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
itill  leas    the    settled    policy   of    Her 
Hajesty's   Gloremment.     This    House 
neogaises  that  in  all  Indian  questions, 
■■  in  all  other  questions,  the  policy  of 
Her   Majesty's    Government   must   be 
panmouat,  nnd  that,  therefore,  no  ex. 
fttta,  whether  at  the    India  Office  or 
■Inhere  else,  can  be  alio  ire  d  to  over- 
Us  the    opinion  of  the  Secretary  of 
Slats    aud   the    settled  policy  of  the 
Qwemment.      But  I   do  think    there 
■ight  be  some  method  devised  by  which 
'    fta  experts  at  the  India  Office  should  be 
'    ^augthened  rather  than  weakened,  as 
ft«r  will  be  by  this  Bill.     I  would  sug- 
.    fntthey  might  have  the  power  of  de- 
I    Midiug  the  pablication  of  the  Minutes 
,    tCDiawot,  which  we  know  arerecorded 
'    ■t^M  India  Office.     What  happens  at 
'    IMMt?    The  Minutes  of  Dlasent  are 
\    ^  in  the  pieeon  holes  and  never  heard 
•    w  ^aio.    fUr.  Stajthopb  :    They  can 
;    w  moved  for.]    It  is  enggeeted  they 
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can  be  moved  tor  in  this  House.  Yes, 
but  if  they  are  moved  for  how  often 
will  the  Government  produce  them  ?  I 
have  known  occasions  when  they  have 
>ved  for,  I  think,  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  himself,  and  when  they  have 
been  refused.  If  the  experts  had  power 
by  law  to  require  the  publication 
ot  the  arguments  by  which  tbey 
had  endeavoured  to  infiuence  the 
the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
it  would  be  a  very  different  reform  to 
that  which  ia  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State — 
namely,  to  do  away  with  a  large  section 
of  the  Council  altogether.  I  admit 
that,  in  all  probability,  the  abolition 
of  a  large  number  of  the  technical 
ospert  advisers  of  the  Secretary  ot 
State  will  render  the  life  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  and  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  especially  the  life  of 
the  Permanent  Under  Secretary,  and  of 
permanent  officials,  a  somewhat  easier 
one.  Fosaibly  there  will  be  less  fric- 
tion; but  I  maintain  that  friction  ia  a 
wholesome  element  in  our  Adminiatra- 
tion,  and  ought  not  to  be  absent  from 
the  India  Office  any  more  than  it  is 
absent  from  any  part  of  our  Adminls- 
tration.  Why,  toe  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  every  other  Department  of 
the  State  can  be  discuased  here  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  can  be  discusaed  at 
full  length,  conversationally  and  other- 
wise ;  but  there  is  absolutely  no  oppor< 
tunity  for  a  free  and  general  discussion 
of  the  grievances  of  the  200  millions  of 
our  Indian  fellow- subjects.  Therefore  it 
is  all  the  more  necessary  that  thia  Council 
to  whom  falls  the  power  and  the  duty 
of  offering  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
the  advice  which  might  otherwise  be 
offered  in  this  House,  should  be 
strengthened  rather  than  weakened. 
If  that  Council  be  done  away  with,  it 
is  quite  possible  there  will  be  no  im- 
pediment, or,  at  any  rate,  very  little 
impediment,  to  any  attempt  to  carry  out 
all  the  elaborate  theories  that  have  been 
worked  out  in  the  arm-chairs  of  philo- 
sophers in  England.  But  that  is  not 
what  we  want  in  the  administration  of 
the  Indian  Empire.  There  is  no  one  who 
feels  this  morethan  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  Therefore,  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  to  the  Government 
to  listen  to  the  protests  that  have  been 
made  this  evenmg  unanimously  from 
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every  part  of  the  House  against  this 
Bill,  the  effeotofwhich  will  be  to  increase 
the  despotic  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  to  perpetuate  his  nnavoid- 
able  ignorance.  I  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
and  then,  on  the  strength  of  the  in- 
quiry, to  come  down  to  the  House  and 
present  us  with  a  full  and  elaborate 
measure  of  reform  which  will  confer 
lasting  benefit  on  the  Empire  of  India. 
Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  In  addition  to 
expressing  the  regret  I  naturally  feel 
at  the  absence  of  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  J.  Oorst),  who  is 
much  more  recently  conversant  with  the 
subject  than  I  can  attempt  to  be,  I 
have  also  to  express  my  regret  that  I 
have  not  heard  the  whole  of  the  Debate. 
I  missed  one  or  two  of  the  earlier 
speeches,  but  much  of  what  I  have  heard 
scarcely  comes  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  Members  for  Kirkcaldy 
and  Northampton  have  proposed  that 
there  should  be  a  general  inquiry  into 
the  administration  of  India,  and  have 
urged  that  inquiry  should  precede  legis- 
lation. I  quite  agree  that  the  time  may 
come,  and  come  soon,  when  it  will  be 
desirable  that  there  should  be  such  an 
inquiry.  There  have,  periodically,  been 
such  inquiries.  But  this  opens  out  a 
larger  field  than  is  necessary  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  The  hon.  Members  who 
have  spoken  have  advocated  abolition  of 
the  Council  as  it  is  at  present  con- 
stituted rather  than  an  inquiry  into  its 
working.  Perhaps  it  is  worth  while, 
therefore,  in  a  few  words  to  explain  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  present  Council 
was  established,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  I  think  it  may  fairly  command 
public  confidence.  The  Council  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  attempt  to 
govern  India,  and  it  was  not  constituted 
tot  that  purpose;  the  Council  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  mainly  a  Court  of 
Beview,  and  as  such  it  was  constituted. 
When  an  hon.  Member  speaks  of  the 
Council  as  an  ingenious  device  for 
screening  the  action  of  the  Government 
of  India  from  the  observation  of  Parlia- 
ment and  this  country,  all  I  can  say  is, 
that  it  was  deliberately  adopted  as  a 
means  by  which  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  should  be  reviewed  and 
made  known  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  three  main  objects  attempted  to  be 
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achieved  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Council  are — first,  that  it  should  consist 
of  independent  members,  men  who 
have  served  their  time  in  India  and  are 
selected  for  the  Councils  when,  for  a 
considerable  period  of  years,  they  are 
in  a  position  of  absolute  inde- 
pendence  

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  There  is  a  special 
provision  for  their  re- appointment. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  quite 
aware  of  the  provisions  of  the  arrange- 
ment to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers, 
but  I  do  not  thinklfor  a  moment  that  anj 
of  the  eminent  gentlemen  who  have  been 
placed  on  the  Council,  and  who,  I  am 
quite  sure,  have  retained  the  confidence 
of  the  governing  classes  in  India  and  in 
this  country,  I  am  quite  fare  that  they 
are  incapable  of  being  influenced  in 
their  proceeding^  and  their  advice  by 
the  consideration  of  whether  or  not 
their  services  will  be  continued  at  the 
end  of  a  term  of  years.  I  repeat,  they 
are  a  body  perfectly  independent  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  they  continually  show  their  inde- 
pendence, differing,  as  they  often  do,  in 
the  strongest  manner  from  the  policy  of 
the  Government  of  the  day,  and  doing 
their  very  best  to  turn  that  policy  in  the 
direction  they  think  best  for  the  good  of 
India.  In  the  second  place,  the  Council 
is  chosen  from  men  of  Indian  ex- 
perience, men  who  have  had  experience 
in  all  parts  of  India,  so  that  at  any  giT^ 
time  there  are  members  of  the  Council 
who  have  had  experience  of  any  part  of 
India  concerned  in  any  particular 
matter.  Lastly,  the  Council  is  composed 
of  men  with  fresh  Indian  experience.  I 
am  sure  hon.  Members  will  agree  that  it 
is  desirable  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  have  the  advantage  of  coundl 
from  men  whose  experience  of  India  w 
fresh  rather  than  from  men  who  have 
spent  a  great  number  of  years  in  this 
country  after  leaving  India.  Th^J 
are  men,  too,  who  are  entirely  inde- 
pendent of  our  Party  politics.  That  is 
of  foremost  consequence  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  anything  tending  ^  ^ 
diminution  of  that  independence  of 
Party  politics  would  inflict  a  eravehann 
upon  the  Government  of  Inaia.  No^, 
several  hon.  Members  have  spoken  of 
the  desirability  of  placing  the  Minutes 
of  dissent  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; but  that,  I  believe,  would  be  on« 
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of  the  most  misohieToas  proceedings 
thftt  eould  poflsibi  J  be  takea.  There  are 
ooeasions  when,  no  doubt,  it  is  highly 
desinble  that  these  Minutes  should  be 
piodueed.  There  was  a  famous  occasion 
(A  which  I  had  full  knowledge  at  the 
timeof  the  Afghan  War,  strong  feelings 
wm  raised  among  men  of  Indian  ex- 
perience and  there  were  great  differ- 
ences of  opinion  on  the  Oouncil  of  the 
Secnretazy  of  State,  and  in  such  cases  I 
believe  it  is  greatly  to  the  advantage 
of  the  country'that  men  of  Indian  ex- 
perience should  have  the  opportunity  of 
pladng  their  opinions  before  Parlia- 
ment But  if  that  is  going  to  occur 
orer  and  over  again  and,  perhaps,  every 

J  ear,  the  result  will  be  we  shall  have 
[embers  of  the  Council  playing  to 
the  Gallery  of  the  House  of  Oommons 
and  not  thinking  solely  and  entirely  of 
the  interests  of  India  as  they  do  at 
present.  Members  of  the  Council  being 
bat  human,  and  possibly  Party  men, 
would  naturally  have  in  view  the  pre- 
fientation  of  their  opinions  to  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  to 
eonceiTe  that  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  India  in  the  Council  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  be  so  eatis- 
&ctory  as  it  undoubtedly  is  at  the 
preient  time.  One  suggestion  for  a 
change  in  the  Council  is  that  it  should 
become  a  purely  representative  body. 
That  is  a  matter  which,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  was  a  good  deal  considered  at 
the  time  when  the  Council  was  originally 
constituted.  Among  other  proposals 
was  one  that  the  commercial  interests  of 
^  country  should  be  represented  on 
the  Council.  Well,  I  think,  and  in  this 
1  am  expressing  my  own  individual 
opinion,  that  there  is  no  danger,  con- 
■tituted  as  the  House  of  Commons  is,  of 
^  eommercial  interests  of  this  country 
oot  being  fully  considered  in  matters 
v^latbg  to  the  Government  of  India. 
The  commercial  opinions  of  the  country 
can  be  heard  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
ttdihey  are  heard,  and  they  undoubtedly 
'^xenise,  in  regard  to  Indian  commercial 
''Mttets,  an  influence  which  many 
People  oonnected  with  India  thinx 
•Keerive,  and  certainly  I  do  not  see  any 
'••■Ml  for  increasing  it.  Then  as  to 
^  pronosal  for  native  representation 
Jw  (Arancil  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
^>t  is  a  suggestion  I  am  sure  no  hon. 
^'^f&ber  eotud  make  who  has  thought 


out  the  objections  and  the  consequences. 
It  is  a  suggestion  that  no  Government 
could  think  of  adopting  unless  they  saw 
their  way  to  establishing  it  on  a  principle 
very  different  to  that  indicated  to-day. 
The  question  before  us  now  is  whether 
the  Council  of  the  Secretary  for  India  is 
too  large  or  not.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  reduction  of  the  Council  in  the  man- 
ner proposed  would  conduce  to  economy^ 
and  in  matters  of  India  administration 
economy  is  of  the  first  importance^ 
but  the  Bill  is  not  primarily  based 
on  considerations  of  economy.  The 
question  is  whether  or  not  a  Council  of 
1 5  is  the  best  that  can  be  imagined  for 
the  business  to  be  transacted.  This  is 
a  matter  which,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  knows,  has  often  been  con- 
sidered both  in  the  House  and  outside. 
There  have  been  proposals  for  7 
members,  for  10  members,  and  again 
for  1 8 ;  but  every  hon.  Member  who 
has  been  connected  with  the  India 
Office  has  had  to  consider  the  subject. 
It  fell  to  my  lot  when  I  was  at  the 
India  Office  to  give  close  attention  to 
the  subject,  and  I  confess  the  con« 
elusion  that  I  arrived  at,  and  the  con- 
clusion that  I  am  sure  has  been  arrived 
at  by  almost  all  who  have  since  been 
connected  with  the  Government  of 
India,  is  that  the  Council  is  too  large. 
It  is  composed  of  members  entirely 
devoted  to  the  service  of  India  who 
give  the  greatest  possible  assistance  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  but  what  I 
believe  would  be  achieved  by  reducing 
the  number  of  members  would  be  an 
increase  in  the  sense  of  responsibility 
upon  each  individual  Member.  The 
weak  point  about  the  constitution  of 
the  Council  is  that  with  so  large  a 
number  of  Members  the  sense  of 
responsibility  upon  each  is  not  suffi- 
ciently great.  Therefore  the  ground 
upon  which  I  would  commend  the  Bill 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  is,  that 
I  believe  a  moderate  reduction  of  the 
Members  on  the  Council  will  tend  to 
increase  the  sense  of  responsibility, 
and  will  render  the  assistance  which  the 
Council  gives  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  time  being  more  efficient  and 
more  satisfactory  than  it  has  been  in 
the  past. 
•Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  W.) :  We  have  a  new  and  most 
curious  argument  in  support  of  the  Bill 
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from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman.  We 
were  told  a  few  nights  ago  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  that  this  Bill  was  ad* 
vanced  in  the  interest  of  economy ;  but 
we  are  now  told  by  the  more  responsible 
Minister  of  the  (>own  that  this  is  not 
80  much  a  matter  of  economy  as  to 
secure  greater  responsibility  by  reducing 
the  number  of  members  on  the  Council. 
Of  course,  the  logical  conclusion  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument  would 
be  the  Gt>yemment  proposal  to  reduce 
this  Body,  which  cannot  be  relied  upon, 
to  feel  a  due  sense  of  its  responsibility, 
to  proper  limits.  But  that  is  not  what 
is  done  by  the  Bill.  It  is  far  from  what 
is  attempted  to  be  done.  The  Bill  does 
not  reduce  absolutely,  but  only  gives  a 
permissive  power  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  reduce ;  and  yet  we  are  told  by  the 
Secretary  for  War,  in  the  most  guileless 
manner — in  a  manner,  I  confess,  we 
should  not  have  listened  to  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  represents  the  Gt^vern- 
ment  of  India  in  this  House — that  the 
sense  of  responsibility  is  to  be  largely 
developed  by  reducing  the  number  from 
15  to  10.  But  the  Bill  does  not  reduce 
the  number  on  the  Council  to  10. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  A  discretion 
is  left  to  the  Secretary  of  State  to  retain 
the  assistance  of  any  member  whose  ser- 
vices may  be  so  valuable  that  it  is 
desirable  he  should  not  be  excluded 
from  the  Council. 

*Sia  W.  PLOWDEN :  Very  good ;  I 
accept  that  statement,  but  an  absolute 
reduction  of  15  to  12  would  still  give 
room  for  the  addition  of  gentlemen 
whose  services  might  be  considered  in- 
dispensable. If  Qie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  for  responsibility  is 
good,  the  reduction  to  12,  at  all  events, 
should  be  absolute  and  not  permis- 
sive. I  regret  extremely  that  while 
we  are  permitted  two  or  three  hours 
for  the  discussion  of  a  petty  Bill  like 
this,  we  cannot  have  a  single  discussion 
throughout  the  Session  on  the  great 
questions  that  arise  on  Indian  admini- 
stration generally.  Two  points  have 
cropped  up  in  this  discussion,  and  one 
has  been  dealt  with  in  an  extraordinary 
manner  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  was  grieved  to  hear  him  commit  him- 
self to  the  expression  of  an  opinion  that 
it  was  not  possible  in  any  regulated 
manner  to  accept  the  principle  of  repre- 
sentation on  the  Council^a  principle 
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that  has  been  strongly  advocated,  not 
only  on  this  side,  but  by  (Gentlemen 
sitting  opposite.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  that  any 
such  suggestion  comes  firom  those  who 
have  not  thought  out  in  full  how  the 
representative  principle  could  be  recog- 
nised in  any  way.  Now  that  is  a  matter 
that  has  been  thought  out. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  :  The  representa- 
tion of  natives  of  India  on  the  Indian 
Council  was  what  I  referred  to. 
♦Sir  W.  PLOWDEN:  How  the  re- 
presentation of  the  Indian  people  could 
be  applied  to  the  Indian  Council  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  see,  bat  it 
is  really  a  simple  matter  to  deal  with. 
Though  it  has  not  been  promineDtly 
brought  before  the  British  public  it  is 
notorious     to     those    conversant  with 
Indian   administration  that  the  repre- 
sentative principle  is  thoroughly  adopted 
and  is  at  the  bottom   of   the   whole 
system    of   village    administration  ia 
Northern  India  ;  so  you  have  that  as  a 
good  starting  point.     From  that  system 
which  is  admitted  and  has  gone  on  from 
century   to    century    in    the  north  of 
India  you  might  adopt  a  method  that 
would  give  a  real  native  representation 
on   the  Indian  Council.    There  is  no 
difficulty  that  the  Local  Government  of 
India  could  not  deal  with  in  this  matter. 
Upon  this  special  matter — the  redaction 
of  the  Council — I  will  only  say  that  a 
Bill  of  this  nature  is  most  undesirable 
— we  want  a  much  more  thorough  re- 
form.     If   it    is    desirable    to   reduce 
the  number  of  members  on  the  Sec- 
retary  of    State's    Council    it    should 
not  be  done  in  a  permissive  manner,  it 
should  be  done  at  once,  not  leaving  open 
the  possibility  very  much  on  the  caw 
at  present  of  there  being  no  reductioa 
at  all.    Economy  is  a  very  small  matter 
and  does  not  come  within  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government ;  the  main  and 
important  matter    is  that  the  Council 
should    be     oonstiut^d    in    the    best 
manner     to     secure     the      end    joa 
have     in     view.      The      right     hoo* 
Gentleman    speaks    of   the    freshness 
of  experience  on  the  Council,  and  theiv 
I  confess  the  freshness    of  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman's  view  rather  startW 
me.      I  take   the  last    case  but  OM 
of    the    appointment  of    a  Gentlemsa 
to   the    Indian    Council.      Sir   Joli» 
Strachey  is    a  distinguished   man  i* 
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Indian  affairs^  and  has  held  the  highest 
office  in  India  having  been  for  a  short 
time  Yioeroj,  but  he  was  not  appointed 
to  the    Oonnoil    immediately    on    his 
return  home ;  he  was  left  out  in  the 
cold  for  a  considerable  time,  and  not 
until  after  he  had  resided  in  England 
for  some  years  was  he  appointed,  and, 
meantime,  men  very  much  his  juniors 
were  oppointed.     I    take   this  as  an 
illustration  to  show  that  the  formatioD 
of  the  Oounoil  is  not  precisely  carried 
out  in  the  way  indicated  by  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman.    I  will  go    a   little 
further  in  examination  of  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Indian  Council  is  con- 
stituted.   It  is  composed  almost  entirely 
I  might  say  entirely  of  officers  who  have 
held  high  positions  in  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, but  who  from  the  very  nature  of 
their  position,   were    cut    adrift   from 
Indian  opinion  for  years  before  they 
left  India.    The  men  who  really  know 
what  is  going  on  in  India  occupy  a 
much  more  subordinate  position.    Those 
who    administer  districts  or  command 
regiments  are  brought  into  touch  with 
native  opinion,  and  can  tell  you  what 
are  the  native  views ;   but  the  men  you 
select  for  the  Oouncil    are  those    who 
have   been    lieu  ten  tant-Govemors,   or 
who  have  filled  high  offices  which  al- 
together shut  them  out  of  touch  with 
native  opinion  for  years    before  they 
leave  India.   It  would  be  much  more  de- 
sirable to  appoint  men  fresh  from  active 
administration,  and  who  would  after- 
wards go  back  to  India.      The  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Bichard  Temple) 
is  ready  to  repudiate  all  I  have  said, 
and  I  admit  he  is  a  high  authority  on 
Indian  subjects,  but  he  cannot  deny 
that,  occupying   the  high  position  he 
did,  he  was  not  able  to  consort  with  or 
listen  to  the  voice  of  public   opinion 
among  the  natives  of  India,  and,  there- 
fore, to  that  extent  he  would  be  a  less 
satisfactory  representative  than  those 
much  younger  in    the  Indian   service 
than  himself.    I  shall  oj^pose  the  Bill 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction. 
•Sib  KI0HARDTBMPLB(  Worcester, 
Evesham):    The     hon.    Member    for 
Wolverhampton,  who  has  just  sat  down, 
must  not  suppose  that  I  am  at  this  late 
hour  going  to  answer  him  in  detail,  or  to 
discuss  with  him  what  may  or  may  not 
be  the  value  of  such  knowledge  as  I 
have  aoquired  in  India  in  the  positions 

VOL.  OOOXXXIX.  [thibd  amiis.] 


I  have  held  there  from  the  bottom  to 
the  top.     The  only  thing  I  shall  allude 
to    is    the    disparagement    which    he 
seems    to    cast    on     the     speech    of 
my    right    hon.    Friend     the    Secre- 
tary   for    War.    I    venture  to  assure 
my  Parliamentary   comrades  that   the 
speech    of  the   right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  distinguished  by  very  sound  know- 
ledge of  Indian  affairs,  and  that  he  has 
preserved    his    recollection    quite    ac- 
curately^   although    he    has    recently 
been    occupied  in   a  different    sphere 
of  public  duty.      This  Debate  upon  a 
small    point     regarding    the    Indian 
Oouncil  seems  to  have  been  made  a  peg 
on  which  to  hang  a  discursive  disserta- 
tion on  everything  in  general  regarding 
India ;  but  may  I  endeavour  to  recall  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment  to 
the    real    question    before    us?     The 
question  is  not  whether  India  is  well  or 
ill  governed,  whether  the  natives  are 
happy  or  the  reverse,  or  whether  the, 
representative  sjstem  is  good  as  com- 
pared with    the    present  system,   but 
simply    whether    15    members   or    10 
members  should  be  the  number  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Oouncil  in  London. 
That  is  the  plain  and  simple  issue  the 
House  is  called  upon  to  decide.    It  so 
happens    that    legislative    sanction    is 
necessanr  to  enable  the  number  to  be 
altered  from  15  to  10.    It  may  appear 
strange    that    the    attention    of    this 
sovereim  assembly  of  British  Members 
should  DC  for  a  moment  turned  to  so 
small   a    subject,  but   it   happens  to 
require  legislation,  and  therefore  the 
opinion  of  the  House  must  be  taken. 
The  question  is  whether  10  or  15  is  the 
best  number  for  the  Oouncil.    The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  is  quite 
under  a  mistake  in  supposing  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  said  that  economy 
was  not  to  be  considered  in  the  matter. 
What    the     right     hon.     Gentleman 
said,  as  I  understood,  was  that  not  only 
economy  but  efficiency  is  to  be  con- 
sidered, but  certainly  economy  is  not 
to    be    disregarded.     Why    the    very 
Gendemen    who    now    disparage  this 
economy  are  those  who  for  years  have 
been    urging    the    attention    of    the 
House  to  the  growing  home  charges  of 
the  Government  of  India,  and  now  the 
first  time  an  attempt  is  made  to  save  a 
few  thousands  without  any  sacrifice  of 
efficiency  we  find  them  objecting.    Now 
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do  ten   Members  oonstitute   snffioieiit 
Btrdngth  for  tbe  Ooundl  ?    I  will  ask 
the  fioase  for  a  moment  to  consider 
what  representation  the  number  of  ten 
would  give.    You  might  have  two  dis- 
tinguisned  officers  as  representing  the 
Army,  one  the  European,  one  the  ^tive 
Army.    You  might  have  three  distin- 
guished Oovenanted  civilians,   one  for 
each  of  the  three  great  provinces  of  India. 
You  might  have  one    eminent  Jurist 
of  the  position  of  the  late  Sir  Hemy 
Maine,    one     officer  of    engineers  as 
representing   all    the    great   railways 
and  public  works  in  India ;  you  might 
have   a   gentleman    drawn   from   the 
oonmieroiu  classes  of  India ;  one  repre- 
sentinff  the  bimking  community;  and  you 
might  have  one  drawn  from  the  medical 
service  considering  the  growing  import- 
anceof  allmatters  relatingtomedicaland 
sanitary  science,  and  I  say  this  in  defer- 
ence to  the  distinguished  authority  on  my 
right,  the  hon.  Member  for  Central  Hack  • 
ney  (Sir  Ghiyer  Hunter).    That  gives  you 
tike  number  of  ten,  and  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  whether  that  would 
not  give  a  fair  representation  of  the  great 
elements  of  Indian  Administration  set- 
ting aside  always  the  question  of  repre- 
sentative   institutions.       It     is     said 
this    reduction    would    diminish    the 
eheck    upon  the    despotic    power    of 
the    Secretary    of   State.     But    why? 
Can  it  be  said  that  the  number  of  15 
afford  a  better  check  than  the  number  of 
10?    Surely  it  is  not  numbers  that  con- 
stitute a  cdieck ;  it  is  weight,  power,  and 
e^mcity   upon  the   Council?    I  quite 
agree  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  there 
IB  more  likely  to  be  a  sense  of  responsi- 
bility in   a  smaller   than  in   a  larger 
numoer.    Though  I  have  not  had  the 
honour  to  sit  on  the  Council  of  India, 
yet  I  have  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
Councils  in  my  life,  and  I  must  say  I 
jppeatly  prefer  a  small  to  a  large  Coun- 
oiL     The  House  must  remember  also 
that  besides  the  members  of  the  Ooundl 
of  India,  there  are  Secretaries  in  each 
D^Murtment,  each  one  an  officer  of  the 
widest  Indian  experience,  and  of  the 
highest  public  character.    And  now  as 
to    the   publication    of  the  Dissenting 
Minutes  of  members  of  the  Council. 
Whenever  these  relate  to  any  matter  of 
great  public  importance,  and  it  is  of 
publio  advantage  that  they  should  be 
pnUishady  they  can  be  moved  for  and 
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given.     It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  last  year,  in  relatian  to 
an   important    matter,    to  which  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  called,  I 
had  the  honour  to  move  for  some  of 
these  dissents,  and  at  once  th^  were 
granted  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House.    So 
much    for  the    measure    before   the 
House,     which,     I    submit,    is  wdl- 
framed,  and  deserving  of  our  support 
But  there  are  just  one  or  twoother  tiungi 
that  have  been  mentioned  to-night  by 
the  hon.    Member  for  Donegfu  (Mr. 
MacNeiU)  which  ought  not  to  pass  with- 
out challenge  from  this  side.    In  the 
first   place    the    hon.    Member    made 
remarks  reflecting  unduly  on  the  seal 
and  publio  spirit  <^  the  members  of  the 
Council  in  England.    No  more  deeer?- 
ing  body  of  public  servants  exists.  They 
do  not  sink  into  an  inert  state,  as  the 
hon.    Member    supposes.      They   are 
thoroughly  representative  men  of  the 
highest  character,  of  the  widest  expen* 
ence,  and  the  most  distinguished  record, 
and  they  continue  to  apply  themaelfei 
in  the  evening  of  life  to  their  dutiei 
and  the  Public   Service  with  all  that 
assiduity  and  diligence  that  they  have 
always  evinced  in  their  prime.    The 
hon.  Member  also  said  something  ai  to 
the  sufferings  of  the  people  of  India. 
Well,  I  do  not  deny  that  there  is  mieeiy 
in  India,  but  it   is   nothing  like  the 
misery  you  have  in  London  or  in  any 
centre  in  Europe  or  across  the  Adantio. 
From    my    personal     Imowledge  ef 
India  I  can  affijm  that  there  is  so 
country  in  the  world,  civilised  or  na- 
civilised,  where  Acre  is  so  little  mifleiy 
— apart  altogether  from  the  cases  w 
fanune — as  Lidia.     And   those  cases 
have  served  to  bring  into  action-  some 
of  the   most   humane   and  beaefioent 
exertions  in   the  annals  of  maakiBd. 
The    hon.    Member    may     shake  hii 
head   as    he    likes,    but  that  ib  J^^ 
imperishable  record  whioh  the  BrilUi 
Empire  in  India  has  achieved.    Then 
some     mild    sort    of    aspersion  bss 
been  thrown  upon  ike  House  of  Ooa* 
mens  with   regard  to   its  condiiet  ^ 
Indian  affiairs.     I  am   bound  to  s^ 
that  the    new  democracy  under  tto 
recently  extendedfranohise  hasretorasd 
more  Members  to  the  House  of  Oott* 
mens  who  are  acquainted  with  ladiaa 
matters  thw  there  have  ever  been  tf 
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ai^  preTiooB  Parliament.  '.In  my 
opinion  the  Honse  ezemised  a  wise 
diacretion  in  relegating  its  powers  to 
the  authorities  whom  it  has  by  its  own 
legislation  constituted  in  India.  It  is 
quite  right  that  there  should  be  a 
controUing  power  in  England,  but  you 
ean  have  only  one  Ezeoutive  Qoyem- 
ment.  and  that  must  be  in  India.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  his 
Friends  would  transfer  the  GoYomment 
of  India  to  this  House — to  their  side 
of  the  House  I  suppose.  They  look 
forward  to  having  the  Government  on 
their  side. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL:  Yes;  very  soon. 

♦Sm  R.  TEMPLE :  WeU,  it  is  the  duty 
of  this  House  to  set  up  a  good  Govern- 
ment in  India,  and,  having  established 
it,  to  leave  it  alone.  Supposing  the 
Government  were  transferred  to  England 
I  would  ask  whether  this  House  is 
fitted  to  exercise  the  authority.  Look- 
ing at  the  factions  into  which  the  House 
is  divided,  and  the  party  spirit  which 
^vems  our  debates,  we  cannot  say  that 
It  is.  In  this  very  debate  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  have  all 
spoken  against  the  Bill,  while  we  on 
this  side  are  speaking  in  favour  of  it. 

«Me.  BBADLAUGH  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  commenced  by 
saying  that  I  did  not  oppose  the  Bill. 

*SiB  B.  TEMPLE:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Member's  pardon.  I  did  not  hoar 
his  speech,  and  I  am  sure  that 
with  his  usual  impartiality  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  speak  against  the 
Bill  from  a  Party  point  of  view.  But 
I  think  my  remark  is  applicable  to  the 
other  speeches  from  the  opposite 
Benches.  Then  the  proposal  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton that  an  elective  element  should 

be  added  to  the  Oouncil  in  London. 
That  is  a  matter  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  taken  great  interest 
in  as*  regards  the  Council  in  India,  and 
there  is  something  to  be  said  for  it 
in  India.  But  it  is  proposed  to  put  Indian 
representatives  on  tne  Council  of  the 
Seoretary  of  State  for  India  in  White- 


hall, and  I  am  astonished  that  n^ 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Kensington  should  have  advocated  that 
the  Indian  Piinces  should  be  represented 
on  this  last-named  Council.  How  are 
they  to  leave  their  States  and  their 
governments,  and  cross  over  the  water 
to  England  ? 

*SiB    R.    LBTHBBIDGE:  When   I 

spoke  of  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India  ^ 

I,  of  course,  did  not  mean — and  the  hon. 

Member  will  know  I  could  not  mean — ^the 

Princes  of  the  independent  or  feudatory 
States  of  India,  but  those  great  noble- 
men of  India  who  are  customarily  known 
there  as  Princes  or  Chiefs. 

«SiB  B.  TEMPLE  :  The  same  thing 
applies  to  the  great  noblemen.  How 
are  they  to  leave  their  estates  and  their 
great  interests  in  India  in  order  to  come 
and  legislate  here  ?  But  all  I  desire  to 
do  is  to  express  my  dissent  from  any 
such  arrangement.  If  you  had  a  repre- 
sentative Council  of  that  kind  estab- 
lished in  London  it  would  graduaUy 
claim  to  absord  a  great  deal  of  Executive 
power,  and  then  you  will  have  the 
people  of  India  subject  to  a  dual  Gov- 
ernment— one  sitting^  at  Calcutta,  the 
other  in  Whitehall.  l?hat  would  greatly 
endanger  the  stability  of  our  Empire  in 
the  East.  With  these  few  general  re- 
marks I  beg  to  record  my  hearty  support 
of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  ag^reed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COUBT 
BILL  [LORDS].    (No.  363.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported, without  Amendment;  Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BRIBERY  (POBLIC   BODIES]    PREVEN- 
TION [EXPENSES]. 

Considered  in  Conmiittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolyed.  '*  That  it  is  expedient  to  atithoriie 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided^  by 
Parliament,  of  the  expenses  of  the  prosecation, 
in  Scotland  or  Ireland,  of  any  offence  under 
any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  preven* 
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don  and  pnniahment  of  bribery  and  oormption 
by  members  of  public  bodies." 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

COTTON  OLOTH  FACTORIES 
[EXPENSES.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  **  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
the  payment,  in  certain  cases,  out  of  moneys  to 
be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  the  Expenses  of 
Arbitration  under  any  Act  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion to  make  further  provision  for  tiie  regula- 
tion of  Cotton  Cloth  Factories.*' 

Hesolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

MOVABLE  DWELLINGS  BILL  (No.  316.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Mb.  STEPHENS  (Middlesex,  Horn- 
sey)  :  As  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stookton  (Sir  H.  Davey),  and  other 
Members,  intended  to  oppose  this  Bill, 
and  waited  in  the  House  a  considerable 
time  with  that  object,  I  think  I  must 
appeal  to  the  sense  of  fairness  of  the 
House  by  moving,  Sir,  that  you  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (Ifr. 
Stephmi.) 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth) :  It  is  a  con- 
siderable time  since  the  Second  Eeadiug 
was  carried,  and  the  hon.  Member  has 
had  ample  opportunity  to  put  down  any 
Amendments.  I  must  say  I  consider 
him  rather  unreasonable  in  making  a 
Motion  of  this  kind. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  would 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw 
his  Motion.  This  is  a  BUi  which, 
perhaps  under  a  different  form,  has  been 
before  the  House  for  a  very  long  time, 
and  although  the  hon.  Gentleman 
may  have  some  objections  to  the 
measure  on  matters  of  detail,  I  cannot 
think  he  can  wish  that  the  law  should 
remain  as  at  present  in  such  a  state  that 
persons  living  in  vans  should  go  about 


from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
without  supervision  either  as  to  sanitary 
matters  or  education.  This  Bill,  wi^- 
out  iuflicting  any  hardship  on  any  dan 
of  the  community,  will  provide  lor  the 
sanitary  regulation  and  education  of 
these  people.  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man mil  not  persist  in  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  daose  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  STEPHENS:  I  am  strongly 
opposed  to  this  Bill  and  as  I  think  this 
clause  in  particular  is  entirely  unwork- 
able and  most  cruelly  oppressive,  I 
propose  to  vote  against  it.  The  authority 
under  the  clause  is  the  County  Council, 
and,  as  the  House  is  aware,  the  County 
Councils  are  new  bodies,  and  they 
already  have  duties  more  onerous  and 
extensive  than  they  are  able  to  dis. 
charge.  This  is  sufficiently  proved  by 
the  fact  that  only  a  short  time  ago  a 
Bill  introduced  into  this  House  to  transfer 
a  great  number  of  duties  of  various  kinds 
to  the  County  Councils  was  deprecated 

by  the  County  Councils,  or  at  any  rate 
by  some  of  them,  and  I  was  deputed,  on 
the  part  of  the  County  Council  of  Mid- 
dlesex, to  ask  that  the  time  for  placing 
those   duties   on    the   County   Council 
should  be  deferred.      When  you  oome 
to  look  into  this  Bill  the  extraordinary 
unworkable   character  of  it  is  at  once 
apparent.    The  County  Councils  in  most 
counties  meet  at  rare  intervals.     The 
County  Council  of  Wiltshire,  for  instance, 
meets  only  about  four   times    a  year. 
This  means  that  the  administration  of 
this  Act  will  be  practically  transferred 
to  an  official,  and  that  official  cannot  be 
under  any  effective   control.     There  is 
no  need    to  point  out  the   very  great 
risk  of  corruption  which  might  ensue. 
How  is  the  registration   to    be  carried 
out  ?    Is  the  van  to  be  taken  to  the  in- 
spection, or  is  the  inspector  to  go  to  the 
van  ?   I  presume  that  the  van  will  have 
to  travel  to  the  office  of  the  inspector. 
In  many  counties  there  will  be  a  journey 
of  some  40  or  50  miles  to  the  office  of 
the   County  Council,  and   if  you  take 
a  van  which  is  always  horsed  in  mich  a 
manner  as  to  travel  only  a  few  miles  a 
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day  an  immenBe  journey  like  that,  the 

obligation  of  undergoing  inspection  will 

be  of  an   intolerably   oppresaiye  oha- 

raoter.    The  section  indades  tents,  and 

r  am  told  that,  under  its  proTisions,  it 

would  really  not  be  safe  in  this  warm 

weather  for  a  man  to  sleep  in  his  own 

garden  under  a  large  umbrella  because 

of  tiie  way  in  which  this  clause  is  drawn. 

It  ie  certain  that  those  who  camp  out 

up  ^e  river  will  have  to  get  their  tents 

regiatered,  and  will  have  to  take  it  to 

the  District  Authority  for  the  purpose 

of  registration.      The  whole  thing  is 

most  vexatious  and  full  of  interference 

without   any  good  purpose.     It    puts 

everybody  under    a  kind  of  ticket-of- 

leave.    For  what  advantage,  I  ask,  are 

BO  much  irritation  and  annoyance  to  be 

created  together  with  such  a  desire  to 

e?ade  the  law  ? 

Ma.  OHANNING  rose  in  hisjplaoe 
and  churned  to  move,  '*  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put,"  but  the  Ohairman 
withhdd  his  assent,  and  declined  then 
to  put  that  Question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Kb.  STEPHENS:   As    far    as   the 

iQtin  purpose  of  the  Bill  is  concerned,  of 

wanB  it  ia  to  regulate  the  poor  people 

who  go  about  the   country   in  these 

travailing  Tans,  carrying  goods  from 

viUage  to    Tillage,  and  often  visiting 

places  which  are  inaccessible  by  any 

other  means  of  supply.    It  would  be 

impossible  for  the  van  people  to  main- 
tain themselves  under  the  provisions  of 
tbia  Bill,  and,  I  think,  that  if  it  is  the 
|ittsiiftioii  that  these  persons  should  be 
in  their  present  mode  of  life  completely 
»q>proModt  that  object  should  be  carried 
01^  nme  frankly  than  is  the  case  under 
this  BilL  In  many  of  these  villages 
^^Mte  is  but  one  shop,  and  that  rules 
the  whole  ntoation. 

Tub  oh  airman  ;  The  hon.  Mem- 
^  is  not  speaking  to  this  clause,  but  to 
theBiUasawhole.. 

♦Ma.  TOMUNSON  (Preston) :  As  the 
bImss  Is  now  wordeid  the  owners  of 
moveable  dwellings  have  to  apply  to  the 
[)ousty  OonneiL  I  wish  to  ask  my 
tight  hon.  Friend  how  applications  are 
Bo  be  made  to  tlie  Ckiunty  Council  when 
t  k  toot  sitting  ? 


Mb.  BITOQIE:  BeaUy  my  horn 
Friend  must  not  hold  me  responsible  for 
all  the  details  of  this  Bill.  I  imagine 
that  the  Oounty  Oounoil  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Act  will  appoint  proper  officers 
who  will  perform  the  duties  under 
theirsupervision. 

Mb,  T.  0.  BARING  (London) :  In 
the  place  in  which  I  live,  on  the  borders 
of  Middlesex  and  Hertford,  there  are  a 
great  many  of  these  vans  which 
habitually  travel  to  the  villages. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Ohairman  left 
the  Ohair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Oommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

CORPORAL    PUNISHMENT    BILL. 

(No.  IS.) 

Order  for  Oommittee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY    STATIONS   (NAMES)   BILL- 

(No.  296.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MOTION  . 


wombn's  disabilities  bbhoyal  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Haldane,  BiU  to  amend 
the  law  relating  to  the  political  and  other  Dis« 
abilities  of  Women,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Ualdane,  Sir  Bdwaid  Orey,  and  Mr. 
lliomas  Ellis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [BiU  3S3.] 


TRUSTEE  SAYINGS  BANES. 

Eeport  from  the  Select  Oommittee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence  and  Ftoceed- 
ings,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  he  printed. 

[No.  801.] 

Report*  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  301.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to  the  Audit 
(Army  and  Navy  Accounts)  Bill ;  Oounty 
Court   Appeals     (Ireland)    Bill,    with 


Mf 


Fkmn 


\ 


•  I     ' J 


Altiindtaeiite ;  that  theybatd  paaieda 
Bill,  tntitaled— 

"An  Act  for  oonsolidattng  enactments  relatintf 
to  the  constmction  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and 
for  further  shortening  the  Language  need  in 
Aolt  of  Parliament/'  [Inter]^tation  BiU 
[Lords.] 

V&ITATB  BILLS  (ALTBBATIOIf  OF  MSMOBAJf- 
DtJlC  07  ASSOCIATION.) 

That  they  propose  that  the  Joint 
Oommittee  appointed  to  consider  and 
Beport  under  what  oiroumstanees,  or 
Q]^n  what  eonditionsy  if  any,  Prirate 
Bills  altering  the  terms  of  the  Memo* 
randum  of  Association  of  Oompanies 
drdgbt  to  be  allowed  to  pass,  do  meet  in 
the  Chairman  of  Oommittees'  Oommittee 
Boom  on  Tuesday  next,  at  Twelre  of 
theelook. 

Lords  Message  considered. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Oommittee, 
appointed  to  join  with  the  Oommittee 
appointed  by  the  Lords  *'to  oonsider 
and  report  under  what  circumstances,  or 
u^on  what  conditions,  if  any,  Private 
Bills  altering  the  t^rms  of  tiie  Memo- 
randum of  Association  of  Oompanies 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  pass,'*  do  meet 
the  Lords'  Oommittee  in  the  Ohairman 
of  Oommittees'  Oommittee  Boom  on 
Tuesday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the  dock. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to 
the  Lords  to  acquaint  their  Lordships 
that  this  House  hath  directed  the  Select 
Oommittee,  appointed  by  them  to  join 
with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords,  "to 
consider  and  report  under  what  dr- 
oamstanoee,  or  under  what  conditions, 
if  any,  Private  Bilb  altering  the  t^rms 
of  the  Memorandum  of  Association  of 
Oompanies  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
pass,^'  to  meet  the  Oommittee  appointed 
by  their  Lordships  in  the  Chairman 
ol  Committees'  Committee  Boom  on 
Tuesday  next,  as  desired  by  their  Lord- 
ships. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Oommittee 
appointed  to  join  with  the  Oommittee 
of  the  Lords  have  power  to  agree  in  the 
appointment  of  a  Ohairman  of  such 
Joint  Committee. 

INTBRPRB1*ATI0N  BILL   [LORDS.] 

Bead  the  first  time;  to  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  Thursday  next,  and 
to  be  printed.    [BiU  364.] 


[0N8) 


PLEORO  PKEUHONLL 
Address  for^ 

<*  Return  sbowinf  the  Bomber  of  ovtbnebef 
Plearo  Pneumonia  m  the  district  of  each  Lral 
Authority  in  G^reat  Britain  in  each  of  the  Iiit 
three  years,  the  number  of  Diteaaed  and  of 
Healthy  Aniinab  alanghtered,  and  the  aani 
paid  as  oompeaiatfon,  after  dednctJng  my 
reeeipta  for  aalvage,  in  the  following  fona  :— 
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Similar  Return  for  Ireland. 

And,  Summary  showing  tliie  total  for  OoasttiM 
and  Boroughs  respeotiTely  for  Bngiaad,  fir 
Soodand,  for  Qreat  Britain,  lor  Irabadtaa^ 
for  the  United  Kingdom.'*---(«M-  SL  Bukktk.) 

Houao  adjourned  at  tansiaBltf 

after  TwelTe  o'deok.  tiH 

Holiday -ttiii 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
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WINDWARD  ISLANDS  APPEAL  COURT 
BILL.    (No.  156.) 

Betarned  from  the  Oommons,  agreed 

to. 

XARRUGES  (BASITTOLAND,  &o.)  BiLTi. 

(No.  155.) 

Beiumed  from  the  (Tommons,  agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment. 

FACTORS  BILL.    (No.  122.) 

Setomed  from  the  Oommons  agreed 
to,  with  Amendments. 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 

Fourth  Beport  from  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  (with  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee),  made,  and  to  be  printed. 
lOnntes  of  Evidence,  together  with  an 
Appesdix,  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  deliyered  oat.    ^No.  207.) 

PATMASTER  OENERAL  BILL.    (No.  208) 
REVENUE  BILL.    (No.  200.) 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  li^; 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2a  on 
IhiDiday     next.— (J!^     Marqu$$9     of 

LAND  CHABGSS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

(No.  118.) 

^Oriar  finr  the  Second  Beadins^  on 
wBidaj  next  disdiarged,  and  Bm  (by 
laafe  of  the  Honae)  wiuidrawn. 

VOL.  OOU2UL2L1A.  [tHIBD  8IBIX8.  J 


PRIVATE     BILLS      (ALTERATION     OF 
MEMORANDUM  OP  ASSOCIATION.) 

Message  from  the  Oommons  to 
acquaint  this  House  that  they  hayo 
directed  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
by  them  to  join  with  a  Committee  of 
this  House  to — 

'*  Consider  and  report  nnder  what  cironm* 
Btances  or  nnder  what  oonditionfl,  if  any,^- 
Private  Bills  altering  the  terms  of  the  memo-, 
randnm  of  association  of  companies  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  pass," 

to  meet  the  Committee  appointed  b^ 
their  Lordships  in  the  Chairman  of 
(Committees'  Committee  Boom,  To- 
morrow at  Twelve  o'clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  ap-^ 
pointed  by  this  House  do  meet  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Commons  in  the 
(Chairman  of  Committees'  Committee* 
Boom  To-morrow  at  Twelye  o'clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
haye  power  to  agree  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Commons  in  the  appoint* 
ment  of  a  Chairman. 

COMPANIES  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 
ACT,  1888,  AMENDMENT  BILL.    (No.  187.) 

Bead  2*  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  to-morrow. 

EGYPT— MIUTART  OPERATIONS 

AGAINST  THE  DERVISHES. 

OBBBItyATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  CABNABYON,  in 
whose  name  there  stood  upon  the  Paper 
a  notice  **  to  call  attention  to  the  hos- 
tilities on  the  Nile,  and  the  general 
condition  of  affairs  in  Egypt,"  said:  I 
haye  only  within  the  last  hour  or  two 
reoeiyed  a  letter  from  my  noble  Friend 

L 


371 


Op0rat%onH      {LORDS} 


•gMnU  the  Dervuhn.       27S 


ihe  Prime  Minister,  stating  that  it  is 
impossible  for  him  to  be  present  in  the 
House  this  afternoon,  and  under  these 
•circumstances  I  think  your  Lordships 
will  consider  that  I  am  exercising  a 
60und  discretion  in  postponing  the 
notice  standing  in  my  name.  But  I 
•cannot  do  this  without  one  word  as  to 
the  news  that  has  reached  us  this  morn- 
ing. We  have  heard  once  more  of  a 
•signal  aod  complete  victory ;  once  again 
JSnglish  valour  and  skill  have  triumphed; 
and  although,  as  far  as  we  can  judge 
-from  the  reports,  the  brunt  of  the  oon- 
-test  has  fallen  upon  the  Egyptian 
troops,  those  troops  have  been  led  and 
•officered  by  Englishmen.  It  is  impos- 
sible not  to  feel  for  the  fanatical  and 
•courageous  sons  of  the  desert,  whose 
blood  has  been  poured  out  so  lavishly 
•on  this  occasion.  At  the  same  time, 
every  one  must  rejoice  at  the  victory 
which  has  been  achieved ;  and  every  one 
must  hope  that,  for  the  present  at  all 
•events,  it  is  conclusive.  Every  one  must 
hope  this  in  the  interests  of  humanity, 
as  well  as  in  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  cannot 
Tegard  it  as  likely  to  be  final.  There  is  a 
much  larger  question  even  than  that  of 
these  hostilities,  which  this  victory,  con- 
•ciusive  as  it  is,  will  not  settle.  It  would 
be  impossible,  however,  to  enter  upon 
this  question  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  I  will  therefore  postpoce 
«ny  notice  till  Friday  next.  As  this 
matter  has  been  mentioned,  perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  ask  my  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  he  has  any  information  to  give 
-us  on  this  subject  in  addition  to  that 
which  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
this  morning  ? 

Thb  lord  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
<X)UNCIL  (Viscouot  Cranbbook):  I 
was  quite  sure  that  my  noble  Friend 
would  not  desire  to  enter  into  questions 
relating  to  foreign  policy  in  the  abseoce 
•of  my  noble  Friend  the  Prime  Minister. 
But  as  he  has  called  the  attention  of 
vour  Lordships  to  the  victory  which  has 
been  obtained  in  Egypt,  it  is  only  right 
that  I  should  express  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  their  great  satis- 
faction at  the  report  we  have  received, 
which  shows  alike  that  the  soldiers  were 
worthy  of  being  led  by  a  gallant  English 
officer,  and  that  that  officer  showed  a 
ddll  and  strategy  which  were  worthy 
of  the  occasion,  and  that  in  tlie  conflict 
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ensued  there  was  so  little  lose  of  life, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  ihere  was 
unhappilv  very  severe  loss  on  the  other 
side,  which  was  necessary  under  the 
circumstances.  I  am  sure  ihat  your 
LordshipB  will  deeply  regret  that  the 
few  who  are  mentioned  should  hsTO 
suffered,  and  especiallj  one  dis- 
tinguished and  gallant  English  officer. 
I  believe  that  f^e  wanton  invasion  of 
Egjrpt — for  it  was  a  wanton  invasion^ 
has  been  stopped,  and  that  for  a  time, 
at  all  events,  it  will  not  be  repeated. 
What  will  be  the  future  policy  of  tins 
country  with  regard  to  this  whole  sab- 
ject  I  will  not  now  venture  to  remark, 
but  I  feel  that  I  am  speaking  the  sense 
of  your  Lordships  when  I  coog^tolate 
the  distinguished  officer  who  has  won 
this  battle  and  the  soldiers  who  fought 
under  him. 

Eabl  GRANTILLE:  I  certmnly 
will  not  depart  from  the  iudicioas 
course  which  both  the  noble  Lends 
have  taken  of  avoiding  any  political 
discussion  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 
Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary;  but 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  associate 
myself  completely  with  what  they  have 
both  stated  with  regard  to  our  admira- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  thia  battle 
has  been  conducted.  It  is  extremely 
satisfactory  to  note  the  admirable 
strategy  with  which  General  Oren- 
fell  conducted  this  operation,  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  was  supported  by 
Oolonel  Kitchener  and  Colonel  Wood- 
house,  and  a  special  and  addiuooal 
circumstance  of  satisfaction  is  the  good 
conduct  of  the  Egyptian  troops  under 
his  command. 

Ths  under  SEGRETABT  or 
STATE  VOB  WAB  (Lord  Hibbu>: 
The  only  additional  information  which 
I  can  give  your  Lordships  is  as  to  the 
numb^  of  killed  and  wounded.  Of  17 
killed,  one  was  a  British  soldier,  and 
the  131  wounded  include  Brigftd^ 
Major  Hunter,  of  the  Lanoashlre  Sagv 
ment,  and  Lieutenant  Cbtton,  of  tn4 
Shropshire  Light  lofantiy  (the 
severely  wounded),  and  four  Bri 
soldiers.  A  reconnaissance  at  da 
break  on  August  4th  showed  tke 
vish  force  to  be  oompletely  broken  uj 
the  few  fighting-men  remaining  bao 
pursued  by  cavalry.  General  Grenfi 
adds  that  only  one  Emir,  and  that 
unimportant  one,  remains  alive. 
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CBUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PREVENTION 
BILL,  now  PREVENTION  OP  ORCELTY 
TO  AND  PROTECTION  OF  CHILDREN 
BHiL    (No.  160.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Be«commit« 
n«Dt)  (ftoeordiDg  to  order). 

Olaose  1. 

♦LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLET  : 
Uj  Lords,  in  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ments which  stand  on  the  Paper  in  my 
mma,  I  would  like  to  explain  that  the 
Parliamentary  Agent  for  seyeral  Scotch 
societies  asked  me  to  take  charge  of 
them,  as  there  was  no  other  means  of 
bringing  them  hefore  the  House. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  5, 
after  the  word  <<  who,"  to  insert  the 
words  *'  heing  the  parent  or." 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  :  I  do  not  think 
this  Amendment  is  really  necessary,  be- 
cause the  words  '*  person  having  the 
«nstody,  control,  or  charge  of  the  child  " 
indnde  the  parent  when  the  parent  is 
saoh  person.  The  wider  words  were 
only  put  in  in  case  the  parent  should 
not  he  such  person. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:  I 
do  not  understand  that  these  Amend- 
ments refer  especially  to  Scotland ;  they 
refer  to  the  whole  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL,  in  moving  after 
the  word  '411-treats,"  to  insert  the  word 
'*  neglect,"  said :  As  by  this  Amendment 
I  propose  to  reetore  a  word  which  was 
etniok  out,  on  Division,  by  a  very  narrow 
majority  in  the  Committee,  I  propose  to 
itate  the  reasons  why  I  ask  your  Lord- 
ahipa  to  restore  the  word.  I  think  it 
was  omitted  under  some  misapprehen- 
«on  as  to  its  effect.  It  was  supposed 
that  it  would  cover  cases  of  neglect  which 
OQght  not  to  be  covered  by  such  a  pro- 
▼iaiim,  but  I  think  those  who  take  that 
view  omit  to  see  the  force  of  the  word 
"wiUnlly/'  which  prec^es  the  word 
"'select."  A  wilful  neglect  always 
utuet  be  an  intentional  act.  It  is 
eiM^al  to  restore  this  word  not  only 
haeaBBu  withoat  it  the  cases  would  not 
fas  met  whiok  we  desire  to  meet,  but 
nri^^fts  stanse,  so  far  as  it  consists  in 
te  wofds  **  wil&dly  neglects,"  is  but  a 
M-SBsetmenty  because  there  exists  at 
Ai ptesent  time  aprovision  in  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment   Act  which   renders 


liable  to  penalties  and  imprisonment 
upon  summary  conviction  any  case  of 
wilful  neglect  of  children.  The  only 
reason  for  inserting  it  here  is  that  aU 
the  provisions  should  be  found  together. 
It  will  be  observed  that  by  the  latter 
part  of  the  Bill,  Section  38  of  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  of  1 868  is  repealed, 
and  the  truth  is,  if  this  word  be  not  in* 
sorted,  the  law  will  be  made  less  efficient 
than  it  is  at  the  present  time. 

VisooxTNT  CEANBEOOK:  I  felt 
when  we  were  in  Oommittee  very 
much  what  has  been  expressed 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend; 
and  it  struck  me,  as  it  strikes  me 
now,  that  it  was  wrong  to  take  tiiis 
word  out,  because  it  is  quite  clear  that 
if  wilful  neglect  took  place  and  death 
ensued,  it  would  be  manslaughter ;  and, 
therefore,  if  there  be  wilful  neglect  which 
brings  about  injury  to  the  child,  it  is  un- 
reasonable that  it  should  not  be  punished 
when,  under  the  General  Law, it  certainly 
would  be  punished  if  death  ensued. 

The  Eaei.  of  MILLTOWN  :  As  the 
noble  Lord  the  Lord  President  appears  to 
be  in  favour  of  this  Amendment,  it  would 
of  course  be  useless  for  me  to  divide 
upon  it ;  but  I  may  say  that  the  only 
argument  which  has  been  used  by  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  used  in 
Committee,  and  the  Committee  decided 
by  nine  to  seven  that  this  word  should 
be  struck  out.  One  of  the  main  ob- 
jections is  that  it  would  make  the 
section  too  wide,  and  might  be  made  to 
apply  to  offences  of  an  extremely  trivial 
character. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL  :  I  am  afraid  it 
was  my  fault ;  but  the  point  to  which  I 
have  justdrawn  attention — namely,  that 
this  provision  practically  exists  in  an 
Act  at  the  present  time,  which  for  con- 
solidation purposes  it  is  proposed  to 
repeal,  was  not  present  to  my  mind  in 
Oommittee. 

♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  was 
not  present  when  this  matter  was  dis- 
cussed in  the  Standing  Committee.  I 
was  engaged  in  the  service  of  your 
Lordships^  House  at  the  time ;  but  un* 
doubtedly  I  should  have  felt  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  if  I  had  been 
there.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  very 
wrong  to  omit  such  a  provision  as  this, 
which  is  quite  consistent  with  the  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill.  It  may  be,  as  my 
noble  Friend  fairly  says,  that  in  the 
ev^nt  of  wilful  neglect  leading  to  de&thi 
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it  would  be  maDslaughter,  and  I  think 
it  would  be,  undoubtodly  ;  but  suppose 
death  does  not  ensue,  is  the  wilful 
neglect  to  g^  without  punishment  at  all  ? 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  an  essential 
feature  of  this  Bill,  at  all  events  with 
reference  to  wilful  cruelty,  that  that 
should  be  made  a  specific  niisde- 
meanour. 

On  Question,  that    the    word  **  ne- 
glect "  be  inserted,  agreed  to. 

♦LoBD  NORTON  :  The  next  Ajnend- 
ment  is  one  in  my  name,  and  it  is  to 
omit  the  Proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
clause.  The  Proviso  as  it  now  stands 
would  be  very  little  short  of  a  legislative 
demoralisation  of  public  opinion  The 
categ^ory  of  crimes  and  punishments  dealt 
with  in  this  Bill  as  it  now  stands  is  this — 
for  ordinary  cruelty  to  a  child,  a  fine 
of  £100 ;  for  persistent  cruelty  by  a 
parent  under  the  consciousness  that  he 
will  make  pecuniary  gain  out  of  the 
death  of  the  child,  £200 ;  for  causing 
the  child  to  beg  in  the  streets,  or  play 
in  a  pantomime,  £25.  Now,  I  maintain 
that  the  old  Saxon  system  of  pecuniary 
compensation  for  crime  was  never 
drawn  upon  so  absurd  and  mischievous 
a  classification  as  this.  It  is  horrible 
that  such  should  be  the  state  of  public 
morality  in  this  country  that  it  should 
be  possible  that  a  parent  should  be 
willing  to  maltreat  his  child  under 
the  influence  of  a  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  child's  death.  If  death  occur, 
it  is  murder,  and  murder  of  the  most 
vile  and  horrible  kind.  If  it  were 
possible  to  make  the  standard  of  public 
morality  still  lower  in  this  relation,  it 
would  be  bv  a  Parliamentary  enactment 
making  such  horrible  crime  stand  in  the 
same  category  with  ordinary  domestic 
severity  or  cruelty,  or  with  causing 
children  to  be  hired  out  for  theatrical 
purposes.  I  would  ask  whether,  at  this 
moment,  cruelty  to  a  child,  with  such  a 
motive,  is  not  already  dealt  with  in 
some  of  our  criminal  statutes  ?  If  not, 
and  if  it  must  be  brought  into  this 
Bill,  I  am  not  lawyer  enough  to  say 
how  it  should  be  dealt  with ;  but  I  am 
perfectly  certain  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
dealt  with  as  is  proposed  in  this  Bill. 
It  should  certainly  be  made  perfectly 
distinct  from  the  minor  crimes  with 
which  it  is  coupled.  It  should  stand 
alone  in  a  clause  by  itself  as  a  veiy 
aggravated    misdemeanour,  if  not   ao- 
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tually  a  felony,  as  I  think  it  ought  to 
be.    Perhaps  a  wider  view  altogether 
should  be  taken  and  a  separate  enact- 
ment passed  dealing  with  tiie  insnranoe 
of  children  by  parents.      However,  I 
leave  it  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite    to    say    how    it    should   be 
dealt  with  otherwise  than  by  a  mere 
proviso  at  the  end  of  a  clause  deal- 
ing    with     lighter    kinds    of    offence. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord 
Ohancellor  pointed  out,  as  I  understood 
him  upon  the  Second  Reading,  the  enor- 
mity  of  putting  a  crime,  little  short  of  the 
worst  kind  of  murder,  amongst  a  much 
lighter  category,  and  that  not  even  by  a 
clause  to  itself,  but  by  a  proviso  tacked  on 
to  ordinary  kinds  of  cruelty  which  mig^t 
take  place  under  harsh  or  severe  parente 
at  home.     Not  knowing  exactly  what 
the  substitution  ought  to  be,  I  move  to 
omit  the  proviso  altogether. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  21  r 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  months  "' 
to  the  end  of  the  Clause. — {The  Lwl 
Norton,) 

Lord    HERSOHELL:  I    think   my 
noble  Friend  opposite  has  somewhat  mis- 
apprehended the  scope  of  this  proviso.. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  if  a  person  in- 
terested in  the  death  of  a  child  wilfully 
neglects  it  in  order  that  that  child  ma7 
die.  the  person  so  neglecting  the  child  is 
guilty  of  murder    or    manslaughter  if 
death  ensues.     But  we  are  here  dealing 
with  cases  where  the  child  is  sabjected. 
to  ill-treatment  and  neglect  without  such 
unhappy    consequences  resulting;  and 
the    question    is,   how  such    a   person 
ought    to   be    dealt   with.     I    may  at 
the     outset      say     that    this     proviso 
does    not     merely     relate      to    cases^ 
where     parents      have     insured     the 
child,    and  so  have  an  interest  in  its- 
death.     It  covers  that,  but  it  does  not 
apply  exclusively  to  that.      There  un- 
happily have  come  under  our  experience 
lately  cases  in    which  the   parents,  or 
those  having  the  custody  of  the  child, 
though  they  were  not  parents,  had  an 
interest  in  the  death  of  the  child  not 
resulting  from  insurance  at  all,  but  from 
a  settlement  giving  rights  to  the  ebiUt 
in  some  money  in  which  those  who  had 
the  care  of  the  child  had  a  contingent 
interest,  supposing  the  child  did  not  sur- 
vive till  the  age  of  21  years.     I  am  not 
talking  of  imaginary  cases,  bat  of  more 
than    one    case   which    haa     actually 
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oocmied.      Therefore,     no     provieioii 
4dftliiitg  simply  with    the    question  of 
lOBiuaDoe  would  cover  the  ground  which 
this  proviso  seeks  to.  cover.    Now,  what 
is  the  foundation  of  this  proviso  ?     I 
cannot  see  that  it  lowers  any  standard  of 
morality  at  all.    It  says  if  you  have  an 
iotorest  in  this   child  suffering  in  its 
health,  or  becoming  worse  than  it  is,  it 
is  all  Uie  more  disgraceful  of  you,  inas- 
mQoh  as  you    were  interested  in  the 
^d's  death;  and  the  clause  seeks  to 
do  this,  which  perhaps  is  all  that  can  be 
done— to  say  if  there  be  on  the  one  hand 
4he  stimulus  to  neglect  and  ill-treat^ 
ment  of  the  knowledge  that  that  neglect 
and  iU-treatment  may  ultimately  result 
ffl  a  pecuniary  advantage,  the  law  will 
4i7  at  least  to  give  a  counter  stimulus 
by  the  knowledge    that  that  ill-treat- 
ment and  neglect,  if  discovered,  may 
lead  to  a  pecuniary  loss.     That  is  the 
principle  of  the  proviso,  and  it  seems 
to  me  a  sound  principle.     If  you  can 
impress  upon  these  people  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  they  may  suffer  a 
pecuniary      loss,     you     diminish    the 
temptation  to  ill-treatment  on  the  ground 
tiiat  possibly  it  may  produce  a  pecuniary 
gain.    That    seems    to    me  a  counter 
stimulus  which  the  law  may  well  give, 
And  which  is  in  accordance  with  sound 
principle. 

^Tn  LOBD  OHANOELLOE :  I  con- 
t^  I  am  a  little  uneasy  about  this  pro- 
vision, although  I  quite  follow  what  my 
noble  Friend    has  said.     I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  either  this  proves  a  motive 
to  do  the  thing  or  it  is  irrelevant  to  the 
amount  of  punishment.    It  seems  to  me 
Tery  difficult  to  get  rid  of  that  dilemma. 
If  it  is  a  mere  accident  that  there  was 
pecuniary  gain  involved  in  the  death  of 
the  child,  there  is  no  reason  why  there 
should  be  an  aggravation  of  the  punish- 
ment.   I^  on  &e  other  hand,  it  is  some 
<^Tidence  of  a  motive,  it  must  be  evi- 
dence that  the  Oourt  is  to  act  upon  that 
there  has  been  an  intentional  exhibition 
of  foul  play   on  the  part  of  the  parent 
mr  guardian  who  has  the  custody  of  the 
fliud,  and  who  has  a  pecuniary  interest 
^  its  death.     At  the  same  time,  I  am 
sot  prepared  to  say  that  I  will  take  the 
*sspon«bility  of  voting  with  my  noble 
Riaod  behind  me  (I^rd  Norton).    I 
<<]&  content  to  say,  by  way  of  protest, 
thai  I  think  this  provision  is  insufficient. 
«  it  now  50  years  ago  since  I  heard 
Aat  teiy  learned  and  cautious  Judge, 


Mr.  Justice  Wightman,  express  an 
earnest  hope  that  the  Legislature  would 
sooner  or  later  deal  with  the  question 
of  insurance  upon  infant  life.  That  is 
now  30  years  ago  and  nothing  has  been 
done,  andl  hope  something  may  speedily 
be  done  in  that  direction.  One  objec- 
tion I  have  to  a  provision  of  this  sort 
is,  that  it  appears  to  get  rid  of  the  neces- 
sity for  dealing  with  the  whole  subject. 
Although  I  qtute  follow  my  noble 
Friend  that  this  does  not  only 
apply  to  oases  of  insurance,  it  appears 
popularly  to  cover  the  ground,  and  I 
suppose  the  argument  in  men's  minds 
woiud.be — if  the  parent  or  guardian  haa 
in  his  mind  the  notion  that  he  may  get 
soniething  by  the  child's  death,  the 
increase  of  the  fine  which  may  be  im- 
posed by  the  tribunal  may  act  as  a 
counter  motiye,  pointing  out  to  him  that 
he  may  be  deprived  by  the  fine  of  all 
that  he  woula  get  by  the  insurance. 
But  it  seems  to  me  that  that  is  insuffi- 
cient. I  know  it  is  said  that  it  is  a  very 
hard  case  upon  parents  that  they  may 
not  be  permitted  to  insure  against  the 
expenses  of  burial.  I  think  it  is  quite 
poseible  for  the  Legislature  to  take  care 
that  no  money  should  pass  into  the 
hands  of  the  parents  or  guardians  so 
interested,  while,  nevertheless,  it  might 
be  possible  to  have  an  indemnity  against 
the  expenses  of  the  funeral.  I  say  this, 
because  it  appears  to  me  that  the  pro- 
viso as  it  stands  will  lead  to  the  impres- 
sion that  it  is  meant  to  meet  that  evil 
which  has  prevailed  for  30  years.  How- 
ever, under  the  circumstances,  I  shall 
not  take  upon  myself  the  responsibility 
of  rejecting  it,  or  of  voting  with  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me. 

♦Lord  NORTON:  May  I  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  whether  he  will 
go'so  far  to  meet  my  view  as  to  allow 
this  proviso  to  be  a  separate  clause  ?  It 
is  quite  clear  that  if  it  has  any  meaning, 
its  meaning  is  that  there  is  a  motive 
in  the  persistent  neglect  of  the  child — 
namely,  the  pecuniary  interest  in  its 
death.  The  motive  is  the  whole  thing 
that  g^ves  any  distinctive  meaning  to 
the  proviso ;  and  I  think  I  may  at  least 
ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  I 
will  be  satisfied  if  he  will  so  far  concede 
my  point,  to  make  this  proviso  a  separate 
clause,  so  that  it  may  not  appear  to 
deal  with  a  higher  stage  of  the  much 
minor  crime  connected  with  it,  but  with 
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a  separate  crime  of  the  neatest  possible 
aggravation  by  the  impued  mo^TO. 

LoBD  HERSCEELL :  I  do  not  think 
it  would  make  any  difference,  and 
therefore  I  do  not  object  to  its  being  a 
separate  clause.  In  fact,  perhaps  it 
may  be  more  conyenient,  oecause  I 
hare  another  Amendment  to  propose 
lower  down  in  accordance  with  my  pro- 
mise before  the  Standing  Committee.  It 
was  pointed  out,  and  I  think  rightly, 
that  if  there  are  any  circumstances 
alleged  which  might  add  to  the  punish- 
ment, there  ought  to  be  notice  of  it  in 
the  indictment,  and  with  that  yiew  I 
have  framed  another  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Hsbsohell,  the 
Proviso  was  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows:— 

'*  Provided  that  if  it  be  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Court  that  a  person  was  oonvicted 
on  indictment  as  aforesaid  was  interested,"  &c., 

and  the  Proviso  was  made  a  separate 
clause,  and  numbered  2. 

Amendment  moved  to  add  to  the 
Proviso  the  words — 

'*Saoh  interest  aforesaid  in  any  sum  of 
money  aocruabie  or  payable  in  the  event  of 
the  death  of  the  child  shall  be  charged  in  the 
indictment,  and  put  to  the  jury  in  the  same 
way,  as  far  as  may  be,  as  a  previous  conviction 
if  now  charged  and  put." 

A  Noble  Lord  :  Would  it  be  pos- 
sible for  the  noble  Lord  to  substitute 
a  fixed  imprisonment  in  the  event  of  the 
fine  not  being  paid  at  once  ? 

Lord  HEK8CHELL:  I  think  it  is 
done  already  in  the  Bill,  because  there 
is  power,  as  an  alternative  for  the  fine, 
to  give  imprisonment. 

Thi  Earl  op  MILLTO WN  :  I  would 
point  out  that  if  the  question  is  to  be 
left  to  the  jury,  the  words  ••to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court"  should  be 
omitted. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  :  I  think  it  is 
quite  intelligible  as  it  is,  but  I  have  no 
objection  to  leaving  out  the  words. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

^Amendment  moved,  in  line  1  of  the 
Proviso,  to  omit  the  words  ••to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Court.'' 

Agreed  to. 

Clause  1,  as  amended  (now  Clauses 
l  and  2),  agreed  to. 


Olaose  d  (Clause  2  in  the  Bill). 

♦The   Earl   of   DUNEAVEN:  ICy 
Lords,  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  say 
a  few  words  to  your  Lordships  in  ex- 
planation of  my  Amendment,  and  in 
explanation  of  my  reasons  for  placing 
this  Amendment  before  your  Lordships 
instead  of  the    Amendment    which  I 
moved  before  the   Committee.     I,  oa 
that  occasion,  moved    an  Amendment 
the  effect  of  which  would  have  been  to 
have  excepted  from  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  all  theatres  and  music  halls  and  so- 
on ;  and  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  that 
would  have  been  perhaps    the   wisest 
course  to  pursue.    I    suggested   that 
course,  because  I  object  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  applying  to  theatres  and 
music  halls,  holcUng  that  it  is  totally 
unnecessary,  that  it  is  not  in  oonsonance 
with  the  general  tendency  of  our  legis- 
lation, that  it  is  without  precedent  ia 
this  country  or  in  any  country,  and  that 
it  would  inflict  a  great  and  cruel  hard* 
ship  upon  the  children,  who  would  be 
deprived  of  the  means  of  making  an 
honest  living.    I  entertain  those  objec- 
tions just  as  strongly  now,  but  I  be- 
lieve that  my   object  and  end  can  be 
gained  as    well    by    the    Amendment 
which  I  shall  presently  move  as  by  the 
Amendment  that  I  moved  in  Committee. 
I  object  to  this  legislation  applying  to- 
children    employed     in     theatres    for 
the  reasons  ttiat  I  have  mentioned.    It 
has  been  said  that  it  is  necessary  to 
apply  it   to  theatres  because  we  have 
legiidated  to  prevent  young    children 
being  employed  in  factories  and  work- 
shops, and  even  in  agricultural  pursuit!  r 
but  I  must  point  out  to  your  Lordships 
that  there  really  is  no  analogy  whatever 
in  the  two  cases.    In  the   tirst  place,  - 
the    first    legislation    affecting    young 
children  at  all  prevented  children  being 
employed  under  a  certain  age  in  textile 
factories.  That  was  afterwards  extended 
to  other  trades  and  workshops.     But, 
my  Lords,  there  is   nothing   whatever 
analogous  in  the  working  of  children  of 
eight  or  ten  years  of  age  io   factories- 
and  workshops,  and  allowing  children 
to  appear,  generally  speaking,  for  only 
a  few  moments  upon  the  stagfe.     What 
do  these  children  have  to  do  ?     Some- 
times they  may  sing  a  few  verses  in 
chorus«  but,  as  a  general  rule,  all  they 
have  to  do  is  to  group  themselves  npoik 
the  stage,  to  act  sometmies  as  ^egetaDies^ 
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in  pantomimes,  and  ao  oxi«  Mid  in  fact 
the  work,  sooh  as  it  is,  ought  not  pro- 
per]? to  be  called  work  at  aU.  It  is  to  the 
clularen  an  amusement — thej  look  upon 
it  as  an  amusement — and   it   enables 
them  to  earn  in  some  cases  very  eood 
wages  indeed.    As  far  as  agriculture 
is  concerned,   I    must    point    out    to 
your  Lordships    that   children     under 
eight  were  preyented  working  in  g^ngs 
purely  and  solely  on  account   of  the 
immorality  and  the  evil  examples  set  to 
the  children  by  the  g^own  persons  work- 
ing in  gangs ;  and,  as  far  as  present 
legislation  is  concerned,  the  sole  object 
of  preventing  young  children  from  pur- 
Boing  certain  agricultural   pursuits  is 
iheX  it  interferes  with  their  education, 
and  exception  is  made  in  cases  where 
there  is  no  school  in  the  vicinity,  and 
exception  is   made  also  with  respect  to 
harvest  time.     I  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships that,  as  far  as  education  is  con- 
cerned in  the  first  place  the  theatrical 
training  is  positively  beneficial  to  the 
children  from  an  educational  point  of 
view ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that  if 
it  is  not,  and  if  the  education  of  the 
children  is  interfered  with  in  any  degree, 
the  Education  Act,  I  submit,  is  quite 
strong  enough  as  it  is,  and  there  is  no 
reason  whatever,  from  an   educational 
point  of  view,  for  depriving  children  of 
this  means  of  earning  an  honest  living. 
Ab  to  the  value  of  the  children's  earn- 
ings, it  is  Tory  considerable.     I  have 
known  and  heard  of  cases  where  chil- 
dren under  10  years  of  a^  have  earned 
£Si  £4,  or  £5  a  week.     In  other  cases 
they  may  earn  perhaps   a  shilling  or 
two,  or  three  shillings  a  day ;  but  in 
many  cases  there  can  be  no  doubt — in 
not  a  few    exceptional    cases,    but    in 
OiSny  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  cases 
thnmghout  the  country — these  children 
are  able,  without  any  damage  to  them- 
selves, but  with  positive  benefit  to  them- 
selves, very  largely  to  contribute  to   a 
famHj  support,  and  in  many  cases  are 
pnctioally     the     bread-winners    of    a 
family,  and  are  enabled  to  keep  their 
fsaulies  when  the  proper  bread-winners 
are  disabled  by  sickness,  or  some  other 
cause,  for  a  time,  at  any  rate.     As  to  the 
bsatfit  ito  the  children,  I  would  like  to 
read  to  your  Lordships  one  or  two  quo- 
tatioDi.  I  have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Irving 
to  a  eorreepondent  which  I  will  ask  per- 
nMBum  to  read,  in  which  the  case  is 


stated  very  clearly  and  fairly,  I  thinks 
Mr.  Irving  says : — 

"  I  am  not  speaking  from  theory  when  I  say 
that  these  children  are  educated,  are  well  cared 
for,  and  are  prepared  for  their  straggle  in  lif e.^ 
Education  is  not  entirely  an  affair  of  black* 
boards  and  the  rule  of  three.  Th^re  is  a  good 
deal  in  j>raotical  example,  and  the  kindneis 
with  which  the  little  ones  are  treated  in  the 
theatre,  the  discipline,  order,  and  deanliness- 
enforced  upon  them." 

My  Lords,  I  think  the  whole  matter 
is  contained  in  that  letter.  The  habits 
of  discipline,  the  cleanliness,  the  order^ 
and  at  the  same  time  the  kindness  with, 
which  the  children  are  treated  cannot 
fail  to  have  a  most  beneficial  efEect  upon 
them  from  an  educational  point  of  view. 
I  may  read  also  an  extract  from  a  letter 
that  appeared  in  print  from  Mr.  Bunci- 
man,  than  whom  no  one  has  had  a  larger 
experience  as  a  school  teacher  in  th» 
City  of  London.     He  says — 

"A  good  many  little  fellows  came  to  the 
school  after  the  pantomimes  were  over,  and  I 
was  always  glad  to  have  them,  for,  without 
exception,  they  were  far  beyond  the  average  in» 
quickness,  politeness,  and,  above  aU,  in  dean- 
Uness." 

I  could  multiply  instances  of  that  kind  ^ 
but  I  think,  quoting  those  two  autho* 
rities — Mr.  Hunciman,  who  has  had 
such  great  experience  in  teaching,  and 
Mr.  Irving  —  I  have  quoted  quite 
enough  to  show  your  Lordships  that 
the  theatrical  training  is  beneficial  ta 
these  children.  Then,  as  to  the  hard* 
ship  involved,  if  your  Lordships  under* 
stood  and  knew  the  kind  of  work  which' 
the  children  do,  and  the  small  amount 
of  labour  that  is  entailed  upon  themy. 
your  Lordships  would  see  in  a  moment 
that  really  there  is  no  common  seneo 
no  sense  whatever  of  any  kind — in  the 
argument  that  anything  approaching  to- 
cruelty  can  be  inflicted  upon  the  ohil* 
dren.  As  a  general  rule,  thp  children, 
are  out  of  the  theatre  by  10  o'clock.  It 
is  very  rarely  the  occasion  that  they  are* 
kept  later  than  that.  As  I  have  already 
said,  what  they  have  to  do  is,  generally 
speaking,  merely  to  appear  for  a  few 
minutes  upon  the  stage;  sometimea 
they  may  nave  to  sing  a  little,  some* 
times  they  may  have  a  line  or  two  to- 
say ;  but,  as  a  rule,  the  labour  involved 
is  absolutely  infinitesimal,  and  I  defy 
anyone  to  put  before  your  Lordships  any 
case  to 'show  that  anything  in  the 
minutest  degree  approaching  cruelty  i|^ 
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involyed  in  the  employmeDt  of  ohildren 
in  theatres.  Then,  my  Lords,  what  is 
the  altematiye  position  of  these  ohil- 
^bren?  Your  Lordships  must  not  sup- 
pose that  if  these  children  did  not  go 
to  the  theatres  they  would  be  all  at 
home  and  put  quietly  to  bed.  I  would 
like  on  that  point  also  just  to  read  an 
•extract  from  a  letter  which  describes 
yery  well  the  circuuvstanoes  in  which 
these  children  would  generally  be.  That 
is  a  letter  from  Mrs.  Ellicott,  the  wife  of 
the  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol. 
She  saySy  speaking  of  Gloucester — 

*'  I  have,  when  returning  home  from  a  party, 
«een,  as  late  as  half-past  11,  little  children, 
^me  in  arms,  some  clinging  to  their  mothers' 
«kirts,  emerging  from  pablic-hooses  in  the 
streets  of  Glouc^ter ;  other  poor  little  wretches 
liuddled  together  on  doorsteps,  waiting  for 
their  tipsy  parents." 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  if  these  children  are 
not  in  the  theatres,  they  are,  in  the 
;generality  of  oases,  in  the  gutter.  It  is 
perfectly  true  that  some  of  them  are  the 
•children  of  stage  carpenters  and  other 
persons  employed  in  the  theatres.  In 
those  cases  they  are  looked  after  very 
well  by  their  mothers.  They  are  under 
their  fathers'  or  their  mothers'  eyes  the 
whole  time ;  but  in  the  great  majority 
of  oases  these  children  would  be  in  the 

fitters  in  the  back  slums  of  London ;  and 
need  not  describe  to  your  Lordships  the 
kind  of  scenes  that  they  would  see,  the 
aort  of  laoguage  that  they  would  hear, 
or  the  lessons  in  morality  that  they  would 
be  likely  to  learn.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  | 
the  theatres  are  doing  a  great  and  bene- 
£oent  work ;  and  if  your  Lordships  have 
the  wish  to  benefit  the  children  in  the 
poorer  slums  of  London,  and  in  our 
great  towns,  what  you  ought,  in  my 
opinion,  to  do,  if  it  were  possible,  would 
be,  not  to  prevent  the  employment  of 
ohildren  in  theatres,  but,  if  possible,  to 
multiply  it  a  hundred  or  a  thousand- 
fold. It  must  be  remembered  that 
this  Bill,  if  not  amended,  will 
affect  a  vast  multitude  of  children.  I 
do  not  know  how  many  may  be  em- 
ployed in  theatres,  perhaps  2,000  or 
^,000 ;  but  this  Bill  will  affect  thousands 
and  thousands  of  children  who  now  sing 
in  out-of-door  concerts  at  the  Crystal 
Palace.  I  have  seen  the  programmes 
for  this  year,  and  the  number  of  children 
ainging  will  come  to  something  like 
30,000.  The  choral  concerts  will  em- 
ploy   3,000   children    in   the   Noncon- 
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formist    TTnion    Ghoir;    the   London 
Sunday    School     Choirs,     5,000;   the 
Association    of    Tonic    sol   fa  Ohoii, 
4,000;      the     National      Temperance 
LcM^gue,    5,000;    the   Church   Sunday 
School  Choirs,  5,000  r  the  Tonic  sol  fa 
Association,  3,000 ;  the  Catholic  Total 
Abstinence      League    of    the    Oroes, 
5,000  ;  the  National  Co-operative  Festi- 
val, 5,000.    Of  oourse,  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  all  those  ohildren  are  under  10 
years  of  age ;  a  great  many  of  them  are 
older,  but  there  is  no  question  about  it 
that  a  very  large  number  of  them  are 
under  10  years  of  age,  and  if  your  Lord- 
ships legislate  so  aa  to  prevent  those 
children  singing,  you  will,  practiically 
speaking,  put  a  stop  to  these  festivals 
altogether.    These  festivids  are  looked 
upon  as  the  one  great  holiday  of  the 
year  by  these  children ;   they  prepare 
for  them  during  all  the  year,  and  1  do 
not  think   your   Lordships,  after  con- 
sidering  the    matter,    would    wish  to 
deprive  these  children  of  the  pleasure 
and    advantage    of  singing    in   these 
concerts.      It    has    been     stated   also 
that     there     is     legislation     of    this 
kind   in   other  countries.      I   wish  to 
correct  that  mistake.     I  did   so  before 
the  Committee,  but  your  Lordships  will 
excuse  me  if  I  repeat    it   before  the 
House.    There  is  no  legislation  of  this 
kind  whatever  in  France ;  anybody  can 
employ  children  under  10  years  of  age 
in  theatres,  provided  it  does  not  inter- 
fere with  their  education ;  and,  further 
than  that,  not  only  is  there  no  law  pro- 
hibiting their  employment   in  France, 
but  the  law  compels  the  managers  of  the 
State  subsidised  theatres  and  the  Grand 
Opera  to  employ    children     under  10 
years  of  age.    There  is  no  law  in  Bel- 
gium, there  is  no  law  in  Italy,  none  in 
Germany,  none  in  Russia,  none  as  far 
as  I  know  in  any  European  country. 
There  is  no  law  of  the  kind  in   the 
United  States.    It  is  true   that  in  the 
State  of  New  York  as  I  mentioned  be- 
fore the  Committee  and  also  in  the  State 
of  California,  as  I  did  not  at  that  time 
know,  children  are  prohibited   und^  16 
years  of  age  from  playing,  but  leave  can 
be  g^ven  for  their  employment  in  ease  of 
singing.     At  the  same  time  X  must  point 
out  to  your  Lordships  that  in  the  State 
of  New  York  there  is  also  a   law  which 
prevents  children,    male  or   female,  I 
think  it  is  under  the  a^e  of  16,  from 
going  to  a  great  number  of  places  o\ 
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«nt6rtainmeiit,  in  public  houses  or  any- 
ihmg  of  that  kind  where  entertainments 
in  gmog  on ;  in  fact,  places  answering 
to  a  great  extent  to  many  of  our  music 
halls.    There  is  a  law  preTcnting  chil- 
dren visiting  them  in  any  way  unless 
iocompanied  by  their  parents  or  guar- 
dians.   Well,    I    do   not    think    your 
Lordahips  would  take  as  a  precedent 
legislation  of  such  a  great- great- great- 
grandmotherly  description  as  that  which 
would jirohibit  boys  of  14  years  of  a^e 
from  going  into  a    music   hall  at  all. 
Then,     my     Lords,     the     advantages 
of   this    early     training    have    been 
mentioned,      and     the     noble     Lord 
opposite      said     that     it    could     not 
amoant  to  much  because  many  of  our 
beet  actors  and  actresses  had  not  played 
at  this  early  age.     But  on  that  point 
also  I  would  like  to  read  a  short  extract 
from   another  letter  of   Mr.    Irving' s. 
He  * 


of  your  Lordships'  House,  not  to  aUow 
this  clause  to  come  into  operation.    She 


**  The  earlieet  yean  in  a  theatre  are  often  of 
izifliuteTalae  to  members  of  oar  caHing,  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  some  of  our  most 
(fistingiushed  actresses  owe  their  success  very 
liigely  to  the  f  aot  that  they  were  brought  up 
in  A  theatre,  and  that  the  stage  was  to  them 
both  a  nursery  and  a  school- room." 

That  is  an  opinion  which  I  do  not  think 

ought  very  lightly  to  be  set  aside.    You 

nmst  remember  that  Miss  Kate  Terry, 

Uias   Ellen   Terry,   and  Mrs.  Kendal, 

Miss  Bateman,   Mrs.  Bancroft,  and  I 

dare  say   many  others  all  played  upon 

the  stage  as  rery  small  children.     Tour 

Ixntlships  may,    perhaps,   have  seen  a 

letter  from   Mrs.    Bancroft,   the  other 

day  to  the    Daily  Tale^jraph,     Writing 

from  the  Eng^dine,  she  says — 

**  Am  sinee  my  earliest  childhood  I  have  been 
fnristad  with  the  stage,  I  may,  perhaps,  be 
pennitted  to  speak  on  this  vexed  question  as 
to  the  employment  of  little  children  in  theatres. 
I  iSsfl  to  ondentand  what  baneful  influence 
thsM  can  be  in  their  atmosphere  to  affect  the 
ttoralnatore  of  any  child.  My  experience  of  our 
theatres  is  that  the  children  are  there  so  petted 
sad  made  much  of,  so  fondled  and  cared  for, 
'Qiat  when  the  run  of  a  play  in  which  they 
hart  been  employed  comes  to  an  end,  the  little 
osataiee  often  cry  bitterly  at  the  thought  of 
bsing  taken  away,  probably  in  their  hearts 
dfiMuig  the  return  to  the  squalor,  neglect,  or 
rou^  treatment.** 

I  leoeiTed  also  a  letter  which  I  read 
before  the  Comoiittee,  and  which  I  would 
hketo  read  to  your  Lordships'  House 
fiom  a  lady  who  wrote  to  me  enclosing 
A  eooununication  she  had  had  from  a 
insod,  asking  this  lady  to  make  interest 
her    brother,    who  is  a  member 


"Owingtomy  niece  and  nephew  having  entered 
the  dramatic  profession  two  years  ago,  I  have 
seen  a  great  deal  of  the  life  of  stage  oluldren,  and 
can  assure  you  that  in  all  my  experience  I  have 
never  seen  any  of  the  evils  put  forward  by 
those  who  are  pressing  that  Bill,  but  I  know 
that  it  will  f aU  most  heavily  upon  hundreds 
of  children  who  are  now  gaining  an  easy 
and  honest  livelihood  under  earful  super- 
vision." 


I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  any  more  extracts  and  quotations. 
I  might  multiply  them  if  necessary,  but 
I  think  I  have  quoted  enough,  and 
from  sufficiently  high  authority  to  con- 
▼ince  your  Lordships  that  not  only  are 
the  children  enabled  to  earn  a  good 
Hying  by  theatrical  employment,  but 
that  it  is  not  harmful  to  them,  but 
decidedly  beneficial  to  them,  and,  above 
all,  that  there  is  nothing  in  any  shape 
or  kind  resembling  cruelty  involved.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  title  of  this  Bill 
^  has  been  changed,  but  changing  the 
title  does  not  change  the  contents  of 
this  Bill,  and  the  whole  meaning  and 
object  of  the  Bill  is  to  protect  children 
against  absolute  physical  suffering  and 
cruelty  ;  and  I  appeal  to  your  Lordships 
whether  it  is  just  to  persons  who  employ 
these  children,  or  whether  it  is  at  all 
consistent  with  our  general  course  of 
legislation  to  enact  that  children  may 
not  be  employed  in  theatres,  in  a  BiU 
which,  although  it  is  called  the  Protec- 
tion to  Children  Bill,  is  in  reality  aimed 
at  preventing  actual  physical  suffering 
and  cruelty.  If  this  Bill  were  to  become 
law  as  it  is,  there  would  be  injustice 
done  in  certain  minor  degrees  that  I 
could  mention.  It  would  be  necessary 
for  children  to  produce  their  certificates 
of  birth.  Now,  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
certificate  costs,  I  believe,  a  shilling. 
Your  Lordships  must  remember  that  in 
the  pantomime  season,  I  suppose  for  one 
child  that  gets  employment  probably 
three  children  apply,  and  in  all  oases 
those  children  will  have  to  spend  a  shil- 
ling in  order  to  get  a  copy  of  their  cer- 
tificate. A  shilling  is  not  intrinsically 
a  very  large  sum,  but  a  shilling  is  a 
very  considerable  sum  in  the  family 
economy  of  hundrejis  of  families  whose 
children  are  employed  in  pantomimes. 
The  practical  effect  of  this  Bill  would 
be  to  make  bogus  certificates  rise  in  the 
market,  and  to  put  stunted  children  at 
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a  premium.    Tou  would  hare  children 
of  diminutive    size    pretending   to    be 
under  10  years  of  age,  or  children  who 
are  not  properly  developed  supplying 
the  places  of  children,  who  are  now  on  the 
stage  at  four  or  five  years  of  age ;  in  fact, 
I  believe  the  practical  effect  would  be  that 
it  would  become  a  dead  letter,  and  I 
think  there  is  nothing  so    unwise    in 
legislation  as  to  allow  an  Act  to  remain 
on  the  Statute  Book  containing  such 
provisions  that,  although  a  great  part 
of  the  Act    may  be  exceedingly  good, 
those  provisioos  turn  the  whole  of  the 
Act  into  ridicule,  and  tend  to  make  it 
practically  of   no    effect.    Those,    my 
Lords,  are  the  reasons  why  I  object 
altogether  to  applying  this  legislation  to 
theatres    and  music    halls.    But  I  am 
perfectly  content  to  deal  with  the  matter 
m  the  way  I  proposed  ;  that  is  to  say, 
by  practically  licensing  the  managers  of 
these  places  to  employ  children.    I  am 
perfectly  convinced  and  certain  that  in 
all  oases  they    will  have  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  showing  to  the  satisfaction 
of  any  competent  authority  that  every 
provision    is    made  for  the  children's 
welfare  and  comfort,  and  that  no  possible 
harm  can  come  to  them,  and  therefore 
if  your  Lordships    will   ag^ee   to   my 
Amendment    I  am   satisfied    that    the 
object  which  I  have  in    view  will  be 
carried  out.     I  may  be  wrong,  but  my 
impression,  so  far  as  I  could  judge,  was 
that  if  I   insisted    upon  my    original 
Amendment  and  succeeded  in  persuad- 
ing your  Lordships  to  admit  it,  there 
would  be  some  danger  that  the  Bill 
might  not  become  law  at  all  this  Session. 
There  is  so  much  in  the  Bill  which  is 
excellent  that  I  should  be  Yery  sorry 
that  it  did  not  become  law  this  Session, 
and  that  practically  is  the  reason  why, 
instead  of  pressing  my  original  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  was  to  prevent 
the  application  of  the  Bill   at  all  to 
theatres,  I  prefer  to  move  the  present 
Amendment,  which  will  enable  mana- 
gers to  obtain   leave  to   employ  such 
children.     I  think  I  have  now  given  all 
my  reasons  to  your  Lordships,  and  I  beg 
leave  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved,  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2  (now  aause  8),  to  insert  the 
following  Ph)viso: — 

••  Provided  also,  that  in  the  case  of  any 
entertainment  or  series  of   entertainments  to 
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take  place  in  premises  licensed  according  toWv 
for  public  entertainments,  where  it  is  shown  to- 
the  satisfaction  of  a  Court  of  Summaiy  Jans- 
diction  that  proper  provision  has  been  muds  W 
secure  the  healUi  imd  kind  treatnent  fA  sny 
children  proposed  to  be  employed  theroat,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  said  Court,  anything  hk 
this  Act  notwithstanding,  to  order  that  any 
child,  of  whose  fitness  to  take  part  in  ioeb 
entertainment  or  series  of  entertainmfloJtfr 
without  injury  the  said  Court  is  satisfied,  W 
permitted  to  take  part  in  such  entertainment  or 
series  of  entertainmente,  and  such  order  may  ttt 
any  time  be  varied,  added  to,  or  rescinded  by 
the  said  Court  upon  sufficient  cause  being 
shown  ;  and  such  order  shall  be  sufficient  pio« 
tection  to  aU  persons  acting  under  or  in  aoooid- 
ance  with  the  same.*'--('rhe  Lord  Kenry,  E»t 
Dunroptn  and  Mouit-Sarl.) 

LoBD  HERSOHELL :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  your  Lordships  at  any 
length  upon  what  I  may  call  the  mam 
question  of  this  Amendment — namely, 
the  general  argument  as  to  the  expe£- 
enoy  or  inexpediency  of  such  a  prohibi- 
tion as  is  proposed  by  the  Bill,  oecaofie 
the  matter  was  discussed,  and  I  expressed 
my  views  upon  it  on  the  Second  Beading, 
and  I  have  seen  no  reason  to  alter  thoee 
views,  and  I  have  no  desire  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  with  a  repetition  of  what 
I  then  said.    I  cannot  admit  that  this 
provision,  if  a  proper  one  at  all,  is  out  of 
place  in  this  Bill.    The  tiUe  of  the  Bill 
has  been  so  changed  as  not  exclusively 
to  relate  to  cruelty  to  children,   and, 
therefore,  without  in  the  slightest  degree 
charging  that  these  acts  committed  with 
regard  to  children  under  10  are  omehy 
(I  never  have  put  the  ease  in  that  light, 
and  I  do  not  now),  nevertheless  iti» 
quite  open  to  say  l^at  a  Bill  for  the 
better  protection  of  children  may  well 
include    a    provision     which,    in    the 
opinion  of  those  who  advoeat«»  it,  will 
save   many    children    froni    suffering. 
I  know  perfectly   well    that    there  is 
a  considerable   difference    of    opinion 
as  to  the  expediency  of   sach  a  pro- 
vision as  this,  but  certainly   many  of 
the  argumento  that  are  used  against  it 
were    used    with  just    as    much  foroe 
against    legislation     to       which     the 
Legislature    of     this    oountry    ie,    I 
believe,  ^  irretrievably   comnaitted.     In 
saying  irretrievably  I  do   not  mean  to 
cast  a  doubt    for  a    moment  on   the 
expediency  of  that  legislation,  but  even 
those  who  are  opposed  to  it  must  admit 
that  it  would  be  hopeless  to  expect  to 
retrace  our  steps  with  reg^ard  to  it.    And 
I  cannot  see  that  if  it  be  right  to  insist 
that  children  shall  not  work  in  factories 
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ot  rorkahops  at  this  tender  age,  it  can 
be  otherwise  than  right  to  insist  that 
they  shall  not  occupy  themselves  in  such 
work  as  some  of  them  are  eneaged  in  in 
theatres.  As  far  as  one  can  judge  one's 
mK  I  must  saj  I  believe  it  to  be  just  as 
likdj  to  be  injurious  to  their  health,  and 
indeed  more  likely  than  some  of  the 
operations  which  are  at  the  present  time 

Frohibited.    In  the  case  of  agriculture, 
beiiere  children  might  more  safely  be 
employed  at  a  tender  age  and  without 
iBJQiy  to  themselves,  and  with  equal 
b«iefit  to  their  parents,  and  equally  in 
the  interests  of   those  who   desire    to 
employ  them,  as  they  could  be  in  the  case 
of  theatres.     Therefore    the    question 
really  is^  is  there  any  sufficient  reason 
ihown  for  making  an  exception  in  the 
case  of  theatres  from  the    legislation 
which  prevails   with  regard    to    other 
occupations.     My  noble  Friend  opposite 
has  said  that  these  children,  if  not  so 
employed,  would  not  be  at  their  homes, 
but  would  be  in  the  gutter  or  upon 
the   streets.      That    that  may   be    so 
vith    some    of     the    children    I    do 
oot  for    a    moment    deny,    but    from 
ftll  I  can  learn  there   is  no  reason  for 
supposing    that     that   is    an    accurate 
ttatement  as   regards  the   bulk  of  the 
children  employed.     I  have  heard  very 
different  statements,  that  they  are  taken 
mostly  from  children  of  what  may  be 
termed  the   lower   middle   class,    who 
might  be  perfectly  well  at  home  cared 
for  and  tended  if   not  occupied  in  the 
vty  which  is  aimed  at  by  this  provision. 
No  doubt  in  the  case  of  some  children 
it  may  be  important  for  their  parents 
that  the  money  which  they  get  by  acting 
^toold  be  received,  but  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  that  is  so  in  the  case  of 
tile  large  majority  of  the  children.  And 
I  think  noble  Lords  will  see  in  a  moment 
that  that  is  likely  to  be  the  case,  because 
a  manager  who  has  to  train  such  children 
iff  the  stage  will  naturally  seek  out 
ttoeewho  have  had  some  little  educa- 
te, some  little    training,  some  little 
oltiyation,  more  likely  to  be  amenable 
to  discipline  and  more  likely  to  be  easily 
teighL    The  consequence  is,  I  believe, 
tims  the   last    to    be   engaged    would 
be   those    who     may    be    called    the 
Sitter  children.     With  reference  to  the 
•ftwrtion  of  these  children,  it  has  been 
•■gneted  that   it  will  benefit  by  this 
^■poyment,    and    my   noble    Friend 
ogosite  has  read  the  opinion  of  one 


authority  to  that  effect.     I  have  beeife 
furnished  with  the  opinion  of  authorities- 
I  believe  equally  entitled  to  speak  and 
to    be    listened    to    on    the    subject- 
who  take   an   entirely  different  view- 
\  had  representations  made  to  me  in  a- 
memorial  signed  by  a  very  large  number 
of  members  of  the  London  School  Board, 
who,   looking  at  the  matter  from  an 
educational    point    of   view,    were    or 
opinion  that  the  education  of  the  chil- 
dren suffered,  and  that  it  was  impossible- 
for  children  to  comply  with  the  law  and 
make  the  required  school  attendanoea- 
without  which  their  employment  is  ab- 
solutely unlawful,  and  at  the  same  timo^ 
be  occupied  in  this  way  out  of  school 
hours.     I  will  trouble  your  Lordships- 
no  more  upon  the  general  question,  but- 
proceed  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
particular  Amendment  moved,  and  to- 
state  to  your  Lordships  the  course  which 
I  purpose  taking  with  regard  to  it.^    L 
shall  myself  ask  your  Lordships  to  reject 
this  Amendment,  but  in  view  of  the- 
possibility  that  that  course  may  not  be^ 
taken,  1  shall  first  endeavour  to  amend 
it,  as  I  believe  it  is  competent  for  me  to- 
do,  by  limiting  to  some  extent  its  scope*. 
Now  when  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
opposite,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  moved 
his  Amendment  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee, he  limited  the  dispensing  power 
as  I  will  caU  it,  to  children  over  seven, 
that  is  to  say  between  seven  and  ten,, 
and  he  permitted  the  clause  to  be  abso- 
lutely etfective  as  regards  all  children 
under  seveo  years  of  age.     I  venture  to- 
think  that  if  there  is  to  be  a  dispensing: 
power  at  all,  it  is  time  enough  to  begin, 
when  the  children  have  reached  seven, 
years  of  age  :  even  if  you  are  not  pre- 
pared to  prohibit  this  employment  upto- 
the  age  of  ten,  you  may  well  insist  that- 
children  shall  not  be  allowed  to  perform 
in  public  for  profit  during  the  tender 
years  of  their  life  between  seven  and 
ten.     Therefore  I  shall  ask  your  Lord- 
ships to  insert  after  the  word  *•  children'^ 
in  line  5,  the  words  '^  exceeding  seven 
years  of  age."    Then  I  should  like  to- 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
tribunal  which  the  noble  Earl  suggests- 
as  the  proper  dispensing  power,  because 
it  is  really  a  tribunal  and  it  does  not  seem 
to  me  to  oe  a  very  fitting  mode  of  carrying: 
out    his    views.     Application  may   be 
made  to  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion, and  where  it  is  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  such  a  Court  that  the  child 


iK9i         Ptweniian  of  CrwUy 


{LORDS! 


to  ChOdrmi  Bill 


292 


•will  be  properly  oared  for,  and  is  not 
likely  to  be  injured,  tben  dispensation 
imay  be  given.    Now  a  Court  of  Sum- 
mary Turisdiotion  means  any  Justice  of 
-the  reaoe,  and  it  is  not  necessarily  con- 
fined to  Justices  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  I  can  see  it  would 
be  competent  for  a  theatre  manager,  we 
*will  say,  desiring  dispensation  to  go  to 
a  Magistrate,  and  if  the  first  Magistrate 
he  went  to  refused  the  license,  to  go  to 
smother  Magistrate,   and  then  go  the 
iround  of  the  Magistrates  until  at  last 
he  found  a  Justice  who  took  the  same 
-views  as  himself,  and  get  his  sanction  to 
the  performance.     So  far  as  I  can  see, 
-there  is  nothing  in  the  fact  that  one 
Justice  has  decided  that  the  license  shall 
not  be  granted  to  prevent  another  tak- 
ing a  different  view  and  granting  it.     I 
•cannot  think  that  that  is  expedient  or 
•desirable.      You   might   have  a    large 
majority  of  the  Justices  having  jurisdic- 
ition  in  the  plcuse  where  the  theatre  is 
^determining  that  it  will  be  injurious  to 
the  health  of  a  child  and  inexpedient  to 
•allow  it  to  perform   there,  and  if  the 
manager  can  get  any  one  Justice  within 
'whose  jurisdiction  the  theatre  is  situate 
^  fall  in  with  his  views,  he  can  give  the 
license  and  the  child  will  be  allowed  to 
perform.     That  is  my  strong  reason  for 
•objecting   to    the    whole  machinery  of 
'this  clause  as  proposed   by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite.     I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
'Sary  to  say  anything  further  upon  the 
-clause  at  present. 

♦The  Eakl  op  DUNEAVEN  :  Per- 
diaps  it  will  be  convenient  for  me  at 
-once  to  express  my  regret  at  my  ignor- 
ance, and  to  say  that  I  did  not  know 
4hat  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction 
•could  consist  of  one  Magistrate.  What  I 
•meant  was  the  Magistrates  in  Petty 
•Sessions  or  a  Police  Court. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  Unfortunately 
^e  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  defines 
"**  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction"  as 
•**  any  Justice." 

♦The  Earl  of  DUNEAVEN :  I  will 
ireadily  assent  to  any  Amendment  of  my 
Amendment  which  puts  that  matter 
xight. 

♦The  Earl  of  POWIS  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
<^nsider  whether  if  he  maintains  Clause 
2  in  its  present  shape,  it  would  not  be 
fair  both  to  the  children  employed,  and 
to  the  employers  that  some  rather  more 
distant  date  than  that  of  the  Bill  re- 
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ceiving  the  Boy  al  Assent  should  be  fixed 
for  this  clause  to  come  into  operation. 
It  would  be  very  hard  on  the  children 
in  many  oases  earning  valuable  money 
to  be  deprived  of  it  at  a  day's  notice ; 
it  would  also  be  hard  on  the  employers 
of  those  children,  especially  those  who 
are  moving  about  the  country,  if  the 

Eieoe  is  to  be  summarily  put  an  end  to 
y  a  number  of  the  young  persons 
employed  in  it  being  suddenly  forbidden 
to  act  any  longer. 

Lord  HEESCHELL  :  With  reference 
to  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Earl,  I  shall 
be  quice  prepared  to  provide  that 
this  dause  shall  not  come  into  operation 
until  the  1st  of  November. 

♦Lord  WATSON:  I  should  like  to  say 
upon  this  clause  that  in  Scotland  a  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  consists  only  of 
the  Sheriff  or  the  Sheriff  Substitute. 
Therefore  I  take  it  these  provisions 
would  not  be  open  to  the  objection 
stated  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Front  Bench.  The  authority  con- 
stituted by  the  clause  moved  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  Scotland  is  the  High 
Court  of  Justiciary  and  the  Court  of 
Sessions,  and  in  England  or  Lreland  the 
Lord  Chancellor*  The  Lord  Chanodlor 
being  present  to  speak  for  himself,  I  say 
nothing  as  to  the  Authority  constituted 
for  England  and  Ireland,  but  I  do  think 
that  in  Scotland  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
ticiary and  the  Court  of  Session  is  not  a 
proper  body  to  which  to  refer  any 
such  duty  as  framing  the  rules  for  the 
admission  of  children  either  above  or 
below  seven  years  of  age  to  act  tem- 
porarily in  theatres. 

♦The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  2  I  may 
point  out  that  the  noble  Earl  did  not 
move  that  part  of  his  Amendment.  I 
had  already  pointed  out  to  him  the 
objections  to  it,  and  he  agreed  not  to 
move  it. 

♦Lord  WATSON :  I  think  it  light 
that  there  should  be  some  general  mlo 
throughout  the  country,  and  tlittt 
some  such  authority  as  is  referred  in  t&e 
last  part  of  this  clause  ought  to  be  es- 
tablished, but  I  would  suggest  that 
the  authority  constituted  for  SooV 
land  should  be  the  Secretary  tar 
Scotland^  who  has  means  at  his  commead 
which  will  enable  him  to  frame  a  proper 
system  of  rules  that  will  ensure  aome 
degree  of  uniformity  throughout  tbe 
different  counties  and  burghs  in  Soot- 
land. 
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In  EiJtL  OF  MILLTO  WN :  I  would 
like  to  point  out  to  the  noble  Earl 
bande  me  (the  Earl  of  DanraTon)  that 
the  Amendment  as  it  now  stands  would 
infohe  an  almost  intolerable  amount  of 
doty  to  be  performed  by  the  police 
Magietratee  in  London/because  it  would 
naooiBtste  inqtiiry  into  the  case  of  every 
indifidnal  child.  As  the  clause  stands, 
itiithis:— 

*' It  aball  be  lawful  for  the  said  Court,  any- 
thing in  this  Aot  notwithstanding,  to  order 
thai  lajr  child  of  whose  fitness  to  take  part  in 
fodi  entertainment  or  series  of  entertainments 
witlioQt  injary  the  said  Conrt  is  satisfied." 


That  would  necessitate  an  examination 
into  the  case  of  every  individual  child. 
I  think  the  objections  to  the  clause  as  it 
vu  originally  proposed  to  be  amended 
woald  M  got  over  by  this  alteration — to 
makeit  read,  *'  That  any  children  under 
the  laid  age  be  permitted  to  take  part.'' 
Toor  Lordships  will  see  that  the  Amend- 
ment ffoee  on  to  state  that  it  is  always 
poanUe  to  obtain  a  revocation  of  the 
order  in  case  of  anything  being  proved 
to  be  injurious  to  the  health  or,  I  pre- 
rame,  the  general    well-being  of  the 
^^*    I  venture  to  suggest  that  some 
Amendment  of  the  Amendment  is  neces- 
Hxy  if  the  noble  Lord  wishes  to  make 
hit  prqK>sed  clause  workable.      With 
regard  to  the  observations  of  my  noble 
uul  learned  Friend  opposite  as  to  what 
oooititntes  a  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
Uon  I  should  advise  the  noble  Earl 
t^Hide  me  to  insert  instead  of  '*  a  Court 
rf  Sommary  Jurisdiction "  the  words, 
'Two  Justices  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions 
If  a  Stipendiaty  Magistrate." 
*Ibi  Eabl  of  galloway  :  I  cannot 
^p  expressing   my  regret   that    the 
>oble  and  learned  Lord  has  determined 
0   oppose     this      proposed     Amend- 
sent  to  part   of   the   Bill.    The  Bill 
>  a  Bill  for  the    protection    of   chil- 
ino,  sad  from  all  that  I  haye  learnt 
iMae  theatrical  children  do  not  stand  in 
*^  <rf  protection  at  all.    I  think  it 
'Mid  be   a    great  misfortune  if  the 
Isms  took  that  extreme  view  of  the 
ttttv.    I  beliere  that  employment  of 
^kiadfor  children  is  the  best  thing  in 
^  wotld;  it   takes  them  out  of  all 
Mgtsofevil  of  ererrsort,  and  I  do  not 
w  ttf  neoesai^  for  hurried  legislation 
Fftialdnd.    ^Diere  was  a  letter  in  this 
*3^s  Tmm  fxom,   Mrs.  Jeune  which 
BpMMd  me  Tery  much.    According  to 
er  own  e^Mrienoe  and  that  of  others 


with  whom  she  acted  and  whose  nan^e» 
she  gave,  this  employment,  so  far  fron> 
having  an  evil  influence,  had  quite  the- 
reverse  on  a  great  many  of  the  children,, 
and  the  statistics  she  gives  show  that  the- 
employment  has  been  attended  by  bene- 
ficent and  beneficial  results.     I  hope  the- 
House  will  consider  this  Amendment, 
when    its  wording  has  been   suitably 
altered,  a  most  reasonable  one  in  the- 
interests  of  the  children. 
♦The    Abohbishop     op     CANTEB-- 
BURT :  My  Lords,  I  was  very  unwilling 
to  interrupt  anything  which  might  con- 
duce to  the  amending  of  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  and  the  putting  it  in  the* 
best  shape  before  your  Lordships,  but- 
I  hope  we  cannot  be  said  to  have  quite- 
done  with  the  general  question.     The- 
noble    Earl  behind    me    cast    a   Tery- 
rosy  stage  light  indeed  over  the  con- 
dition of  these  children.     It  has  been 
represented  to  us  as    a  few  minutes^ 
easy    and    amusing   trifling  upon  the 
stage  at  not  a  very  late  hour  in  the* 
evening,  as  if  that  were  the  whole  of* 
what  was  involved ;  but  inquiry  shows- 
there  is    a    great  deal  of  nard   work" 
connected  with  the  getting  up  of  those 
few  minutes  play- work  even  if  a  few 
minutes  described  this  work  of  the  chil- 
dren.    We    have    the    account    given . 
by  Madame  Katti  Lanner,  professional 
trainer  to  one  of  the  greatest  theatres 
in  London,  of  the  work  of  the  childrem 
under  her  care.     Madame  Lanner  says- 
that  the  children  were  at  school  from 
nine,  or,   in  the  case  of  the  younger- 
ones,  half*  past  nine  till  a  quarter  or- 
half-past  twelve,  that  is  at  their  ordi- 
nary schooling.     The  rehearsals  were- 
taken  between  that  time  and  a  quarter 
to  two.    At  two  the  children  return  to 
school,   and    at  half-past  four,  for  as 
long  as  is  necessary,  the  rehearsals  are  * 
resumed.     When  rehearsal  is  finished, 
and  the  time  of  the  theatre  begins,  the- 
theatre  does  not  end  at  ten  o'clock.    It  ^ 
is  eleven  o'clock  or  twelve  before  the- 
children  leave ;  that  is  a  day  of  fourteen 
or  fifteen  hours  spent  by  these  children 
between  the  preparation  for  school  and' 
the  preparation  for  the  stage    or  the- 
stage  itself.    Then,  if  we  inquire  into  • 
what  is  the  effect  upon  the  whole  of  the^ 
children,  it  is  not  so  merely  a  refresh- 
ment and  recreation  tending  to  their* 
health  and  strength,  as  some  beliere. 
One  of  the  leading  children's  phyaicians- 
in  London,  who  has  given  years  of  atten- 


y 


1 


-295         Prevention  of  Cruelty 


{LORDS} 


i6  Children  BUI. 


296 


-tion  to  tbe  subject,  writes,  in  a  letter 
which  has  been  forwarded  to  me,  ''  that 
-this  night  employment,  and  especially  of 
fIJiAs,  is  necessarily  injurious  to  bodily 
liealthjand  in  London  a  cause  of  disease.'* 
If  your  Lordships  will  look  at  the  tabu- 
lar statements  of  the  excessive  number  of 
children  suffering  from  nerrous  disease 
in  the  hospitals,  I  am  sure  your  Lord- 
ships will  think  that  these  are  not  times 
in  which  children  ought  to  be  forced 
through  a  great  deal  of  this  nervous 
:and    exciting  work.     It  is  not  merely 
that  the  child  smiles  when  it  is  amused, 
-the  children  are  kept  to  the  moment 
in  a  state  of  tension,  and  they  are  taught 
for  hours  beforehand  to  retain  and  keep 
-themselves  in  a  state  of  tension,  till  the 
very  moment  when  they  ought  to  laugh 
or  till  the  very  moment  when  they  ougnt 
to  frown.    Now,  I  do  not  say  at  all  that 
this  kind  of  discipline  is  bad  for  chil- 
dren— far  from  it.     But  I  say  that  the 
immense  amount  of  it,  taken  in  combina- 
tion with  what  we  are  obliged  to  require 
"from  them  at  schools,  is  very  injurious, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  best  physicians, 
to  the  health  of  the    children.     Then 
the    mischief   is   not    over    when  the 
theatre  is  over.     The  children  have  to 
leave  the  theatre  for  home.    I  see  it 
•stated  in  a  fascinating  and  able  letter 
which  appeared  this   morning  in    the 
'JVifiM,  that  the  children  are  sent  from  the 
theatres  with  an  employi  of  the  theatre 
to  the  train.     That  may  be  so  now,  but 
it  was  not  the  case  a  very  short  time  ago, 
nor  was  it  the  case  at  one  of  the  best 
places  of   public  amusement.    I  have 
here  the  account  of  a  lady  who  attended 
the  pantomime  at  the  Crystal  Palace  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  what  became  of 
the  children .     She  says : — 

« All  the  chUdren  left  the  theatre  with  the 
black  on  their  eyes  and  the  paint  on  their  fkoet 
just  as  they  had  been  on  the  stage.  No  one 
oameto  meet  them  at  the  theatre,  and  they 
divided  up  into  groups  and  strolled  about  the 
Palace.  My  friend  and  1  aocompanied  one  of 
these  groups  into  a  3rd  class  carriage  of  the 
train  leaving  for  London  at  five  minutes  past 
10 ;  there  were,  perhaps,  a  dozen  childrrai  <^  all 
ages  in  the  compartment.  The  younger 
children  were  dreadfully  fagged  and  evidently 
dead  beat.  They  leant  against  l^e  carriage  or 
against  each  other  in  attitudes  of  complete  ei- 
haustion.  None  of  those  we  spoke  to  had  any- 
one to  meet  them  at  the  Palace,  and  very  few 
had  anyone  to  meet  them  in  London.  They 
had  to  change  trains  for  liad^;ate  Hill,  some 
goinc  to  Drury  Lane  or  Leicester  Square, 
whioh  they  would  reach  about  hidf-paat  11.** 

^Then  she  goes  on  to  deecribe  the  case  of 
TU  ArMieUp  of  Canterbury 


a  child  who  would  have  to  take  trab  to 
Gower  Street  and  then  get  to  Great 
Ooram  Street — 

"  Hy  friend  went  on  with  the  child  tndldimd 
things  exactly  as  she  had  said.  She  iw  left 
utterly  unprotected,  and  in  an  exhausted  con- 
dition to  find  her  way  home.  They  arrired  at 
Orent  Ooram  Street  dose  on  half  past  U,  and 
Che  little  thing  thankf nUy  took  my  frittd*8 
hand." 

I  will  not  detain  your  Lordships  furtiisr, 
but  the  lady  goes  on  to  give  a  similar 
account  of  her  own  experience.    This  is 
in  mid- winter,  late  at  night  in  the  lonely 
streets,    and    with  the    children  7eiy 
lightly  dad.     A  very  different  ac  cant 
indeed  from  the  account   which  year 
Lordships  will  have  read  in  the  Timn 
this  morning.    Well,  I  say  this  sevsre 
preparation    for  night    work,  and  the 
nightly  work  itself,  and  the  getting  home 
afterwardsareallbadfor  hesdth.  Butthsn 
there  is  the  next  morning.    The  same 
children  have  to  be  at  9  o'clock  in  school, 
and  that  combination  appears  to  me  to 
be  the  worst  feature  of  the  whole  ease, 
as  regards  the  children's  health.    My 
Lords,  you  would    not  let  your  own 
children  even  amuse  themselves  night 
after  night  by  looking  on  attheseperform- 
ancee ;  and  if  your  Lordships  know  very 
well  that  the  children  would  be  exceed- 
ingly excited  by  the  performances— if 
yon  know  that  Ihey  would  be  quite  unfit 
for  their  ordinary  lessons  the  next  mom* 
ing,  what  is  it  to  these  little  children, 
not  just  standmg  still  as  *^  Vegetables,'^ 
but  with  a  great  deal  of  running  and 
dancing  to^and-fro,  and  a  g^at  deal  of 
exertion  leading  to  the  fatigue  which  is 
here    described.      Then  I   have  taken 
pains — I   thought    it    my    datj— to 
inquire    into    what   is    the     vieir    of 
the     children's     condition     from    the 
school  side.  I  have  taken  a  very  expsn- 
enced  elderly  teacher  who   has  had  t 
life's  experience,  who  is  a  well  known 
man     in     the    schools      in     London, 
knows  them    all,    and    is     himself  ft 
principal  teacher ;  and  he  telle  me  that 
the  lessons  of  course  are   unlearned— 
that  must  be  the  case — there  is  not  time 
to  learn  them.     Moreover,  the  diildfen 
when  they  come  to  school  are  too  tind 
to    learn   there,  at  onoe    rortloeB  woA 
aleepy.    Somettmee,  aa  he  says,  he  hv 
■oarady  had  the  heart,  knowing  {haft ^e 
wages  they  earn  were  so    waluable  (1 
am  most  anxious  that  there  should  bene 
exaggeration  on  the  one   aide  or  ihi 
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other)  not  to  ease  erery  thing  to  enable 
Ihe  children  to  go  on,  bat  he  eaye  it  is 
«  rain  task,    and  praotioallj  he  may 
state  as  a  general  rale  that  the  boys  do 
misB  their  year's  standard,  they  are  un- 
able to  pass  at  the  end  of  the  year,  and 
that  means  that  they  are  a  year  longer 
Miaobooh    Then  when  all  that  is  over 
the  race  of  life  itself  begins,  and  he  says 
the  best  educated,  and  the  best  trained 
bm  of  coarse  get  the  places  that  are 
to  be  had ;  they  get  the  start  in  life,  and 
the  other  children  are  hindered,  not  only 
in  their  school  lessons,  but  are  practically 
uaiittedfor  their  work  in  life  by  the  time 
▼hen  they  oaght  to  enter  upon  indus- 
trial oconpatious  or  upon  employment  as 
etsrb.    I  belioTe  that  we  may  say  that 
the  preparation  for  stage-life  itself  is 
not   worth    thinking    of,    and    oould 
easily  be  made  up  at  the  age  of  1 0  years 
if  the  children  are  really  goine  to  be 
deroted  to  the  stage.     But,  my  Lords, 
ODs^  of  the  worst  things  connected  with 
it,  is  what  was   described  to  me  by 
another  of  the  witnesses  I  talked  to,  as 
^e  bogus  schools.     The  children  are 
taken  away  from  their  Board  Schools,or 
National  Schools,  and  a  certificate  is  given 
hj  people  who  undertake  to  keep  them  at 
sdiool  and  to  teach  them  something,  but 
in  reality  there  is  no  teaching  to  speak 
<d  at  ail.     Now,  either  the  school  is  a 
Mrions  thing  or  it  is  not.    If  it  is  not 
a  sarious  thing,  if  it  is  a  mere  pretence, 
there  is  not  one  of  your  Lordships  who 
▼onld   think    it    proper   that  a  child 
should    be    treated    in    this    manner, 
beoaase  it  must  be  a  great  interferenoe 
with   all  that   a  child's   education    is 
inteoded  to    fit  him    for    in    life.     If 
it  is  not  a  serious  thing,  if  it  is  a  pre- 
tence,  it    ought  not    to  be   allowed; 
-^  if  it  is  a  serious  thing  it  involves 
sieeasive  hours  for  children  under  10 
years  of  age  of  hard   and  continuous 
v^vk.      Then   as  to  the  profit  to  the 
^mfly.    That  has  been  disregarded  in 
^  odier    cases.     It  may  be  hard;  I 
VBpathiae  with  the  hardness  as  much 
as  possible  ;  but  it  has  been  thought 
iigiit  to  disregard  it  in  all  other  cases  in 
ovisr  that  the  child  may  be  better  fitted 
ior  its  lifOk  and  that  the  parents  may 
betsdly  benefited  by  the  child  receiving 
s  good  education.     Then  we  are  told 
vbal  good  wages  the  children  get  in 
ffiiay  cases,     xes^  ^e  vetrdevmr  and 
•ftbia  flifaildren    do,    but    the    ordinary 
ftjBMui  Ibr  a  ehUd  is  only  7d.  a  night; 


that  is  to  say,  four  or  five  shillinm  a 
week,  lasting  over  three  months.    That 
is    what    the    mass    gain,     and  that 
is    the    whole  profit    to     the    family. 
But    I    say    it    is    no    real    profit    if 
the  boy  loses  a  year  and  is  disqualified 
for    his  work ;  and,   again,  I  say  it  is 
still  less  of  a  profit  if  it  ends,  as  I  am 
sure  it  does  very  frequently,  in  nervous 
weakness.     It  has  been  said  that  many 
of  these  children,  or  you  might  almost 
believe  from  what  is  said  in  the  papers 
that  all  of  them,  are  gutter  children. 
Now,  let  me  quote  to  you  Mr.   Oscar 
Barrett's  statement.    Mr.  Oscar  Barrett 
is  the  manager  of  the  Crystal  Palace 
Pantomimes.      Upon  a*  deputation    at 
which    he    spoke,   to    meet  objections 
urged  against  the  system,  he  observed 
that    "Theatrical    children    were    far 
better    off   than    ordinary   children — 
they     were     supposed    to    be    gutter 
children,  but  they  were  not."     I  have 
inquired  of  people  who  have  devoted 
their  whole  lives  to  the  service  of  the 
poor  and  to  their  children.    I  will  not 
mention  Mr.  Waugh,  lest  it  should  be 
thought  that  he  is  an  advocate,  although 
I  am  sure  that  anyone  who  has  read 
his  statements  will  admit  that    there 
could  not  be  a  fairer-minded  man.    I 
might  quote  Miss  Octavia  Hill,  who  is 
intimately  acquainted,  in  the  minutest 
details,  with  the  life  of  all  these  people, 
and  who  has  devoted  herself  in  a  cool 
rational  spirit  to  her  good  work,  and 
another   lady   of  the   same    surname. 
Miss   Frances  Davenport  Hill.     They 
have     no      knowledge    whatever     of 
invalid  parents  being  maintained   by 
children,  or  being  kept  out  of  the  work- 
house.     They    have   knowledge  of  a 
very  great  number  of  families  in  which 
the  earnings  of  the  children  are  spent 
in  drink.   But,  my  Lords,  these  chilaren 
are  not  really  gutter  children.      The 
managers  of  theatres  and  pantomimes 
do  not  want  half  starved,  emaciated, 
poor  little  bony  children ;  they  want  the 
lithe,  wcll-fleshed,  well-formed,   easily 
moving  chOdren ;  children  already  well 
mannered,  in  order  to  do  the  work  of 
the  stage.    I  know  that  there  are  two 
classes.     There  must  be  among  them 
some  exceedingly  poor  children.      Of 
them  I  have  spoken  already.    No  doubt 
there  will  be    loss    there;   but  I  am 

Sersuaded  that  the  loss  is  very  small  in- 
eed  compared  with  the  gain  which  it 
would  be  to  all  alike  to  bq  Sept  at  school, 
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at  any  rate  up  to  saoh  a  tender  age  as 
10  years.    Again,  we  have  been  told  that 
if  the  children  are  not  in  the  theatre  they 
would  be  on  the  streets.    I  dare  not 
Tenture  to  put  my  ezperienoe  against 
the    experience    of  others    who    have 
written  and  spoken  on  this  subject ;  but 
I  thought  it  worth  while  three  or  £our 
weeks  ago  to  walk  through  the  lowest 
streets  and  alleys  in  Lambeth,  and  that 
is  a  very  suitable  place  to  walk  about  in, 
because  there  are  three  theatres  there. 
In  walking  for  about  an  hour,  between 
the  hours  of  10  and  half -past  11,  I  met 
13  children.  The  majority  of  these  were 
with  their  parents,  or  they  were  going 
to  the  shops,  whose  doors   were  still 
open,  although  the  shutters  were  closed, 
to  fetch  things  for  their  parents,  all  in 
the  quietest  and  most  simple  manner. 
There  were  three  children  in  the  gutter, 
for  three  children  were    employed    in 
picking    up    the    remnants    of     some 
nruiterers'    packages.      There  was  no 
rioting  or  anything  of  the  kind  in  the 
streets — in  fact,  the  streets  were  much 
quieter  than  I  expected  to  find  them,  but 
there  were  no  children  at  all  about  who 
in  any  way  answered  to  the  description 
of  gutter  children,  seeing,  and  hearing, 
and  mixing  in  all  sorts  of  monstrosities, 
and  who  would  be  better  off  in  theatres. 
The  fact  is  that  these  streets  which  I 
walked  through    simply    swarm    with 
children  the  whole  day  long,  while  at 
niffht   there   were,    as    I    have    said, 
omy    13    children,   the    rest    were  in 
bed.    I  have  no  wish  to  say  a  word 
about  the    characters    of  those    who 
I  am  persuaded  are  good  and  kind  to 
the  children.    I  believe  that  vexy  large 
numbers    of  them  are  perfectly  irre- 
proachable ;  but  there  must  be,  and  we 
know  there  is,  a  rank  and  file  whose 
examples  and  contact  cannot  be  vexy 
beneficial  to  the  children,  and  we  know 
also  that  there  are  such  things  as  stage 
doors.     However,  I    believe  the    pro- 
fession generally  to  be  neither  worse 
nor  better  than  other  professions.     But 
what  I  do  feel  is  that  I  have  satisfied 
mysell  on  two  points.    The  wages  that 
these  children  earn  are  not  worth  such 
a  sacrifice  as  that  of  health,  and  nerves ; 
and  the  work  itself  is  not  healthful.  The 
niizture  of  school  work  and  stage  work 
is  I  am  persuaded  most  injurious,  while 
the  ittddents  of  the  children  having  to 
make  their  way  home  are  still  more 
drying  to  them. 

n§  ArehhiMhcp  of  CmUwhwry 


Amendment  amended  by  leamg  out 
the  words  "  a  Oourt  of  Snmmaiy 
Jurisdiction,"  and  substituting  tlie 
words — 

"  A  sttpendiary  Kaffifltrate  or  Petty  SMaooi] 
Court  in  Engliuid  and  in  SooUand  the  Sheriff 
or  Sheriff  SuSstitate.*' 

Tbs  Eabl  of  MILLTOWM:  I  pio- 
pose  to  leave  out  the  words— 

'*  Any  child  of  whose  fitnem  to  take  part  in 
eodi  entertainment  or  series  of  entertainmeiiii 
without  itgory  the  said  Gk>art  is  satined,'* 

and  in  lieu  thereof  to  insert  the  words 
«  children  under  the  said  age." 
^Ths  Eabl  of  DUNEAVEN  :  I  shall 
be  glad  to  accept  that  Amendment 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  I  very  miidi 
prefer  the  words  as  they  stand,  becanas 
then  it  does  require  the  Oourt  to  be  satis- 
fied that  the  child,  as  to  whom  the  dia* 
pensation  is  given,  is  fit  to  take  part  io 
the  entertainments.  I  shall  oertamly 
oppose  this  Amendment. 

Ths  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN  :  I  can 
quite  understand  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposing  it,  because  tiie  Amsod- 
ment  would  be  perfectly  unworkable  if 
it  is  left  as  it  is. 

On  Question,  ^'  That  those  words  stend 
part  of  the  Amendment,"  their  Lord- 
ships divided : — Contents  37  ;  Not  Oon- 
tents  20. 

LoBD  HEBSGHELL  :  I  now  mere, 
in  line  5,  after  the  word  '<  child,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  "  exceeding  seven  years 
of  age." 

*Thb  Eabl  of  DUNRAVEN  :  I  can- 
not accept  that  Amendment.  I  think 
that  every  argument  I  have  used  ahesdy 
applies  to  that  Amendment,  and  I  will 
not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  argaing 
the  matter  further. 

LoBD  HEE80HELL  :  I  should  hare 
thoughttthat  those  who  were  most  a^ 
dently  in  favour,  of  omitting  this  oooapa- 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  me  Bill  would 
have  conceivecl  that  there  was  some  age 
below  which  emplojrment  ought  not 
to  take  place.  Oan  it  be  really  right  tD^ 
permit  children  below  seven  years  of  i 
to  take  part  in  these  entertainm< 
and  pursue  their  education  at  the  sam( 
time? 

Thb  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN:  Th^ 
difficulty  is  reduced  to  an  extent  by  th( 
Sth  clause,  which  reveiaea  i^ 
procedure  in  Courts  of  Justice,  where  i( 
IS  necessary  for  the  prosecution  to 
out  their  ease  by  providing  that  the 


of  Crudfy        \AvQjnm  6,  1889} 


to  ChildrM  Bid. 


309 


/esdaot  maat  prove  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Court  that  the  child  is  ahove  the 
actual  age.    That  will  stand  enormously 
in  the   way  of  managers    employing 
these  joang  children.    It  is  next  to 
impossible    to    ascertain    that    these 
ohudren  are  above  the  actual  age.    It 
would  involve  an  enormous  expense  to 
them,  and  the  dif&culty  woiild  be  so 
great  as  to  render  it  impossible  for 
zoanaferB  to  run  the  risk  of  prosecution, 
aad  Uiey  will  therefore  be  bound   to 
giye  up  employing  children  altogether. 
*Ti800T7irT  CROSS :  This  matter  came 
before  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Edu- 
cation, and  difPering,  as  we  did,  upon 
many  vital  points  with  regard  to  that 
niatter,  upon    this  particular   subject 
ve  were    absolutely   unanimous  that 
these  children  wanted  some  protection. 
We  had  suggested  some  modification  of 
the  Factory  Act.    What  your  Lordships 
ha?e  inserted  in  the  Bill  would  prac- 
tically meet  precisely  the  same  point; 
but  I  do  trust,  on  behalf  of  these  young 
children  under  seven  years  of  age,  that 
the  House  will  step  in  and  protect  them 
from  what  I   am  quite  sure  must  in 
their  case  at  all  events  result  in  cruelty. 

*Ihi  Eabl  of  DUNEAYEN:  If  the 
last  Amendment  had  been  carried  the 
case  would  have  been  rather  different ; 
bos  your  Lordships  will  remember  now 
that  the  Conrta  have  got  to  decide  as  to 
the  fitness  of  erery  particular  child.  One 
diild  of  only  seven  years  of  age  may 
&ot  be  physically  fit  to  play  in  a  theatre, 
vhsrsas  another  child  may  be  perfectly 
fit  Tour  Lordships  are  aware  that  a 
peat  nomber  ot  plays  cannot  be  played 
if  joa  insist  upon  this  proviso— I  refer 
to  sooh  plays  as  CUmditm^  A  Midoummor 
Hifkei  Dromn^  I%$  Winfor't  TaU,  and 
•oon. 

Loan  CLIFFOBD  op  CHUDLEIOH  : 
I  ai9  say  that  the  Mitkmmnsr  Nighft 
A«Mi  it  played  in  Germany  frequently 
vittont  ohildren.  I  would  really  ask 
tks  aoUe  Lord  why  that  play  cannot  be 
t^g^  without  Tdiyyoung  cmildren  ? 
^Tmm  Sabl  of  DUNBAVEN  :  There 
]»  small  fairies. 


Ot  Qoastion,   that   those  words  be 

to. 


Oa  Qoastion,  that  the  following  words 

bshwrted  at  the  end  of  Claase  2  (now 

OfaMiS):— 

'ftwidid  also^  that  in  the  oais  of  any 
"'^        ''  or  series  of  entertainments  to 
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take  pUoe  In  premiseB  licensed  according  to  Ispr 
for  public  entertainments,  where  it  is  shown,  to- 
the  satisfaction  of  a  Stipendiary  Magistrate  or 
Petty  Sessional  Court  in  England,  or  in  Scoi» 
land  the  Sheriff  or  Sheriff  Substitute,  that^ 
proper  provision  has  been  made  to  secure  the 
health  and  kind  treatment  of  any  children  p  .*o- 
nosed  to  be  employed  thereat,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  the  said  Ck>urt,  anything  in  tMs  Act 
notwithstanding,  to  order  that  any  ohilft 
exceeding  seven  years  of  age  of  whose: 
fitness  to  take  part  in  such  entertain- 
ment or  series  of  entertainments  without- 
injury,  the  said  Ck>urt  is  satisfied,  be  per- 
mitted to  take  part  in  such  entertainment  at 
series  of  entertainments,  and  such  order  ma^ 
at  any  time  be  varied,  added  to,  or  resdndecL 
by  the  said  Court,  upon  sufficient  cause  being- 
shown  ;  and  such  oraer  shall  be  sufficient  pro- 
tection to  all  persons  acting  under  or  in  ae- 
oordanoe  with  the  same." 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contenta 
31  ;  Not  Contents  24. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK:  I  do  nofc 
wish  to  move  an  Amendment  of  thia 
clause,  but  I  cannot  help  calling  atten- 
tion to  one  particular  part  of  it  which 
strikes  me  as  very  remarkable ;  that  ia 
to  say,  that  if  a  man  is  committed  for 
trial  his  child  is  taken  away,  and  ia 
placed  with  some  other  person  to  be 
taken  charge  of,  and  that  if  he  ia^ 
acquitted  no  compensation  is  paid  to  him 
at  all ;  though  he  is  not  found  guilty  of 
any  crime  or  offence,  all  that  has  been, 
done  during  the  time  he  has  been, 
waiting  for  trial  he  is  made  to  condone, 
as  it  were,  and  to  pay  for,  though  it  haa 
been  against  his  will,  and  though  hia 
child  has  been  taken  from  him  for  no 
offence  whatever. 

LoBD  HEBSCKELL :  I  would  point 
out  that  this  is  not  compulsory  at  all. 
The  clause  mere^  gives  the  power  m 
certain  cases  to  remove  the  child  from, 
the  custody  of  the  parent  when  he  ia 
committed   for    trial.      I    think    your 
Lordships  will  see  that  there  are  cases 
when  it  would  be  not  only  most  ezpe* 
dient,  but  even  necessary ;  for  instance, 
if  a  parent  were  committed  for  trial,  and 
were  out  on  bail,  the  child  might  be* 
intimidated,  or  might  suffer  seriously 
in  consequence ;  therefore  I  think  that , 
the  provision  is  perfectly  right.    But  at^ 
the  same  time,  1  quite  agree  with  the 
noble  Viscount  opposite  that  the  provi- 
sion as  to  the  payment  of  any  money, 
ought  to  be  had  regard  to.    On  Beport 
I  will  propose  an  Amendment  to  meet 
this  objection. 
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*THBLOBDOHANCELLOIt:  I  would 
also  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
phrase  ''Oourt  of  Summary  Juiisdiotion" 
appears  here  again.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  will  probably  consider  that 
on  Beport. 

^LoRD  NORTON :  My  Lords,  I  have 
given  notice,  upon  this  clause,  to  move 
that  the  last  three  lines  be  omitted.  The 
proposal  in  these  three  last  lines  is  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  make  rules 
and  regulations  for  the  conduct  of  chil- 
dren in  the  foster  homes  to  which 
they  are  committed  by  this  Bill,  and  for 
the  inspection  of  them.  I  think  that 
that  strikes  at  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill.  The  principle  of  the  Bill  is  to 
place  the  foster  parent  in  loeo  parentie : 
he  is  to  take  charge  of  the  children,  and 
to  have  all  the  responsibility  of  a  natural 
parent.  But  under  this  clause  the 
TOster  parent  is  relieved  of  responsibility, 
and  the  conduct  of  the  child  is  put 
under  the  regulation,  management, 
-control,  and  inspection  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Is  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  regelate  the  homes  of  England, 
whether  they  are  foster  homes  or 
ihe  homes  of  natural  parents?  I 
protest  against  this.  It  destroys  the 
feeling  of  parental  responsibility,  and 
it  places  the  responsibility  of  home 
-duties  on  the  SetTetary  of  State.  If 
the  Secretary  of  State  must  regulate 
these  foster  homes  d  fortiori  he 
ought  to  regulate  the  worse  kinds 
of  homes  for  which  these  foster  homes 
are  substituted ;  and  the  ultimate 
ooroUary  to  these  three  lines  would 
be  that  the  Secretary  of  State  had  better 
regelate  every  home  in  England.  This 
point  was  discussed  in  the  Standing 
/Oommittee,  and  this  proposal  was 
-defended  as  a  parallel  to  rules  made  by 
Onardians  in  the  case  of  boarded- 
out  children.  There  is  no  parallel 
whatever  between  the  two  cases. 
Ouardians  boarding  out  children  are 
obliged  to  make  rules  for  the  conduct 
of  the  children  in  the  places  where 
they  send  them,  because  they  pay  for 
their  care,  and  have  to  account  for 
an  expenditure  of  public  money.  They, 
therefore,  make  some  rules  (which 
are,  after  all,  very  slight)  for  the 
achooling  of  the  children,  and  their 
clothing,  and  so  on.  But  in  this  case 
the  foster  parent  will  be  invested  with 
ihe  whole  of  the  responsibility:  he 
will  be  put  in    the    position    of    the 


parent:    he    is     the    parent    in   the 
eye    of    the    law,    and    is    as    much 
answerable  to  the  law  for  any  neglect 
or     abuse     of    duty     as    any    other 
parent.      Nor     is    there     any  reason 
why     the     Secretary     of     State,    il 
he  should  make  regulations  with  regard 
to  these  foster  homes,  should  not  make 
similar  reg^ations  with  remrd  to  all 
the  homes  in  the  country.    I  think  the 
State  is  already  intruding  a  great  deal 
too  much  upon  the  domestic  life  of  this 
country.    It  is  ag^nst  the  whole  spirit 
of  this  nation  that  the  State  should  he 
constantly  interfering  in  domestic  life.  It 
is  a  foreign  and  not  an  English  idea.  In 
England  we  consider  that  a  man's  hoose 
is  his  castle,  and  that  he  may  keep  out 
the  Secretary  of  State  or  anybody  else, 
unless    he  abuses    his  position    as  a 
citizen ;  in  which  case  he  is  amenable  to 
the  law,  without  special  rules  imposed. 
I  say  it  would  be  a  step  in  the  wronfK 
direction,  and  against  the  independent 
spirit  of  this  country,  if  we  passed  the 
three  lines  at  the  end  of  this    danse, 
which  would  relieve  the  foster  parent  of 
responsibility,  and  put  it  in  the  power 
of  the  Secreta^  of  State  to  regulate  the 
conduct  of  domestio  life. 

Amendment  proposed,  Olaose  4  (3), 
page  4,  line  27,  to  leave  out  fit>m 
**  approves  "  to  the  end  of  the  Clause.— 
(77ie  Lord  Norton.) 

Lord  CLIFFORD  of  CHUB- 
LEIGH  :  The  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  moved  the  omission  of 
these  words,  if  they  go  for  anything,  go 
against  the  whole  spirit  of  tibe  oUuise ; 
that  is  to  say,  the  whole  spirit  of  the 
clause  is  that  the  State  does  step  in, 
and  does  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the 
parent  by  taking  away  tihe  ohild  alto- 
gether. It  appears  to  me  that  if 
the  State  takes  the  child  from  the 
parent,  it  may  be  bound  to  make  sodi 
rules  and  regtilations  as  shall  ensure  the 
proper  custody  of  that  child  in  ihe  hands 
of  those  in  whom  it  is  placed.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  House  will  not  agree 
to  strike  out  these  words,  which,  while 
casting  no  absolute  duty  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  make  such  rules,  give 
him  ample  power  if  it  be  found  necea* 
sary  to  make -rules  which  will  ensure  the 
proper  carrying  out  of  the  dauae. 
«£abl  FOBTESOUE  :  I  qnite  agree 
that  Parliament  has  power  to  authorise 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  make  roles  fiir 
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the  eostody  of  these  children  who  are  to 
be  entmsted  to  a  sort  of  foster  parents ; 
but  the  question  seems  to  me  to  be,  is  it 
expedient  that  the  reasonable  authority 
fox  the  child,  who  is  to  be  a  sort  of 
adopted  or  foster  child,  in  default  of  the 
proper  treatment  and  care  of  the  child 
by  the  parent,  should  be  Tested 
in  the  Secretary  of  State?  Is  it  likely 
to  work  well?  Will  it  not  disincline 
the  most  desirable  foster  parents  to 
adopt  these  children  and  take  care  of 
them  if  a  sort  of  notion  gets  abroad 
that  they  are  subject  to  a  number  of 
yague  rules  and  regulations  ?  It  seems 
to  me,  I  must  say.  that  if  the  foster 
parent  is  fit  to  hare  custody  of  the 
<shild,  and  to  be  placed  in  loeo  parentis, 
he  should  be  entrusted  with  the  whole 
•duty  and  responsibility  of  its  proper  care. 
I  entirely  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
who  moves  this  Amendment. 

«IiOBi>  NORTON :  I  would  like  to  say 
one  word  in  reply  to  the  Lord  Olififord 
of  Ohudleigh.  I  could  quite  understand 
his  argument  if  the  State,  in  taking 
away  the  custody  of  the  childL  undertook 
the  care  of  the  child  itself.  Then  the 
matter  would  be  parallel  to  the  board- 
ing out  of  children  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians. But  in  this  Bill  the  State  takes 
away  the  child  from  the  parent,  and 
places  it  in  the  hands  of  a  foster  parent ; 
and  I  say  that  when  the  State  has  once 
placed  the  child  in  the  care  of  the  foster 
parent,  it  weakens  the  sense  of  respon- 
sibility in  that  foster  parent  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  undertake  to 
regulate  his  conduct. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL:  I  should  be 
very  much  opposed  to  any  interference 
with  the  foster  parent  beyond  what  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  secure  the  proper 
treatment  of  the  child  committed  to  his 
charge.  The  provision  contained  in  the 
clause  does  not  really  contemplate  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  under- 
take the  management  of  the  child,  or 
dictate  to  the  foster  parent  how  it  is  to  be 
managed.  It  gives  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  the  widest  discretion  to  make 
such  regulations  in  relation  to  these 
oases  as  he  thinks  necessary.  I  cannot 
but  think  that  it  would  be  desirable 
that  at  least  there  should  be  some  record 
froxa  time  to  time  of  where  the  children 
are  who  have  been  committed  to  a 
person  other  than  the  parent ;  because 
although  the.  parent  may  have  behaved 
ill,  we  will  say,  two,  or  three,  or  four  years 


before,  nevertheless  I  am  quite  sure  it 
would  not  be  desired  that  the  parent 
should  be  forbidden,  if  there  were  no 
objection  to  it,  to  have  access  to  his 
child,  to  know  something  about  its  wel- 
fare, and  where  it  was.  Therefore,  it 
would  seem  very  reasonable  that 
there  should  be,  for  example, 
such  a  rule  as  this  :  that  at 
certain  intervals  (I  do  not  want  too  make 
them  too  short)  a  Report  should  be  made 
of  the  whereabouts  of  the  child,  so  that  if 
the  parent  desires  to  see  the  child  or  to 
have  access  to  it,  he  may  be  able  in  some 
way  or  other  to  learn  where  the  child 
IS.  I  merely  give  that  as  an  example  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  that  the  whole 
thing  is  left  to  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
there  is  no  compulsion  upon  him  to 
make  rules,  it  is  a  power  given,  and  not 
an  obligation  upon  him,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  he  will  exercise  it  with  care  and 
discretion. 

VisoouwT  ORANBROOK :  Perhaps  if 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  would  put 
in  the  words  *'  may  if  he  shall  think  fit," 
it  would  show  that  the  matter  was  left 
to  his  discretion,  and  that  might  satisfy 
my  noble  Friend. 

Lord  HERSGHELL:  I  have  no 
objection  to  it,  although  I  still  do  not  see 
that  it  is  necessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  27,  after 
the  word  '<may,"  to  insert  the  words 
'*  if  he  shall  think  fit,"  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 

The  Eabl  op  MILLTOWN  :  This  is 
a  clause  to  which  I  beg  to  call  attention 
for  a  few  moments.  It  refers  to  a  matter 
which  will,  I  am  certain,  give  rise  to  con- 
siderable dissatisfaction  amongst  the 
working  classes,  and  the  poorer  people 
of  this  country.  It  provides  that  any 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  on  information 
made  before  him  by  any  person — that  is, 
any  busybody  who  may  take  up  a  case 
of  this  kiud — 

**  Who  in  the  opinion  of  the  Justice  is  banm 
Jlde  acting  in  the  interest  of  any  child,  that 
there  is  reasonable  canse  to  suspect  that  such  a 
child,  beine  a  boy  under  the  age  of  U  years, 
or  a  gin  under  the  age  of  16  years, 
has  been  or  is  being  ill-treated  or  neglected  in 
any  place  within  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
Justice  " 

(the  word  *' neglected,*'  as  I  said  just 
now  with  regard  to  another  clause,  is  not 
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one  of  very  dear  application  and  mean- 
ing, it  might  mean  any  kind  of  neglect 
which  this  person  should  think  prejadi- 
oial  to  the  health  of  the  child) — 

"  snoh  Justice  may  issae  a  warrant  aathorit- 
ing  any  person  named  therein  " 

(that  might  be  the  bosybodj  in  quee- 

tion) 

'*to  aeaich  for  snoh  child,  and  if  it  is  fonnd 
to  haye  been  or  to  be  illtreated  or  neglected  in 
manner  aforesaid  to  take  it  to  and  detain  it  in 
a  place  of  safety." 

Now,  my  Lords,  all  Justices  are, 
unhappily,  not  persons  of  sound 
discretion;  yet  a  man  who  is  an 
enthusiast  may  go  to  any  one  Jus- 
tice and  get  power  to  search  any 
home  for  a  child ;  and,  if  he  finds  him, 
he  may  carry  him  off  forcibly  from  his 
parents  in  order  to  place  him  in  what 
he  calls  a  place  of  si^ety.  But  that  is 
not  all.  By  the  3rd  sub-section  there 
is  a  provision  that — 

"  Any  person  authorised  by  warrant  under 
this  section  to  search  for  any  child  may  enter 
if  need  be  by  force  any  house,  building,  or 
other  place  specified  in  the  warrant,  and  may 
remoye  the  <mild  therefrom," 

that  is  to  say,  that  this  person  who  suc- 
ceeds in  getting  round  any  Justice  of  the 
Peace  may  break  into  any  working  man's 
house,  or  one  of  your  Lordships'  houses, 
if  it  comes  to  that,  at  any  hour  of  the 
day  or  the  night,  and  wake  a  man  up 
in  the  middle  of  the  night,  and  may 
take,  as  it  were,  by  force  of  arms,  any 
child  who  may,  in  his  judgment,  be 
neglected  or  ill-treated.  That  seems  to 
be  a  most  startling  power  to  give  to  any 
Justice ;  and  I  should  have  proposed  to 
have  omitted  the  clause  altogether,  but 
it  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  there 
are  certain  cases  of  cruelty  which  go  on 
here  and  there  throughout  the  oountry, 
which  could  not  be  detected  without 
some  such  clause  as  this.  Therefore,  I 
have  not  proposed  to  omit  it  altogether, 
although  I  still  think  perhaps  that  would 
be  the  wisest  course  to  take ;  but  I  ven- 
ture to  suggest  to  your  Lordships  that 
the  ^wer  should  not  be  given  to  one 
Justice  but  to  two  Justices,  or  to  a  Sti- 
pendiary Magistrate.  The  dause,  as  it 
stands,  has  been  copied  word  fbr  word 
from  a  veiy  ill-considered,  and,  as  I 
think|  mischievous  measure  called  the 
Oriminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  which 
haa  already  caused  a  great  deal  of  mis- 
chief, and  perhaps  will  cause  more ;  but 
it  waa  passed,  as  your  Lordships  may 
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remember,  in  a  panic,  or  something  ^>- 
proaching  to  it,  and  was  not  veiy  wdl 
considered.  Therefore,  I  shall  pnseatlf 
propose  to  limit  the  time  at  wUeh  a. 
search  warrant  can  be  executed  to  th» 
hours  between  6  in  the  morning  aaA 
9  at  night,  which  are  the  houn,  as 
your  Lordships  know,  which  distingiuib 
burglary  from  housebreaking. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  S,. 
after  the  word  "  Justice,''  to  insert  the- 
words  "or  Ju8tice8."--(7!l^  Earl  of 
MiUtawn), 

Lord  HERSOHELL :  If  this  Amend- 
ment were  adopted,  I  think  it  would  go 
far  to  defeat  the  object  of  the  clause, 
because  it  is  not  idways  easy  to  get 
two  Justices  together  on  an  emergeney. 
Very  often  it  becomes  known  uiat  a 
child  is  being  ill-treated,  and  peihapa 
dangerously    ill-treated,     and     unless 
there    can    he  immediate  action   thai 
child   may   be    sacrificed.      Therefore^ 
to  require,  as  this  Amendment  proposes,, 
a  resort  to  two  Justicea  would  often 
render  it  impossible  to  put  tihe  provision 
in  operation  until  it  was  really  too  lite- 
to  effect  the  desired  purpose.     My  noble 
Friend  has  quite  truly  said  that  a  flimilir 
clause    to    this    was   inserted    in   the 
Oriminal  Law  Amendment  Act  of  1886. 
Whatever  complaints  may   have  been 
made  of  certain  provisions  in  that  A0t>. 
and  there  have  been  some,  there  has 
been  no  complaint  that  I  am  aware  of 
of  this  particular  provision,  which  has 
been  in  operation  now  for  nearly  fonr 
years.    It  it  were  applicable  in  the  oases- 
covered  by  that  Act,  it  seema  to  me  to 
be  equally  applicable  in    the  present 
case ;  and  the  power  is  not  only  not  more- 
liable,  but  I  should  think  leas  liable  to 
abuse  under  this  Bill  than  under  the 
Act  to  which  my  noble  Friend  refened* 
If  the  noble  Lord  could  have  shown  that 
complaint  had  been  made  of  thatpar- 
ticular  clause,   or  that  there  had  been 
abuse  of  it,  he  would  have  made  oat  a 
strong  case  against  inserting  it  in  ano&er 
Act  of  Parliament,  but,  failing  that,  idj 
only  desire  being  really  to  make  thia 
effective,  and  to  protect  the  nnfortonate 
children,  I  feel  myself  obliged  to  rssist 

the  Amendment.        

rTHBLOBDOHANGELIiOB:  I  would 
suggest  to  my  noble  and  learned  FrissA 
that  it  would  perhaps  effect  his  puiposet 
and  I  should  think  would  satisfy  tha 
noble  Earl  behind  me  if  that,  whush  he 
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futf  gi?en  as  a  reason  of  his  somewhat 
•exoeptional  power,  should  be  made  part 
<d  tfas  proTision  itself — ^namely,  that  the 
Hsgistrate  should  only  issue  such  an 
Order  upon  his  being  satisfied  upon  oath 
that  ths  case  was  one  of  emereenoy.  My 
noUesnd  learned  Friend  will  obsenre 
Ast  sUhongh  no  doubt  that  is  the  leading 
ides  thoioughout  the  clause,  it  is  not 
confined  to  it ;  and  I  think  if  he  would 
make  it  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
operation  of  this  clause  that  the  Masis- 
intsi  should  judicially  determine  uiat 
the  ease  was  one  of  emergency  calling 
for  this  extreme  and  unusual  remedy,  a 
.great  part  of  my  noble  Friend's  objec- 
tion would  be  got  rid  of. 

Tn  Babl  of  MJLLTOWN  :  If  that 

satisfies  my  noble  and  learned  Friend, 

<i  oooise  I  can  hardly  venture  to  press 

mj  objection,  but  I  still  think  that  this 
power  is  a  most  objectionable  one.     I 
would  like  to  ask  this  question :  What 
remedy  would  a  man  have  if  his  house  is 
broken  into  at  any  hour  of  the  day  or  the 
night  because  somebody  has  succeeded 
in  persuading  some  philanthropic  Magis- 
tn^  that  there  is  a  child  in  that  house 
nndar  ill-treatment?      How  is  he  to 
recover  damages?      This  clause  even 
•as  modified  is  of  such  a  character  that 
if  one  case  of  malfeasance  occurs  under 
it,  it  would  become  a  dead  letter.     My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  challenged 
me  to  find  a  case  where  this  particular 
-clause  in  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act  had   produced  abuse.    I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any,  and  probably 
it  has  never  been  put  in  force;  but  I 
would  point  out  that  it  is  much  less 
iikefy  that  error  should  occur  in  the 
detection  of  the  crimes  covered  by  that 
Act  than  in   the  detection  of  crimes 
whieh  this  Bill  deals  with,  such  as,  for 
instance,  the  question  where  a  child  is 
<v  is  not   neglected    in    a    particular 
house.    I    confess  I  would  prefer  to 
leave  the  matter  to  two  Justices.    The 
•oUe  and  learned  Lord   himself  just 
now  objected   to  one    Justice    of    the 
Peace  having  jurisdiction;  and  I  do 
not  see  why  the  same  objection  should 
not  i^ly  now.    I  do  hope  that  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  will  accept 
my  very  simple   Amendment.    With 
to  the  question  of  Stipendiary 
I,  I  may  say  that  this  is  a 

bh  would  generally  occur  in 

Isxge  and   populated   districts  where 


there  is  always  a  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trate available. 

Lord  HEBSOHELL  :  I  should  have 
no  objection  to  having  two  Justices  or 
a  Stipendiary,  provided  that,  in  case 
of  emergency,  it  may  be  done  by  one 
Justice.  I  would  agree  to  that  as  a 
compromise.  That  would  point,  of 
oourse,  to  its  being  held  to  be  a  case 
of  emergency. 

Viscount  OEANBROOK:  Perh^w 
my  noble  and  leajned  Friend  would, 
upon  the  Beport,  introduce  what  he 
considers  the  proper  wording.  I  may 
mention  to  him  with  a  view  to  con- 
sideration on  Beport,  also,  that  there 
are  very  eztraordinary  powers  in  this 
sub-section.  Power  is  given,  unless 
the  Justice  otherwise  directs,  that  the 
person  who  makes  the  charge  should  h4 
a  party  to  the  seizure,  and  be  entitled 
to  go  into  the  house.  That  might  be 
the  means  of  introducing  very  objec- 
tionable people  into  a  house,  who  could 
not  go  there  in  any  other  way.  I  think 
it  is  a  thing  which  ought  not  to  be  left 
to  any  person.  Let  the  Justice  direct 
who  shall  go  if  he  pleases ;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  tmdesirable  to  allow  any 
person  who  so  desired  to  enter  the 
house  of  his  own  free-will.  I  think  it 
is  a  very  formidable  thing  to  have 
unknown  persons  admitted  to  other 
people's  houses. 

Amendment  by  leave,  withdrawn, 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  4, 
line  37,  after  the  word  *' health"  to 
insert  the  words  ''or  is  residing  with 
common  or  reputed  prostitutes  or  re- 
puted thieves." — {The  Lord  Stanley  of 
AlderUy,) 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL  :  This  would  be 
introducing  a  new  head  altogether  into 
this  Bill,  which  deals  with  the  neglect 
of  children  and  not  with  the  question  of 
morality.  There  are  provisions  already 
in  other  statutes  dealing  with  the  con- 
sorting of  children  with  prostitutes, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  desirable 
to  embody  such  a  provision  in  this  Bill, 
which  does  not  really  deal  with  that 
question  at  all. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  Eael  of  MILLTO WN  :  My 
Lords,  Sub-section  3  empowers  any 
person  authorised  by  warrant  to  search 
for  any  child,  to  enter  by  force  any 
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heuse  specified  in  the  warrant  and  td 
remorethe  child  therefrom.  I  cannot 
imagine  anything  likely  to  cause  greater 
dissatisfaction,  and  just  dissatisfaction, 
than  such  a  power  as  this.  It  is  surely 
a  reasonable  thing  to  say  that  this 
power  shall  ^nly  be  exercised  in  day- 
ught.  It  is  a  very  strong  thing  to  allow 
it  to  be  done  then ;  but  to  allow  a  house 
to  be  searched  in  order  to  see  whether  a 
child  is  there,  and  to  ascertain  if  it  is 
ill-treated,  at  any  hour  of  the  night,  is 
really  a  most  extraordinary  proposition. 
I  hope  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
will  accept  the  yery  moderate  limitation 
which  I  propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2, 
line  8,  after  the  word  ''  enter  "  to  insert 
the  words,  ''at  any  time  between  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning  and  nine  o'clock 
at  night"— (The  Marl  of  Milttoum.) 

LoBD  HERSCHELL:  My  only  rea- 
son for  objecting  is  that  I  think  there 
are  oases  in  which  this  limitation  would 
defeat  the  objects  in  view.  If  it  is 
right  for  such  purposes  as  this  to  enter 
between  six  in  the  morning  and  nine  at 
night,  I  cannot  see  any  magic  that 
makes  it  wrong  to  enter  at  any  hour. 
Those  are  the  hours  no  doubt  fixed 
with  reference  to  the  distinction  between 
burglary  and  housebreaking;  but  is 
there  any  reason  for  such  a  limitation  in 
the  matter  with  which  we  are  now 
dealing  ?  When  my  noble  Friend  says 
that  this  is  a  prorision  which  would  be 
hateful,  and  strongly  objected  to  by  the 
people  of  this  country,  I  must  re- 
mind him  that  this  particular  clause 
comes  to  us  in  a  Bill  in  its  present  form 
from  those  who  are  the  representatives 
of  this  country  other  than  those  who  are 
in  the  House  of  Peers.  They  are 
jealous  of  the  rights  of  those  whom 
they  represent,  and  are  likely  to  attend 
to  anything  that  they  think  would 
seriously  affect  them.  They  represent 
the  people  who  would  be  subjected  to 
these  provisions,  and  they,  as  their 
representatives,  considered  that  it  was 
worth  while  to  yield  up  a  portion  of  the 
rights  of  the  community  in  that  respect 
for  the  sake  of  securing  a  considerable 
and  important  end;  and  if  they  have 
been  willing  to  do  that,  I  do  not  see 
that  your  Lordships  would  do  well  to 
stand  in  the  way. 


{LORDS} 

House  of  Commons  are  the  only  repre- 
sentatives  of  the  people.    Your  Loid- 
ships  are,  in  many  respects,  far  better 
representatives  of  the  people.    I  should 
think  it  extremely  doubtful   whether 
anyone's    attention    in    the  House  of* 
Commons  was  called  even  to  this  par- 
ticular point.    If  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's   faith    in  the  House  of   Oom** 
mons  is  so  profound,  how  is  it  that  he 
has  himself  put  sheet  after  sheet  of 
Amendments  into  this  Bill  ?    The  Bill 
is  extremely  ill-drafted ;  and  if  it  were 
not  for  the  corrections  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  put  into  it,  the  time  of  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  would  have  been  en* 
tirely  taken  up  by  endeavouring  to  find 
out  the  meaning  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House,, 
withdrawn. 


Lord  HERSOHELL  :  I  will  bear  in 
mind  what  the  noble  Yiscouiit  has  said 
about  the  4th  Sub- section.  It  might  be^ 
that  one  ought  to  turn  the  prorisioD 
round  and  enable  the  person  to  be> 
present  if  the  Justice  of  the  Peace  ee 
directs.  The  Amendment  I  now  have 
to  propose  is  to  leave  out  the  words- 
*'  legally  qualified,"  in  order  to  insert 
the  word  **  registered." 

Amendment  moved,  in  Sub-Section 
4,  line  6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  legslly 
qualified,"  and  insert  the  worda 
**  registered."— (i^  Lord  HersehM.) 

♦The    Earl    of  POWIS  :    I    would 
take  this    opportunity    of  asking   the- 
noble  and  learned  Lord  how  he  would 
make  provision  for  the  medical  praoti* 
tioner  being  properly  paid,    and  what 
authority      should      fix     the      proper 
remuneration.     In  the  case  of  a  medical 
practitioner    attending  at  an   inquest, 
the    Coroners'     Act    lays    down    the- 
remuneration  which  he    is  to  receive; 
he  gets  his  guinea  for  attendance,  and 
he  gets  his  two  guineas  if  he  has  a- 
poit  mortem  examination.     It  would  be^ 
very    undesirable  to    leave    it    at  the- 
mercy  of  the  medical  man   to  fix  his 
own  fee,  and  to  make  whatever  charge' 
he  pleased. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  impres- 
sion is  that  there  will  be  no  power  to 
remunerate  the  medical  men  out  of  the- 
public  funds.  There  is  no  such  pro* 
vision  here,  but  there  are  oases  whei^ 
The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  I  really  the  person  making  the  information  him- 
do  not  at  all  admit  the  doctrine  that  the  '  self  obtains  the  servioee  of  a  medicai 
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mio,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  arrange- 
ment with  him  what  is  the  fee  which 
the  medical  man  shall  receive.  It 
voold  be  necessary  to  fix  the  fee  if  it 
were  a  charge  upon  the  public  funds, 
but  that  is  not  the  case  here.  I  do 
not  eee  that  there  is  power  given  to 
the  Justice  of  the  Peace  to  insist  upon 
an?  medical  man  being  present ;  it  is 
only  to  enable  the  Justice  to  allow  the 
penon  to  be  accompanied  by  a  medical 

Jractitioner ;  it    does    not    enable  the 
(Utioe  to  order  a  medical  practitioner 
to  attend. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Ohuise  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
01anae6. 

LoBD  HEHSOHELL :  This  is  a  clause 
which  raises  a  question  of  very  consider- 
able difficulty  which  has  weighed  upon 
mj  mind  a  good  deal.    It  enables  in  the 
fint  instance  the  accused  person  to  give 
evidence.    As  to  that  I  do  not  think 
there  is  likely  to  be  any  difference  of 
opinion,  but  it  g^ee  further,  and  it  makes 
the  husband  or  wife  not  merely  com- 
petent to  give  evidence,  but  compellable 
to  give  evidence.     Undoubtedly,  that  is 
i  very  great  innovation,  and  one  which 
iinder  circumstances  which  I  can  con- 
ceife  might  five  rise  to  a  considerable 
uioont  of  feeling.     The  ob j  ect  of  insert- 
iog  it  is  one  with  which  I  entirely  agree, 
llere  are  many  wives  who  would  feel  it 
their  duty  to  give  evidence  if  summoned 
to  do  ao  for  the  protection  of  their  chil- 
dren (and  the  same  may  be  said,  perhaps, 
ofhnabands  too)  who  do  not  like  to 
^>pear  to  volunteer.    They  would  attend 
if  sammoned  to  attend  as  witnesses,  but 
they  do  not  like  to  offer  themselves  when 
they  are  not  summoned.     It  affords  a 
mi  of  orotection  which  it  is  natural 
they  ahoiud  desire  and  which  it  is  right, 
I  think,  to  extend  to  them.     But  it,  of 
ttMtrae,  covers  the  case  of  a  witness,  a 
^^  we   will   suppose,   attending  un- 
vilHngly,  and   when    asked    questions 
vhich   will    incriminate    her   husband 
lefosing  to  answer,  and  as  the  clause 
i^anda  the  Judge  would  have  no  alterna- 
tive if  the  witneas  so  refuses  to  answer 
^  to  send  ner  to  prison,  and  I  think 
that,^  if  toeh  a  case  arises  as  a  wife 
i*A>H^  to  testify  against  her  husband 
*ttd  bsmg  sent  to  prison  in  consequence 
D<  that  ai^  there  would  be  likely  to  be  a 
vcty  considerable  sensation  excited,  and 


I  think  it  is  not  at  all  unlikely  that 
the  provision  would  be  condemned.r 
I  have,  therefore,  sought  to  hit  upon 
a  middle  course,  one  which  will  givo 
all  the  protection  which  is  desired,, 
whioh  will  prevent  the  appearance* 
of  volunteering  evidence  on  the 
part  of  the  wife  or  husband,  and  at  the 
same  time  prevent  such  an  occurrence 
as  I  have  just  described.  What  I  pro- 
pose is  this,  that  the  clause  be  amended 
by  providing  (I  will  put  the  exact  form 
of  the  Amendment  in  a  moment)  that 
the  wife  or  husband  of  such  a  person 
shaU  be  competent,  and  may  be  required 
to  attend  to  give  evidence  as  an  ordinary 
witness  in  the  case,  but  shall  not  bo 
deemed  to  be  in  contempt  for  refusings 
to  answer  a  question  tending  to  incrimi- 
nate the  accused  person.  That  enablea 
either  a  wife  or  a  husband  to  be  heard 
as  an  ordinary  witness ;  but  at  the  same 
time  if  he  or  she  is  unwilling  to  answer 
questions  incriminating  the  accused 
person  the  Judge  would  not  be  under 
the  obligation  of  sending  the  witness  to* 
prison.  It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  a 
middle  course  which  is  likely  to  secure 
all  the  advantages  that  the  clause  would 
have  secured,  without  at  the  same  time 
those  disadvantages  which  might  have 
brought  discredit  upon  it. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''  compellable  "  in  order  to  insert 
the  words  '*  may  be  required  to  attend,'' 
and  at  the  end  of  the  clause  to  add  the 
wordi 


"  But  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  in  contempt 
for  refusing  to  answer  a  question  tending  to 
incriminate  the  accused  person." 

♦The  LOED  chancellor  :  I  cannot? 
help  thinking  that  this  is  a  somewhat 
circuitous  mode  of  meeting  the  case* 
Would  it  not  be  better  at  line  21  te 
strike  out  the  word  ^'  and,"  and  to  insert 
the  words  *•  but  not?" 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  I  will  explain, 
why  I  did  not  do  that.  I  want  to  insert 
the  words  **  may  be  required  to  attend 
as  an  ordinary  witness  "  That  is,  that 
a  husband  or  wife  may  be  summoned  by 
the  Court— that  is  really  what  is  re* 
quired  for  their  protection.  All  I  de 
is  this :  if  in  any  case  the  witness  says, 
'*  I  will  not  answer  that  question  because 
it  will  incriminate  my  husband,"  or 
"  my  wife,"  then  I  protect  the  witness 
from  the  ordinary  consequences  of  refus- 
ing to  answer  questions. 
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<THa  LORD  CHANCELLOR :  That 
-would  amount  to  this,  that  you  would 
iorc9  the  huBband  or  wife  into  the  wit- 
ne^B  bos,  and  enforce  upon  them  the 
duty  of  giving  what  may  be  the  most 
eogent  evidence,  perhaps,  against  the 
inOTiminated  person  by  declining  to 
answer  a  question.  I  object  to  that 
sort  of  indirect  admission  of  the  hus- 
band or  wife  which  you  would  force 
from  their  lips. 

Lord  HEkSCHELL  :  Then  I  should 
propose  to  leave  the  clause  as  it  is. 

1^  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN:  The 
object  is  to  make  the  evidence  of  the 
husband  or  wife  evidence  for  the  de- 
fence, but  not  for  the  prosecution.  It 
«eems  to  me  that  if  it  should  be  evidence 
at  all  it  should  be  evidenqe  on  either 
aide.  There  are  many  cases  of  cruelty 
to  children  especially  of  which  the  wife 
is  the  only  witness,  and  the  husband 
•continually  escapes  because  she  cannot 
1>e  called.  If  you  are  going  to  do  away 
with  that  anomaly,  very  well ;  but  do  it 
thorougblj,  and  enable  the  case  to  be 
proved  by  the  only  witness  possible. 

Lord  HEESCHELL:  My  provision 
-would  do  that. 

*Thb  lord  chancellor  :  It  will 
aatisfy  me  if  my  noble  and  learned 
Priend  will  consider  this  matter  on  Re- 
port. I  myself  should  prefer  the  words 
**  but  not "  substituted  for  the  word 
*'  and," 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  Then  we  will 
leave  the  clause  as  it  is  till  the  Report 
fitage. 

Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  When  this 
clause  was  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee containing  a  provision  which 
appeared  in  it,  rendering  a  child  who 
was  examined  in  pursuance  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  clause  liable  to  the 
penalties  of  perjury,  but  limiting  the 
punishment  to  two  years'  imprisonment, 
It  was  felt  by  many  that,  consideribg  that 
we  were  dealing  with  the  case  of  a  child, 
of  tender  years,  there  was  something 
revolting  in  an  express  provision  that 
auoh  a  child  might  be  sentenced  to  two 
years'  imprisonment ;  at  the  same  time, 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
<^^cellor  said,  and  I  confess  I  shared 
his  view,  that  it  would  not  do  to  say  that 
a  child  examined  under  this  clause 
flhould  not  be  liable  to  be  indicted  for 


the  oflbnce  of  givine  £edse  eyidenoe, 
because  sometimes  ttiat  might  be  the 
only  way  in  which  a  person  whose 
ohuaoter  had  been  aflreoted  hy  tiie 
child's  evidence  would  be  able  to  dear 
it.  I  feel  myself,  also,  that  it  would  be 
making  a  stronge  distinction  to  say  that 
the  child  who  could  understand  the 
nature  of  an  oath  and  who  told  a 
falsehood  should  be  liable  to  punish- 
ment, whilst  a  ohOd  who  did  not  under- 
stand the  nature  of  an  oath,  but  knew 
that  it  ought  to  toll  the  truth  and  did 
not  toll  the  truth,  should  be  liable  to  no 
punishment.  The  result  would  be  cer- 
tainly to  put  a  premium  on  the  absence 
of  theological  Imowledge,  which  seems 
to  me  inaefendble  in  principle.  Bat  in 
order  to  meet  the  various  views  that 
were  expressed  in  the  Committee,  I 
propose  to  add  as  Sub-section  (b)  at  the 
bottom  of  page  5  diese  words — 

"  Any  such  child  whose  evidence  is  received 
as  aforesaid,  and  who  shall  wilfally  give  fdse 
evidoQce,  shall  he  liable  to  he  indicted  and  tried 
for  such  offenoe,  and  on  conviction  thereof  may 
be  adjudged  sach  ponishment  as  is  provided 
for  by  Section  11  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act,  1879,  in  the  case  of  juvenile  offenders.** 

On  Question,  '*  That  those  words  be 
inserted  as  a  new  Sub-section  (b.); 
agreed  to. 

Clause  7,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  9. 
♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  would 
point  out    to  my  noble    and    learned 
Friend  that  here  again  the  words  ''Ooort 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction  "  occur. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 
*LoRD  WATSON :  This  clause  is  quite 
inapplicable  to  Scotoh  procedure. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  There  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  provide 
that  Clauses  7  and  10  shall  not  apply 
to  Scotland.     I  propse  to  assent  to  tnat. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  11,  12,  13,  and  14  agreed 
to. 

Clause  15. 

Amendment  moved,  that  the  following 
Clause  be  inserted  after  Olause  14  :— 
'*  That  Section  7  and  Section  10  of  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  Sootlaad.''— (rA# 
Lard  Stanley  ofAlderley.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
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•LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDEBLET  : 
On  thSft  clause  I  widh  to  more  an 
Amandment  as  to  child  life  insurance. 
Cianae  1  touches  upon  the  question  of 
insnnkBce,  but  only  where  there  hks 
heeh  pooeeding  by  indictment  and 
a  oonTiction.  The  Registrar  General, 
•or  some  other  eqiially  high  autho- 
rity on  statistics,  has  spoken  more 
than  once  of  the  great  infant  mortality 
owiDg  to  insurance,  and  the  number  of 
ehildren  that  die  on  account  of  over- 
insoraaoe  is  so  great  that  in  a  Bill  of 
this  kind  for  the  protection  of  children 
I  think  the  clause  proposed  would  not 
be  oat  of  place. 

Amendment  proposed, 

**  After  the  pawing  of  this  Act,  it  shall  not 
he  competent  to  insure  the  life  of  a  child  so 
tZist  on  its  death  oconrring  before  it  is  10  years 
^  age  any  money  shall  become  payable  in  the 
policy,  without  prejudice,  howeyer,  to  any 
lasQnnce  to  the  effect  of  providing  decent 
«id  proper  burial  for  such  chud."— (fA^  Lord 
StaOe^  o/Alderley.) 

LosD  HERSOHELL:  This  Amend- 
ment, no  doubt,  raises  an  important  ques- 
tion, but  I  think  it  is  too  large  a  ques- 
tion to  be  dealt  with  by  a  provision  in 
this  Bill— namely,  the  question  of  the 
inioranoe  of  infant  life.    I  do  not  feel 
a^isfied  that  if  the  matter  were  dealt 
with  at  all  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with 
upon  the  basis  of  prohibiting  insurance 
under  ]  0  years  of  age.    For  such  a  pur- 
pose I  do  not  see  why  10  years  should 
be  taken  as  the  limit ;  but  beyond  that, 
the  dause  provides  merely  that  it  shall 
not  be  competent  to  insure  the  life  of  a 
<diild  in  the  event  of  its  death  occurring 
before  it  is  10  years  of  age.    I  appre- 
hend that  at  the  present  time  a  policy 
en  the  life  of  a  child  is  void  as  much  as 
the  policy  on  the  life  pf  anyone  else 
jmleas  the  person  insuring  is  interested 
in  the  life— that  is  to  say,  no  person  can 
bmun  the  life  of  another  unless  he  is 
joterested  in  that  life.     I  have  no  doubt 
^ntsnranoes  are  effected  every  day  which 
^ould  be  void  if  those  who  insured  the 
Hfe  dioee  to  take  the  objection,  but  the 
troth  is  they  do  not  take  the  objection 
— tiiey  find  the  business  of  insuring  a 
profitable  one.  and  its  profits,  of  course, 
would  entirely  cease  of  they   were  to 
Yvpndiate  the  insurance  by  refusing  to 
<)oiiiplete  their  contracts  on  the  ground 
ttai  tiieir  contracts  were  void.     There- 
fee,  in  saying  that  it  shall  not  be  com- 
petent to  insure  the  life  of  a  child  under 


10,  unless  you  provide^  some  machinery' 
something  goinfl^  beyond    the  present 
law,  which  really  makes  an  insurance 
where  there  is  no  interest  a  void  insur- 
ance, you  will  effect  nothing  at  all.    tt 
is  not  competent  in  a  sense  at  the  present 
time,  inasmuch  as  the  liability  could  not 
be  enforced  unless  an  interest  in  the 
life  could  be  proved.    Therefore,  to  say 
that  it  shall  not  be  competent  would  be 
absolutely  ineffectual.    If  you  are  to 
deal  with  this  matter  at  all,  it  must  be 
dealt  with  in  the   way  of  making   it 
absolutely  penal  on  those  who  take  part 
in  it.    That  is  the  only  possible  way  to 
secure  it.  Then  I  think  it  can,  and  ought, 
only  to  be  made  penal  in  cases  where 
there  is  not  an  interest  which  justifies  the 
insurance  and  not  where  the  insurance 
does  not  exceed  that  interest.     There 
are  cases  where  it  is  very  proper  to 
inaure    an  infant's   life.      It    is    done 
constantly    without     any    impropriety 
in      the    cases     of     settlements     and 
leases     for     life     and     in      various 
other  cases.     Those  who  have  any  ex- 
perience of  the  business  of  insurance 
offices  know  that  the  insurance  of  infant 
lives  in  that  way  is  a  perfectly  legitimate 
and  necessary  thing.     The  abuse  con- 
sists in  the  insuring  of  lives  where  those 
who    insure    have    no    interest  which 
justifies  the  insurance.     To  insure  a  life 
in  the  proper  sense  is  to  insure  from  loss 
by  reason  of  the  death  where  you  are 
insuring   the    life  of    another    person. 
That  is  the  only  proper  object  of  in- 
surance.    In  order,    therefore,  to  deal 
effectually  with  this  evil,  you  mjust  first 
of  all  limit  your  prohibition  to  the  cases 
where    insurances    ought    not    to    be 
effected,  and  then,  having  limited  your 
prohibition  in  that  way,  you  must  make 
it  effectual  by  proper  penalties.     Under 
these  circumstances,  strongly  as  I   feel 
the  importance  of  the   question  raised 
by  this  Amendment,  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  lacks  altogether  the  machinery  which 
would  be  necessary  to  give  effect  to  its 
intention. 

♦The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  have 
already  expressed  an  opinion  upon  this 
subject,  and  I  must  say  I  entirely  agree 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  that 
this  is  an  improper  way  of  dealing  with 
it.  I  believ  it  is  a  very  important  sub- 
ject, and  will  have  to  be  considered.  As 
my  noble  Friend  knows,  everybody  is 
supposed  to  have  an  insurable  interest 
in  his  own  life,  and  I  believe  the  mode 


319      PrevifUion  of  Cruelty 


{LORDS} 


U  ChOirm  Bitt. 


320 


in  which,  these  things  are  done  is  that 
the  infant  is  supposed  to  insure  its  own 
life,  and  then  those  who  represent  it 
obtain  by  inheritance  or  representation 
that  which  belongs  to  the  child.  There- 
fore, the  objection  to  its  being  void  by 
reason  of  the  absence  of  insurable 
interest  would  not  apply.  But  I  quite 
agree  there  is  no  machinery  here  appli- 
cable to  it,  or  I  should  myself  have 
taken  charge  of  an  Amendment  having 
the  same  object.  I  believe  it  is  a  sub- 
ject which  must  be  hereafter  dealt  with 
in  a  complete  way,  and  that  it  is  one 
which  cannot  be  dealt  with  in  a  frag- 
mentary manner,  as  it  would  be  if  it 
were  endeavoured  to  be  grafted  upon  a 
Bill  of  this  kind. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

♦Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
withdrew  the  remainder  of  his  Amend- 
ment. 

LoED  WATSON  :  There  is  one 
Amendment  of  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  given  notice,  which  seemed  to 
be  necessary  in  order  to  make  Clause  15 
complete,  as  in  one  part  of  Scotland,  if 
not  in  others,  there  will  be  no  Local 
Authority.  The  Amendment  is  on  page 
8,  line  1»,  after  the  word  "  Council," 
to  insert  the  words  ''as  regards  any 
police  burgh  in  Scotland,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police  thereof." 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  :  I  al- 
together differ  from  my  noble  Friend 
and  cannot  accept  his  proposal,  which 
would  lead  to  great  confusion.  The 
police  burghs  in  Scotland  would  be  in- 
dependent of  the  Council  for  this  pur- 
pose only.  The  Amendment  which  I 
introduceid  in  the  Standing  Committee 
was  to  the  effect  that  after  the  passing 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill  all  the 
powers  which  are  now  in  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply,  or  in  the  police 
burghs  would  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Council,  and  after  the  passmg 
of  that  Bill  there  would  inevitably  be 
confusion  if  this  Amendment  were 
carried. 

Lord  WATSON :  These  two  Acts 
will  run  very  nearly  parallel.  I  shotdd 
fancy  it  depends  on  who  first  obtains 
the  Royal  Assent.  There  is  no  refer- 
ence  in  this  clause  to  the  supersession 
of  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  by  the  County  Council. 
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The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN :  Bnt 
by  the  Local  Gk>vernment  Bill  th& 
powers  of  the  Police  Conmussioners* 
would  be  entirely  superseded. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  The  Local 
Government  Bill  does  not  come  into 
operation  until  next  year,  so  that  there 
would  be  a  certain  hiatus  which  ought 
to  be  covered  in  some  way. 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:  On 
Report  I  will  introduce  some  words  to 
meet  the  case.  Perhaps  these  words 
would  do, ''  until  the  Local  Government 
(Scotland)  Act  nomes  into  existence." 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  It  will  probably 
be  better  to  put  in  these  words  now,  ana 
we  can  amend  them  on  Report  if  they 
are  not  satisfactory. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  17. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  8,  line 
20,  after  the  word  <*  the,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  prevention  of  cruelty  to  and," — 
{The  Earl  of  Aberdeen.) 

The  Eabl  of  ABERDEEN :  I  may 
mention  that  the  noble  Lord  who  fir^ 
proposed  an  alteration  in  the  title  has 
authorised  me  to  say  that  he  is  quite  in 
favour  of  the  new  form  which  I  propose, 
and  as  I  think  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  is  also* 
in  favour  of  it,  I  shall  not  trouble  yoor 
Lordships  with  any  remark.  The 
Amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing out  the  twofold  aspect  of  the  Bill 
and  meeting  some  oi  the  objections 
which  have  been  raised  with  regard  to 
the  nomenclature. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  Originally  this 
was  called  the  **  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children"  Bill.  Then  objection  was- 
taken  to  that  title  on  the  ground  that  it 
covered  matters  which  were  not  properly 
within  that  description.  Then  it  waa 
changed  to  the  "Protection  to  Children" 
Bill.  Then  I  have  learnt  that  some  of 
those  who  are  interested  in  this  measor^ 
think  that  it  will  not  be  so  effectual  if  it 
does  not  keep  also  the  title  of  Prevention 
of  Cruelty.  There  seems  to  be  no  objec* 
tion  to  give  it  a  title  srhich  covers  bodu 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pat^e  1,  in 
the  title,  after  the  word  **the,"  to  insert 
the  words  **  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
and,"— (2%«  Earl  of  Aberdeen),-^SLgreed. 
to.  « 
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Bill  reported. 


IheBeport  of  the  Amendmenta  to  be 
reeeifod  on  Thursday  next,  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  now  amended  (No.  211.) 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

(No.  202.) 

8EG0KD  BEADHTO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
mgread. 

^  Tn  Makquess  of  LOTHIAN :  This 
i»  mainly  a  technical  Bill  providing  for  I 
the  re-arran ffement  of  the  position  of  two 
offieere  in  Scotland,  one    of  whom  is 
caUed  the  Accountant  of  the  Court  of 
Seenone,  and  the  other  the  Accountant 
in  Bankruptcy.      There  are  two  main 
objects  of  the  Bill.  One  is  to  consolidate 
the  sapenrision  of  bankrupt  estates,  and 
other  estates  in  the  hands  of  the  Scotch 
Oonrts,  and  the  other  is  to  subject  to 
this  sapervision  all  estates  without  ex- 
ception where  an  oflBcer  of  the  Court  is 
«n  Admim'strator.      The  Bill  is  purely 
technical  in  its  character,  it  has  been 
considered  by  the  most  prominent  legal 
bodies  in  Scotland,  and  many  valuable 
■nggestions  which  have  been  made  by 
them  have  been  incorporated  into  the 
Bill.    I  think  I  need  not  further  explain 
^  yonr  Lordships  the  object  of  the  Bill 
vhieh  I  now  move  be  read  a  second 
time. 
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of  the  Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill ;. 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table.    ' 


House  adjonmed  at  half -past  Seven 

o  dock,  till  To-monow,   » 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock,. 
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Bin  read  2'  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Law,  Ac. 

SETTLED  LAND  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL  (No.  203.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
»der);  Bill  reported  without  Amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  8»  on  Thursday 
Qext 

PBINCE  OF  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL- 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ; 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2a  to- 
morrow—(J%#  Marqum  of  Salubury). 
No.  212.)  ^ 

OOMMITTEB  OF  SELECTION  FOR 
STANDING  COMMITTEES. 

Beport  from,  That  the  Committee 
ta^  added  the  Lord  Ker  {M  Lothian) 
0  the  Standing  Committee  for  Bills  re- 
tting to  Law^  &o.,  for  the  consideration 


SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop^ 
shire,   Oswestry) :    I    beg  to   ask    the- 
Vice  President    of  the    Committee    of 
Council     on    Education     whether    hi» 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  state- 
ment, contained  in  the  correspondence- 
bet  ween  the  managers  of   the    Luton 
National   School    and     the    Education 
Department,    to    the    effect  that    Her 
Majesty's    Inspector  adopted   ''the  lO 
square  feet  per  child  basis  "  in  calculat- 
ing the  accommodation  now  provided  in- 
the  Luton  National  Boys'  School,  and. 
to  the  fact  that  such  basis    has  been^ 
approved    by    the   Department;     and, 
whether,  having  regard   to  Article  9^ 
and  Note  of  the    Code,  which    directs- 
that  ''  8  square  feet  of  internal  area  for 
each  unit  of  average  attendance  "  shall 
be    the    basis    adopted,     and    having^ 
regard  to  the  principle  hitherto  acted 
upon  by  the  Department  that  voluntary 
schools  shall  not  be  touched  by  the  lO* 
square  feet  basis,  and  that  in  case  of 
schools  which  have  been  passed  by  the- 
Department  for  a    certain    number  of 
children  the  arrangement  shall  not  be^ 
disturbed,  he  will  say  what  the  Depart- 
ment hold  to  be  the  future  basis  to  bo- 
used in  reckoning  the  amount  of  accom- 
modation in  voluntary  schools. 
♦The    vice  PRESIDi^n?  op    thr 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W,  Hart  Dyke,  Kent,. 
Dartford) :  My  attention  has  been  called 
to  this  statement.    There  is  no  inter- 
ference with   voluntary  schools    as    to* 
space,  so  far  as  the  Code  and  the  grant 
are  concerned.    The  rule  laid  down  in 
the  Luton  case  is  the  same  which  has* 
been  acted  upon  since  the  passing  of  th» 
Act  of    1870  —  namely,  that  a  SchooL 
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Board  may  calculate  the  deficiency  in 
flohool  places  on  the  assumption  that  10 
eqoare  feet  is  a  reasonable  allowance  for 
^^aoh  child. 

•  Mb.  S.  LEIOHTON  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  Education  Estimates 
I  will  call  attention  to  this  new  de- 
rparture  in  treating  the  voluntary  schools 
^pon  a  different  footing  to  the  Board 
^Schools. 

IBELAND— DRAPERS'   COMPANY'S 
ESTATES. 

8iB  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
:ffOw,  Bridgeton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
•Solicitor  General  for  Lreland,  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Lynch's 
xemarks  on  certain  proceedings  con- 
nected with  the  Drapers'  Company's 
-estates  in  Ireland,  made  on  the  26th 
July  and  1st  August,  whether  the  GK)- 
Temment  intend  to  take  criminal  pro- 
•oeedings  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
the  Exchequer  against  injury  from 
irregular  and  improper  action  in  con- 
nection with  the  Land  Purchase  Act; 
and  whether  the  conduct  of  the  Justice 
•of  the  Peace  who  passed  the  agreement 
ihas  been  brought  before  the  notice  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  Land  Commissioners  Re- 
port that  there  is  a  Motion  listed  before 
Mr.  Commissioner  Lynch  for  to-day  on 
behalf  of  the  Messrs.  Glover,  solicitors, 
^  rescind  the  Order  made  against  them, 
and  that,  pending  the  hearing  of 
;that  Motion,  it  would  be  premature  to 
offer  any  opinion  as  to  what  further 
steps,  if  any,  should  be  taken  in  the 
matter.  Mr.  Commissioner  Lynch  has 
"transmitted  the  Papers  to  die  Lord 
'Chancellor  having  regard  to  the  manner 
in  which  two  affidavits  were  sworn 
before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace. 

THE   ROYAL  ARTILLERY  AND   ROYAL 

ENGINEERS. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
1  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention   has  been 
drawn  to  complaints  that  a  restrictive 
jlimit   of    compensation    was    withheld 
from  the  knowledge  of  Officers  of  the 
Boyal  Artillery  and  Royal  £2ngineers 
when  they  were  invited  to  retire  under 
^e  Royal  Warrants  of  1881  and  1884  ; 
whether  the  principle  of  actuarial  calcu- 
lation has  been  applied  to  all  cases  of 
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Regimental  full  Colonels  of  the  Boyal 
Ardllery  and  Royal  Engineers,  and  dao 
to  the  cases   of  Lieutenant  Colonels, 
Royal  Engineers,   subsequent  to  that 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  ^.  M.  Lbyd; 
whether  a  Treasury  Minute,  or  a  De- 
partmental Ruling,  of  September,  18»2, 
has  been  applied  to  the  cases  of  those 
Lieutenant  Colonels,  Royal  Ikgineen, 
who  retired  under  the  above  Warrant, 
from  Lieutenant  Colonel  E.  R.  James 
to  the  case  of  Lieutenant  F.  B.  Maingay, 
thereby  reducing  their  life  annuities  for 
loss  sustained    under   Warrants  of  a 
later  date  than  1872,  to  £150  a  year, 
instead  of  granting  them  the  compensa- 
tion they  were  entitled  to  on  aotaarial 
calculations,  as  stipulated  by  the  War- 
rant;   and,  whether  he  will  lay  such 
Minute  or  Ruling  iipon  the  Table  ? 
*Thb  secretary  of  STATE  m 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle)  :  I  am  afraid  that  I  cannot 
give  the  hon.  (Gentleman  the  inf  ormati(»i 
he  desires  upon  this  particular  point. 

IMPORTATION  OP  SHEEP  AND 
CATTLK 

Sib  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Yioe  Cmam- 
berlain  whether  the  increased  importa 
of  mutton  into  this  country  since  the 
stoppage  of  the  Oerman  sheep  are  much 
greater  than  any  loss  due  to  the  discon- 
tinuance of  live  sheep  from  that  country; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  while  176,000 
fewer  sheep  have  been  landed  in  Eng- 
land in  the  first  six  months  of  1S89 
than  in  those  of  1888,  the  receipts  of 
fresh  mutton  have  been  greater  by 
136,000  cwt.  or,  roughly,  the  equivalent 
in  mutton  of  270,000  sheep;  and, 
whether,  considering  that  the  entire  im- 
port of  cattle  from  Schleswig-Holstein 
has  ranged  from  8,000  to  15,000  head 
annually,  any  loss  to  our  meat  supplies 
from  the  non-importation  of  cattle  from 
that  country  this  summer  is  far  more 
than  made  up  by  the  fact  that  the  lite 
imports  of  cattle  generally  in  the  first 
half  of  1889  have  exceeded  those  of  1888 
by  over  o  0,000  head  ? 

Mb.  BEAUFOY  (Lambeth,  K«i- 
nington) :  I  wish  also  to  ask  whetheor, 
taking  into  consideration  the  hardship 
inflicted  on  the  working  classes  in  I^m- 
don  by  the  present  high  price  of  meati 
especially  of  mutton  and  lamb,  he  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  removing  the 
present  restriction  on  the  importation  of 
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cattle  and  sheep  from  the  Duchies  of 
SohleBwuc-HolstoiD  ? 

The  VICE  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
eoimt  Lbwisham,  Lewisham) :  Since  the 
difloontinQanee  of  the  imports  of  live 
sheep  from  Germany  it  is  true  that  the 
receipts  of  fresh  mutton  have  largely  in- 
creased.   It  is  also  the  case  that  though 
sheep  "on  the  hoof   from  Germany 
ha?e  been  and  are  prohibited,  the  im- 
ports of  frenh  mutton  from  that  country 
have  been  largely  augmented,  so  that 
iieariy  an  equivalent  of  live  sheep  has 
been  received  as  fresh  mutton.    The  re- 
ceipta  of  live  sheep    into  the    United 
Sngdom   from   all    foreign  countries 
were  in  the  six  months  ended  June  30, 
1889,  174,975  less  than  in  the  corre- 
^nding period  of  last  year  and  234,871 
leaethanin  1887.     On  the  other  hand, 
the  imports  of  fresh  mutton  were  in  the 
same  periods  135,034  cwt.  in  excess  of 
1888  and  265,346  owt.  over  1887.     The 
receipts    of    cattle    firom    all    foreign 
countries  and  British  possessions  were 
in  the  six  months  of  1889  233,442,  as 
compared   with   181,317  in  1888,   and 
133,585  in  1887  ;  while  of  fresh  beef  the 
quantity  was   622,370  cwt.  in  the  six 
months  of  this  year,  against  409,358  cwt. 
in  1888  and  but  337,556  cwt.  in  1887. 
The  present  high  prices  of  mutton  and 
lamb  are  due  to  the  better  state  of  trade 
^erally,  and  consequent  greater  spend- 
ug  power  of  the  consuming  classes,  and 
Bot  to  any  diminished  receipt  of  foreign 
meat,  since  the  figures  jriven  show  that 
the  receipts  of  meat  of  foreign  origin 
have  been  far  in  excess  of  those  in  pre- 
vione  years.      According  to  the  latest 
Betons  received  firom  uie  German  Go- 
T^rnment,  foot-  and-mouth  disease  existed 
^  Sdileswig-Holstein  up  to  July  16. 

CAB^WKEBS  AND  THB  BXOISE 
IJOENOB. 

Ke.  JAMES  BOWLANDS  (Finsbuiy, 
S.]:  I  Inm^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stiate 
Avdie  IBfome  Department  whether  he 
has  been  able  to  make  arrangements 
vith  the  Board  of  Inland  ICevenue, 
which  wOl  afford  any  alleviation  to  cab- 
ownen  in  respect  to  the  Excise  Licence  ? 

Thb  SE(m£TABY  of  STATE  fob 
XQ  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
KASfBXws,  Birmingham,  B^:  I  have 
heoi  in  oommnnication  with  the  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenue,  and  they  inform  me 
that  the  preeent  praotioe  under  the  exist- 
ing Isv  could  not  be  altorod,  and  that 


any  change  in  the  law  wouldpresen^ 
some  practical  difficulties.  Etackney 
carriage  licences  are  on  the  same  footing^- 
as  the  other  establishment  licences 
(ordinary  carriages,  servants,  and  armo- 
rial bearings)  and  the  dog  licences. 

Mb.  J.  BOWLANDS :  Upon  the  3rd 
of  June  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held . 
out  some  hope  that  an    arrangement' 
might  be  come  to  between  the  Home- 
Office  and  the  Board  of  Inland  Bevenue. 
Does  he  see  any  chance  of  that  arrange- 
ment being  arrived  at? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  stated  that  I 
would  communicate  with  the  Board  of 
Inland  Bevenue  in  order  to  see  whether* 
anything  could  be  done,  and  the  answer* 
I  have  given  to  the  question  of  the  hon.. 
Gentleman  gives  the  result  of  that  com- 
munication. 

THE  SHANNON  DRAINAGE  BILL  ANI>' 
THE  IRISH  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick):  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Inspectors 
of  Irish  Fisheries  gave  public  notice  of 
their  intention  to  hold  inquiries  at  Ath- 
lone,  Elillaloe,  and  Limenok,  as  to  what 
effect  the    works  proposed  under  t^e- 
Shannon  Drainage  Bui  would  have  on 
the  Shannon  fisheries;  that  the  Board  of 
Works,  in  aletter  dated  9th  July  ultimo, 
promised  to  have  one  of  their  engineers  ^ 
present  at  the  inquiry  to  explam  tho 
nature  and  extent  of  the  proposed  works^. 
of  which  the  Shannon  Fishery  Conser- 
vators were  left  in  ignorance ;  and  that 
on  the  faith  of  this  promised  information 
a  larg^  number  of  landed  and  riparian 
proprietors,    conservators,   professional 
gentlemen,    and    fishermen  had    come 
long  distances,  at  great  personal  incon- 
venience, to  attend  the  mrst  of  these  in- 
quiries at  Athlone  on  Wednesday,  31st. 
ultimo ;  whether  the  Board  of  Works 
were  represented  at  this  meeting ;  and, 
if  not,  in  face  of  their  summons,  to  ex- 
plain   absence;    whether  the  meeting 
proved  abortive  in  the  absence  of  the  in- 
formation which  could  be  supplied  only  - 
by  the  Board  of  Works ;  and,  whether 
he  would  direct  the  Board  of  Works  to- 
give  reasonable  compensation    to    the 
professional  gentlemen  and  other  wit- 
nesses who   attended  the  inquiry,  for 
personal   expenses   and    loss   of   time- 
occasioned  by  a  breach  of  faith  on  the^ 
part  of  the  Board. 


^27 


8hve  Trade 


{COMMONS} 


Cmferenee, 


328 


♦The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
4ibsence  of  the  Board  of  Works  repre- 
sentative was,  I  am  informed,  due  to  the 
^act  that  the  date  of  the  inquiry  had  been 
altered  to  the  3l8t  ultimo,  and  the  noti- 
-fioation  of  the  alteration  miscarried 
•owing  to  the  absence  of  the  Chief  En- 
gineer in  London  on  a  Parliamentary 
*Oommittee.  The  Fishery  Commissioners 
had,  however,  already  been  furnished 
'with  all  plans  and  available  information ; 
and,  under  these  circumstances,  I  can- 
not admit  any  liability  on  the  part  of 
the  Board  of  Works  for  the  expense 
^jaused  by  the  adjournmeni. 

IRELAND -PRISON    TREATMENT- 
WHITEWASHED  CELLS. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  what  is  the 
resiUt  of  his  promised  inquiry  as  to  the 
•<K>ndition  of  Francis  TuUy,  prisoner  in 
Limerick  Gaol  for  a  term  of  12  months' 
imprisonment,  and  who  has  been  certi- 
ilea  by  the  District  Prison  Surg^n  to  be 
suffering  from  catarrhal  ophthalmia ;  and 
if  he  can  state  the  nature  of  his  offence, 
'by  what  Magistrate  tried,  and  what 
,period  he  has  been  in  gaol  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  The  (General  Prisons 
3oard  inform  me  that  the  Medical 
Officer  of  the  prison  reports  that  the 
prisoner,  Francis  TuUy,  had  been  treated 
-for  slight  catarrhal  ophthalmia,  but 
that  he  is  now  well  and  his  general 
health  good.  The  prisoner  is  undergo- 
ing sentences  of  two  terms  of  imprison- 
ment of  six  months  each— one  for 
.Assaulting  a  bailiff,  the  other  for 
resisting  and  obstructing  the  Sub- 
4sheriff.  The  committing  Magistrates 
were  Mr.  Hickson,  B.M.,  and  Mr. 
Brady,  RM.  He  has  now  been  10 
months  in  prison. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Con- 
sidering the  numerous  cases  which  have 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
•Government  of  ophthalmia  arising  from 
imprisonment  in  Lish  gaols,  have  they 
Any  objection  to  order  an  inquiry  to  be 
made  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
whitewashed  walls  have  any  injurious 
effect  upon  the  eyesight  ? 

M&.  MADDEN :  As  questions  upon 
that  subject  have  already  been  put  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, I  think  it  would  be  better  that  the 
•question  should  be  repeated  when  he  is 
in  his  place. 


THB  BAND  OF  THB  DUBLIN  WORK- 
MEN'S  CLUB. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  why  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works  have  refused  to  permit 
the  band  of  the  Dublin  Workmen's 
Club  to  play  a  selection  of  music  in  St. 
Stephen^s  Green  Public  Park  on  Sunday 
evenings  during  the  present  summer  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  St.  Stephen's  Groen 
Park  is  a  square  in  the  city  surrounded 
by  private  residences,  places  of  pablio 
worship,  and  a  hospital.  The  Board  of 
Works  have  not  felt  justified,  under  the 
circumstances,  in  permitting  bands  to 
play  in  it  on  Sundays. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  not  this  a  very 
large  square  indeed,  and  cannot  some 
arrangement  be  made  by  whidi  the 
band  can  be  allowed  to  peiriTorm  without 
interfering  with  the  arrangements  for 
divine  service  ?  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  that  the  band 
of  the  Board  of  Works  is  allowed  to 
play  in  the  Phoenix  Pai^. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  shall  be  glad  to 
make  further  inquiry,  but  I  think  it  is 
hardly  fair  to  compare  this  square  to 
the  Phoenix  Park. 

EVICTIONS  ON  LORD  CLANRICARDffS 

ESTATK 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  particulars  he  can  give 
of  the  recent  evictions  on  Lord  Cluiri* 
carde's  estate  in  the  Portumna  district ; 
whether  any  further  evictions  there  aie 
in  contemplation ;  what  offers  of  settle- 
ment, if  any,  were  made  on  the  part  of 
the  landlord  and  of  the  tenants  respee- 
tively;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  Copy  of  any  Correspondence 
between  any  member  or  officer  of  the 
Irish  Government  and  any  persons  act- 
ing in  the  interest  of  the  landlord,  or  of 
the  tenants,  with  respect  to  this  estate? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  On  behalf  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  I  must  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the  ques- 
tion until  to-morrow. 

SLAVE  TBADE  CONFEEENCE. 
Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  TTower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiuis 
what  further  steps  have  been  taken  to 
bring  about  the  promised  Conference  on 
the  Slave  Trade  ? 
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«Thk  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  ]EWu8S0H,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
The  Belgian  Gt>veminent  have  been  in 
«omaiaiiication  with  the  Powers  coo- 
eemed.  From  the  latest  information 
feoeived  from  Brussels  it  appears  that 
tbe  Ooof erence  cannot  assemble  before 
ihe  middle  or  end  of  October. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 
Me.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :   I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  the  Government  intend  to  per- 
•erare  with  the  Irish  Drainage  BiUs  ? 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS :  And  is  it  in- 
tended   to   proceed   with    the  London 
Oounty  Council  (Money)  Bill  ? 
♦Thi  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.    W.   H.   Smith,    Strand, 
Westminster):     It      is    certainly    not 
intended    to    stop    all   the  operations 
of     the     London      Oounty     Council, 
^   therefore  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  London  County  Council 
{Money)  Bill ;  but  it  may  not  be  possible 
to  take  it  this  evening.     With  regard 
to  the  Drainage  Bills,  I  must  ask  the 
W.  Member  to  put  the  question  to  my 
ngiit  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
to-morrow. 

Db.  FARaUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.):  Will  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Infections  Diseases  Notification 
Bill  be  taken  this  evening  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
<K)yEENMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RircHiB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  No, 
6iT. 

THE  DEFEAT  OF  THE  DERVISHKS. 

OoLoiTBL  EYRE  (Lincoln,  Gains- 
horo^h) :  Has  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  any  further  news  from  Sir 
Francis  Grenfell  ? 

♦Ma.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir  Francis 
^^nofall  telegraphed  to  me  last  night 
that  the  loss  amongst  his  force  was  17 
billed,  including  one  English  private 
toldier,  and  131  wounded,  of  whom  six 
vere  Englishmen.  The  House  will,  I 
Am  sore,  be  gratified  to  find  that  so 
stabbom  a  contest  and  so  complete  a 
^Qooess,  showing  great  gallantry  on  the 
psit  of  all  the  troops  engaged,  has 
^^soHed  in  nu  greater  loss  to  our  force. 
Ha  adds:— 

.  **!  Moonaitred  with  moonted  troops  at  day- 
he^  tkit  morning ;  loimd  Dervish  xoroe  com- 
pttteljhrokBa  np  ;  cavalry  following  up  the  few 


fighting  men  that  remain.  I  have  now  over 
1,000  prisoners  and  wounded  Dervishes  here, 
and  lefugees  are  coming  in  fast.  Gunboats 
patrolling.  I  have  sent  Wodehouse*s  column 
south  to  Abu  Simbel  to  head  retreating  Der- 
vishes." 

As  various  questions  have  been  asked  in 
this  House  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
the  Dervishes  who  have  fallen  into  our 
hands,  I  think  hon.  Members  may  like 
to  hear  an  extract  from  a  private  letter 
written  to  me  by  Sir  Francis  Grenfell 
on  this  subject,  dated  22nd  ultimo : — 

"  I  think  you  may  be  glad  to  Imow  that  all 
my  officers  are  doing  their  very  best  to  alleviate 
distress.  All  who  come  in  are  rationed  and 
well  treated.  I  have  sent  up  five  large  sailing 
boats  full  of  food  and  medical  comforts,  with 
a  doctor,  to  pick  up  and  feed  starving  Dervishes. 
We  have  now  (July  22)  relieved  not  less  than 
1,200,  and  above  400  I  have  sent  straight  down 
to  Cairo." 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Oockermouth) :  Does  General  Grenfell 
state  the  estimated  number  of  the 
enemy  slain? 

♦Me.  E.  stanhope  :  No.  Sir  ;  he 
does  not  say  that  in  his  last  Despatch. 
Sib  W.  BAETTELOT  (Sussex, 
Horsham) :  May  I  ask  my  right  hon. 
Friend  whether,  with  the  exception  of 
the  20th  Hussars,  any  British  troops 
were  employed  P  It  is  stated  that 
there  were  five  or  six  British  soldiers 
wounded. 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Some  of  the 
British  officers  belonged  to  the  Egyptian 
Army.  The  20th  Hussars  was  the  only 
British  force  engaged.  A  portion  of  the 
force  was  composed,  not  of  black  troops, 
but  of  fellaheen. 

THE   DONEGAL   BATTERING  RAM. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  On 
the  16th  of  April,  in  reply  to  a 
question  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Holmfirth  Division  (Mr.  H.  Wilson), 
the  Chief  Secretary  stated  that  the  cost 
of  the  Donegal  battering  ram  was 
£48  18s.  3id.  If  that  cost  is  charged 
upon  the  public,  the  amount  should 
appear  somewhere  on  the  Estimates, 
and  we  ought  to  be  able  to  find  out  from 
what  public  fund  it  comes.  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Constabulary 
Estimate  is  to  be  taken  to-morrow,  will 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  state 
where  this  item  is  to  be  found? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  not  responsible ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  give  notlse, 
I  will  make  inquiry. 
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Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  May  I,  then,  ask 
th^  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  under 
what  head  of  the  Estimates  the  batter- 
ing ram  is  charged  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  question.  The  aocounts  do 
not  come  before  the  Treasury. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  to  whom  I  am  to  apply?  I  have 
already  asked  three  Officers  of  the 
Grown,  without  effect. 

*Mb.  speaker  :     It  is  certainly  not 
for  me  to  answer  that  question. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL:  Then,  on  my 
own  responsibility,  I  will  put  the  ques- 
tion to  the  fountain  of  all  knowledge, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentieman  will  give  notice  of  the 
question. 
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TRINITY    COLLEGE    (DUBLIN). 

Ordered — 

<*  Return  ahowing  the  gross  and  net  revenues 
of  the  College  for  the  year  1888,  the  total 
amount  of  ^e  incomes  of  the  Provost  and  of 
the  Senior  FeUows,  and  the  total  amount  of  the 
inoomes  of  the  Junior  Fellows,  the  salary 
attached  to  eadi  Professional  Chair,  and  whe- 
ther the  Chsdr  is  held  by  a  Fellow  or  not ;  the 
number  of  Undergraduates  on  the  College  books 
on  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1888,  and  how 
many  belong  to  each  religious  denomination 
classified  as  (a)  Protestant  Episcopalians ;  (b) 
Presbyterians ;  (c)  Roman  Catholics  ;  and  (d) 
all  other  denominations." — {Mr,  W,  A.  Mae^ 
donald.} 

POLICE  (COST.) 

Ordered — 

<«  Address  for  Return  of  the  Cost  of  the 
Police  in  each  of  the  Boroughs  of  Great 
Britain  having,  according  to  the  Census  of 
1881,  a  population  of  over  100,000  inhabitants, 
for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of  September 
1888,  and  in  the  City  of  London,  the  Metro- 
politan Police  District,  and  the  Dublin  Metro- 
S>litan  Police  District  for  the  year  ended  Slst 
IV  of  March  1889,  giving  in  each  case  the 
following  items,  in  Columns  numbered  as 
b^ow: — 

1.  Name  of  place. 

2.  Estimated  population  in  1888. 

3.  Rateable  value. 

4.  Acreage. 

5.  Estimated  number  of  inhabited  houses. 

6.  Length  of  streets,  squares,  &c.,  in  miles. 

7.  Strcmgth  of    Police   Force,    vis. :    (a) 

Average  daily  number  employed  at 
private  cost;  (b)  Estimated  daily 
number  employed  in  ordinary  Police 
duties,  includmg  idl  detectives. 
Court  duties,  &c. 
0^  QhrosB  total  cost  of  Police,  exdusive  of 
amounts  charged  against  loans. 


9.  Sums  reottved  for  q>ecial  aerrioei  of 
both  (a)  and  (b)  of  Colamn  7,  and 
^m  the  Treasury  for  the  ooovef- 
anoeof  prisonen. 

10.  Sumspaidforrent,  rates  and  tufli,s&d 
and  in  erection  or  purohase  of 
buildings  or  purchase  of  grotind, 
exclusive  of  tne  amounts  diaiged 
against  loans. 

11.  Coat  of  Police,  less  the  two  pieosii&g 
itema. 

12.  Superannuations  and  grataities  other 
than  those  paid  out  of  the  Suponn* 
nnationFund. 

18.    Amount  of  Gk>vemment  Gmat  towiid» 

pay  and  clothing. 
14.    Number  of  Police  employed  in  ordinary 

Police  duties  per  410,000  rateaUfr 

value. 
16.    Number  of  populatioa  to  each  oflie«in 

Column  7  (b). 

16.  Number  of  acres  to  each  oiBoer  ix^ 
Column  7  (b). 

17.  Number  of  inhabited  houses  to  each 
officer  in  Column  7  (b). 

18.  Number  of  miles  to  each  officer  ift 
Column  7(b). 

19.  Go0t  of  Police  in  Column  11  per  pouxki 
rateable  value. 

20.  Coat  of  Police  in  Column  1 1  per  in* 
halntant 

21.  Coat  of  Police  in  Column  1 1  per  acre. 

22.  Cost  of  Police  in  Column  11  per  in* 
habited  house. 

28.    Coat  of  Police  in  Column  11  per  mile. 

24.  Cost  of  Police  in  Column  11  per  oon- 
stable  employed  in  ordinary  Felice 
duties. 

26.  Cost  of  Police  in  Column  11  per  con- 
stable employed  in  ordinaxy  Potior 
duties,  less  the  cost  of  BuperannoS' 
tion  deficiency  (Column  12). 

26.  Cost  of   Polioe   to  the    Local   Baiba^ 

bdng  the  difference  between  the^ 
amounts  in  Columns  11  and  13. 

27.  Cost  of  Police  in  Column  26  per  pooni 

rateable  value. 
And,  in  the  case  of  Dublin  only,  givingpar^ 
ticulars  of  any  local  or  incidental  ohar||e  paid 
over  to  the  £xohequer  aa  an  extra  receipt  be* 
yond  the  amount  of  the  Polioe  Bate  given  in^ 
Column  26."— (Ifr.  Murphy.) 

PUBLIC  W0BK8   L0AH8. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson^  Bill  to  giant 
money  for  tiie  purpose  of  certain  Looal  Loana,. 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  to  Local  LatoB) 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jaiteoa  and 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  tinae.  [BiUSefi.]. 

ORDERS  OF  TEB  DAT. 


PfUNOE  OF  WALES'S  OHHiDBBlir  BOL. 

(No.  368.) 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
<<  ThattheBill  be  now  readath&dttfte^'^ 
^Ur.  W.  B.  SmUh.) 


898 


IVmes  of  WoMs         { Airousr  5,  1 889} 


Childrm  BOi. 


334 


^fklABOUOHERE  (Northampton) : 

We  haye  now  reached  the  last  stage  of 

Mb  Bill,  and  it  is  very  obvious  that  it 

will  be  carried.    We  have  been  unable 

to  make  those  alterations  in  Oommittee 

viuch  we  thought  might   have,  to  a 

certain  extent,    mitigated    the    objeo- 

tioDfl  to  it.     Although  the  reasons  we 

have  urged  against  we  Bill  have  not 

ooniineed  the  House,  they  have,  not- 

vittiftanding,  remained  unanswerable 

and  unanswered.     I  do   not  propose 

to  go  through  those   reasons    again. 

Through  some  accident  a  Division  was 

not  taken  on  the  Second  Reading  stage, 

and  it  is  only  proper,  therefore,  that  a 

Difision  should  be  taken  now,  because 

this  i§  one  of  those  Bills  in  which  it  is 

most  desirable  to  establish  no  precedent 

that  can  be  used  to  the  disadvantage 

of  the  taxpayers  in  subsequent  years. 

Bat    there    are    two     misconceptions 

wbkb  have  arisen  from  the  speeches 

of  the  Ohanoellor   of  the  Exchequer 

and    the     right     hon.    Member    for 

Denbigh  (Mr.  Q.  0.  Morgan}  that  I 

«m  anxious  to  correct.    The  Onancellor 

otthe  Exchequer  said  that  Her  Majesty 

does  not  possess  the  means  of  providing 

for  all  her  grandchildren  in  a  manner 

heBtting  their  station  and  dignity. 

Ihb  OHANOELLOB  of  thb  EX- 
OHEaUEB(Mr.  Oosohsn,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  said,  as  the  House 

vmild  desire.      

Ub.  IABOTJOHERE:    I,    for    my 

ptr^  deny  that  there  is  any  particular 

itation    and  dignity    enjoyea   by  ^e 

midehild  of  the   first  Magistrate  of 

this  eoontry.     I  consider  that  a  grand- 

diild  ou|^ht  to  lapse  into  the  general 

ooamumty.        But,    apart   from    this, 

I  absolutelv  deny  the  hard  statistical, 

•nthmetical    fact    that    Her    Majesty 

Itta  not  enough  to  provide  for  those 

of  her  grandchildren  who  need  pro- 

viwttlmeof  whattheHouse  woulddeem 

tt  aoiount  befitting  their  station  and 

^puty.    It  seems  to  me  tiie  Ohancellor 

wthe  Ekdiequer  was  playing  upon  the 

WQid^'alL"    Mer  Majesty  has  83  grand- 

flliiUm,  but  some  of  these  graadddl- 

Amb  are  the  eona  and  daughters  of  the 

oUdNa  of    Her    Majesty,  who  have 

anaied  the  Sovereigns  of  foreign  States 

0*  ttoee  who  will  be  the  Sovereigns  of 

iMfanSftatei.    These  ought  to  be  elim- 

iHllOy^  beeauae   they  do   not  require 

19  ka  ptovided    fbr.      We   ther^ore 

hm94  to  deal  with   13   grandchildrea 
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and  no  more.  When  we  were  in  Com* 
mittee  upstairs,  a  sum  was  stated  which 
represented  the  interest-producing  in- 
vestments of  Her  Majesty.  We  are  not 
at  liberty  to  mention  this  sum,  but  aa 
regards  realty,  it  is  unquestionable  that^ 
Her  Majesty's  three  estates  of  Osborne, 
Olaremont,  and  Balmoral  would  sell  for- 
a  large,  sum  if  cut  up  into  small  lots. 
Of  course,  I  am  not  claiming  that  Her 
Majesty  ought  to  sell  them  during  her 
lifetime,  but  there  can  be  no  question  that- 
if  she  did  so  to-morrow,  and  if  she  were 
to  add  to  the  amount  realised  her  present 
personalty,  bhe  would  have  sufficient  to- 
make  such  provision  for  these  12  gprand- 
children  as  would  maintain  them  in  what 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  calle 
their  station  and  dignity.  I  estimate' 
that  these  three  estates  of  Balmoral, 
Osborne,  and  d^remont,  would  realise* 
at  least  £600,000.  I  would  undertake 
to  find  persons  who  would  give  more 
than  that  for  them  to-morrow,  so  that 
I  am  in  reality  undervaluing  them. 
Taking  it  that  double  the  amount  that 
on  an  average  the  younger  son  of  a 
Duke  generally  gets  would  be  a  be- 
fitting state  and  dignity  to  the  child  of 
a  younger  child  of  the  Queen,  during 
Her  Majesty's  life,  which  I  hope  wiU 
be  lonff  preserved.  Her  Majesty  can,, 
if  she  pleases,  give  to  her  younger  chil- 
dren the  interest  that  she  receives  from 
the  investments  which  it  is  admitted 
that  she  has  made,  for  there  is  no  kind 
of  necessity  for  her  to  make  further 
economies,  and  to  put  by  further  suma 
in  order  to  enable  her  to  give  her  grand- 
children what  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer thinks  that  they  ought  ulti- 
mately to  have.  This  leaves  untouched 
the  Privy  Purse,  and  the  revenues  de* 
rived  from  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  produces  £38,000 
more  than  at  the  commencement  of  her 
reign,  and  she  has  £16,000  from  exoessea 
on  Oiasses  2  and  3 — which  is  annually^ 
transferred  to  her  private  account.  She 
has  therefore  £54,000  per  annum  more 
than  was  estimated  as  her  private  allow- 
ance when  the  Oivil  List  was  fixed ;  and 
surely  out  of  this  she  might  allow  the 
£36,000  to  the  Prince  of  Wales  for  hia 
children,  instead  of  asking  us  to  vote  it 
out  of  the  Oonsolidated  Fund.  I  am 
taking,  in  these  calculations,  the  fibres* 
as  they  were  given  to  the  Oommittee^ 
but  I  never  yet  understood  whether 
they  include  the  legacies  received  fironk 
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the  late  Prince  Consort  and  from  Mr. 
17ield.  When  I  asked  upstairs,  I  was 
told  we  must  not  pry  into  the  private 
affairs  of  the  Queen.  I  never  asked  the 
Tirst  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  give  us 
any  figures,  but  when  they  were  given 
to  me,  I  thought  that  I  was  entitled  to 
ask  for  some  explanation  of  them  in 
order  to  ascertain  what  they  did  and 
what  they  did  not  include.  I  do  not 
know  even  now  -whether  they  include 
these  legacies. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  They  do. 

♦MB.LABOUCHERB:  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  says  they  do.  The  second 
misconception  to  which  I  would  refer 
arose  from  the  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
JViend  the  Member  for  Denbighshire, 
who  said  that  the  Queen  cannot  be 
•expected  to  discharge  her  old  servants. 
2^ow,  there  never  was  a  question  of 
discharging  old  servants.  I  do  not 
know  what'  my  right  hon.  Friend 
means  by  '*  old  servants."  The 
«ervant8  I  had  in  my  mind  cannot 
be  called  old  servants.  They  are  the 
political  gentlemen  Who  go  out  with 
one  Ministry  and  come  in  with  another. 
They  cannot  in  any  sense  be  called  old 
servants  of  Her  Majesty.  They  are 
nominally  appointed  by  Her  Majesty,  but 
they  are  practically  appointed  by  the 
the  Minister  of  the  day  lor  the  services 
they  have  rendered  to  their  Party. 

♦Mb.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (Denbighshire): 
May  I  explain  ?  What  I  said  was  that 
it  would  be  rather  hard  to  call  upon 
Her  Majesty,  at  her  present  age,  to 
revise  her  whole  establishment,  with 
the  necessary  result  of  turning  away 
old  servants. 

♦Mb.  LABOUCHBRE:  It  would  n»t 
le  necessary  to  ask  Her  Majesty  to  re 
Tise  her  whole  establishment,  because  the 
^ntlemen  in  question  are  not  perma- 
nently on  Her  Majesty's  establishment. 
They  are  Peers  and  others  who  want 
to  get  a  good  thing,  and  do  get  a 
^tood  thing,  whenever  a  change  of 
Ministry  occurs.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that,  in  the  autumn  of 
h^r  life,  Her  Majesty  ought  not  to  be 
oalled  upon  to  make  changes  which  is 
tantamount  to  what  my  right  hon. 
JViend  said  just  now.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Denbighshire  know 
that  last  year  certain  gentlemen, 
amongst  others  the  Chancefior  of  the 
Eabobequer,  SirB.  Welby,  Earl  Sydney, 
and  Ht  H«  P<nisonby ,  actually  aaet  to  see 
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whether  any  economical  changes  oonld 
be  effected  ?     It  is  perfectly  obvious 

those  gentlemen  did  not  meet  in  opposi- 
tion  to   the    desire   of    Her  Majesty. 

On  the  contrary,  they  undoubtedly  met 
together  by  the  express  desire  of  Qer 
Majesty  to  see  whether  her  establishment 
could  be  revised.  I  do  not  think  I  am 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  questi<m  of  tiie 
Buckhounds  was  gone  into,  and  the 
suggestion  was  made  that  money  nugbt 
be  saved  by  putting  an  end  to  that 
silly  and  foolisn  absurdity.  The  Back- 
hounds  cost,  I  suppose,  about  £12,000 
a  year. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No. 

♦Ma.  LABOUCHERE:    I   say  yes: 
but  call  it  £10,000. 

♦Mb.  W.H.SMITH:  No. 

♦Mb.   LABOUOHERE  :  Then  call  it 
£6,000   if  you  like.      The    right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  more  of  a  Nimrod  than 
I  am  and  possibly  knows  more  about 
these  matters  than  I  do,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  hardly  contend  that 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  is 
involved  in  having  a  number  of  tame 
dog^    to    run    after   a  tame    stag   to 
the    ridicule    of    all    true     sportsmen) 
and      in       giving      a      Peer    £1,700 
per    annum     to     gallop     after    these 
animals.    No  member   of    the    Boysl 
Family  ever  thinks  of  going  out  with 
them.    It  was,  I  believe,  sug^sted  by 
this  Committee    that    many    honorary 
officials    should  be  got   rid    of.      Bot 
the  very  suggestion  caused  a  flutter  ia 
the  dovecote,  and  I  believe    that  Lovd 
Salisbury    lumself,     as    the     provider 
of  booty  for    the    gentlemen    I    have 
alluded     to,    objected    to     have    the 
the  amount  of  the  booty  at  his  disposal 
diminished.    Therefore  it  is  olear  that  in 
making  the  suggestion  for  eoonomies  ia 
Her  Majesty's  establishment,  I  was  only 
supporting  the  action  of  Her  Majesty.  ' 
In  conclusion  I  wish  to  reocnrd  my  mo- 
test  against  the  idea  that  ike  Badical 
Party   has  devoted  an  undue  amouat 
of  time  to  the  discussion  of  the  Bc^il 
Grants.    It     must     be     remembered 
that    in    this    matter  we  are    givinff 
Grants    to    the    third    generatioft.   1 
fully  admit  that  we  have  no  right  to 
alter  the  total  of  the  Civil  Ijist  grai^ 
to  Her  Majesty  at  the  ooaunenoemesioC 
her  rdp;n.    But  wh^i  we  «ure  asked  tt 
add  to  it^  it  is  well  to  point  out  that  Ae 
public  aresiok  and  tired  ef  ^  the  ttw- 
sease  and  te«|f oqisry  jiurolved  ia  tb» 
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(Svil  List.    It  is  said  that  we  should 
oompare  its  amount  with  that  of  Russia 
or  Germany,  but  this  would  be  an  im- 
proper comparison,  because,  although, 
theoretically,  a  Monarchy,  this  country 
upractioally  a  Bepublic  with  a  heredi- 
tary President  at  the  head  of  it.    The 
lurer  thing  would  be  to   compare    it 
▼ith  the  expenditure  of  the  President  of 
the  United    States,    or    of    President 
Cirootia  France.    Por  my  part  I  think 
that  in  future  the  Duchies  of  Oornwall 
and  Lancaster  ought  to  provide  for  the 
&rereign  and  the  Sovereign's  Family, 
amounting  as  the  Bevenues  of  those 
Doehies  do  to  something  like  £110,000 
It  year.  My  main  objection  to  the  course 
we  are  taking  is  that  we  are  prejudicing 
the  question  of  the  Civil  List  of  the  next 
reign.    I  also  protest  against  the  idea 
that  in  this  opposition  to  the  Eoyal 
Oraats  there   is  any  insidious  design 
against  the   Monarchy,  as    has    been 
Merted  by  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  and  others,  or  that  there  is 
^y  discourtesy  to  the  Queen.     I  have 
had  no  idea  of  anything  in  the  nature 
of  discourtesy.     While  I  do  not  think 
that  I  am  open  to  the  charge  of  being 
^««it)U8  to  curry  favour  with  Royalty 
I7  lip- service  in  this  House,  I  repeat 
w^  1  admire  and  respect  Her  Majesty 
perK)na)ly   on   account  of  her  conduct 
SI  a  woman  and  her  conduct  as  a  Oon- 
stitntional  Sovereign,  and  that  the  last 
thing  that  I  should  dream  of  would  be 
tty  diecourtesy  towards  her.    I  believe 
^  in  opposing  these  Grants  I  am  only 
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fulfilling  my  duty  to  my  constituents, 
fod  that  I  am.  acting  in  the  best 
Interests,  not  only  of  tne  people,  but 
^of  the  Sovereign.  In  conclusion  I 
^  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
tima  on  this  day  three  months. 

Kb.  storey  (Sunderland)  seconded 
the  Amendment. 

Afliendmeiit  proposed,  to  leave  out 
te  word  "  novr,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Wition  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
vj  three  months." — {Mr.  Zabouehere.) 

Qnsstion  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'sow'  stana  part  of  the  Question." 

Ma.  £.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee): 
Altkotigh  I  have  not  had  the  advantage 
^bsiag  preeent  during  the  whole  of 
AnsDebatee,  I  hope  the  House  will 
^Btm  me  to  state  in  a  few  words  the 
liSOBS  whioh  impel  me  to  vote  against 
ttiAifd  Reading  of  the  BilL    Let  me 


recall  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Bill  has 
g^wn.  It  is  founded  on  the  Report  of 
a  Oommittee  appointed  by  this  House, 
and  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  relation  to 
that  Committee,  and  especially  to  the 
action  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  . 
in  regard  to  it.  For  three  years  I  have 
again  and  again  called  upon  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  to  fulfil  the  undertaking 
given  in  the  last  Parliament  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  system  under  which  these 
Grants  have  been  made  to  members  of 
the  Royal  Family.  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  the  history  of  the  long 
series  of  admissions  and  evasions  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  . 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  of 
the  appointment  of  this  Committee,  but 
I  contend  that  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee,  on  the  Report  of  which  the 
present  Bill  is  founded,  was  no  fulfil- 
ment by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  pledges  whioh  he  had  given  to  this 
House.  Both  this  Government  and  its 
predecessor  were  committed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  whole  system  of  Royal  Grants  inde* 
pendently  of  and  before  any  new  appli- 
cation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) did  not  promise  it  in  order  that  it 
might  consider  any  new  application,  but 
he  promised  to  appoint  it  the  next 
Session  if  he  remained  in  office.  The  . 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  remain  in 
office,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  Uie  Treasury  has  since 
promised  repeatedly  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question  without  any  reference  to 
a  particular  application.  I  do  not  know 
wnether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  . 
admits  that  that  is  a  correct  statement.  . 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  I  wiU  not  go 
back  to  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman,  but  I  will  remind  him  that  ^ 
in  1887  he  distincdy  pledged  himself  . 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed   • 
after  Whitsuntide,  independently  of  any 
new  application  being  made,  and  even  ' 
this  year,  on  the  18th  of  March,  the   - 
right  hon.     Gentleman    said   that  he  ( 
would  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms 
of  the  Reiterence  as  soon  as  the  con- 
dition of   business   afforded  a  reason-    ^ 
able  chance  of  tjlie  recommendations  of  • 
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the  Oommittee  being  proceeded  with. 
In  fact,  for  the  last  three  years  the 
whole  reason  why  the  Oommittee  had 
not  been  appointed  was,  that  the  pres- 
sure of  the  business  of  the  House  would 
not  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
proceed  with  it  as  expeditiously  as  he 
desired.  More  than  that,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  eave  me  a  personal  promise 
that  he  womd  g^ve  me  full  notice  of  the 
tOTms  of  the  HeferencCi  but  I  have  re- 
ceived no  notice  whatever,  and  I  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  pro- 
posing this  Oommittee  on  such  short 
notice  broke'  his  promise  to  me  and, 
what  is  still  more  important,  his  engage- 
ment to  the  House.  For  my  own  part, 
in  opposing  this  Bill,  I  hold  that  we 
ought  to  have  regard  to  the  whole  en- 
dowments of  the  Boyal  Family,  those 
arising  from  the  Oivil  List,  from  the 
Orown  Lands,  the  £oyal  Grants  now  in 
existence,  the  large  sums  gi  anted  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  dignity  of  the 
Boyal  Family  and  Househcnd,  and  also 
the  salaries  paid  to  members  of  the 
Boyal  Family  for  services  in  the  Army 
and  Navy.  The  ap^gregate  of  these 
sums  is  sufficient  without  new  claims 
being  made,  and  what  is  required  is  a 
subdivision  and  redistribution,  such  as 
would  take  place  in  the  case  of  the 
owner  of  a  large  estate.  We  should 
follow,  the  example  of  every  family  in 
the  country,  and  have  a  resettlement  of 
the  family  property  as  the  children  come 
of  age.  I  do  not  find  from  the  Beport 
of  £e  Oommittee  that  even  now  we 
know  the  total  sum  paid  to  the  Boyal 
Family,  but  it  cannot  be  far  short  of 
three-quarters  of  a  million  sterliog,  and 
I  certainly  think  that  that  ought  to  be 
sufficient  for  Her  Majesty  and  the 
diflTerent  members  of  her  family.  I 
certainly  cannot  go  back  to  my  con- 
stituents and  say  that  it  is  not,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  vote  for  this  addition 
of  £36,000  per  annum  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  children  of  the  Prince  of 
Wales.  I  would  congratulate  the  Gt>* 
vemment  upon  having  at  last  informed 
the  House  of  the  total  amount  of  savings 
in  the  various  branches  of  the  Oivil  List, 
but  until  30  or  40  years  ago  this  infor- 
mation was  given  annually  to  the  House. 
Owing  to  the  action  of  Lord  Brougham 
the  GhDvemment  withdrew  the  informa- 
tion which  had  been  previously  given ; 
and  since  that  time  each  successive 
Government  has  been  guilty  of  a  breadi 

Mr.  E.  BoberUon  ^ 


of  duty  towards  the  House  in  conceal* 
ing  the  real  facts  of  the  case.    I  obserre 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  fafoured 
the  House  the  other  day  with  a  legat 
opinion  upon  the  matter,  but  this  is  a 
mere  question  of  the  intentions  of  Par- 
liament, and  I  should  attach  just  as^ 
much  value  to  the  opinion  of  any  hoiir 
Member  of  this  House,  or  to  that  of  a 
boy  who  sweeps  out  a  lawyer's  office  a» 
I  do  to  that  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member.    I  maintain  that  in  withhold- 
ing   the    information    each    suooessiTe 
Gt>vemment  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  duty.      During  all  these  years  we 
have  paid  for  the  audit  of  the  Oivil  List^ 
and  yet  the  information  has  been  re- 
fused.     It  is  only  now  in  order  that 
this  Bill  may  be  passed  that  we  are 
favoured  with  the  information.     With 
regard  to  the  hereditary  revenues  of  the 
Orown,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gto- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Bury  contends 
that    there    is    some  kind  of   private 
ownership  belonging  to  the  Grown  in 
these  estates  which  justifies  its  making 
a  bargain  with  the  country,  but  I  would 

E>int  out  that  this  was  denied  by  Mr. 
bert,  a  gentleman  who  has  been  pro- 
moted and  favoured  by  all  the  Govern- 
ments, and  who  was  at  one  time  legal 
adviser  to  the    Gt)vemment  of  Lidia. 
The  question  is  not  merely  a  legal  one, 
butitis  an  historical  question  as  well,and 
in  this  connection  Mr.  Freeman  also 
denies  the  view  put  forward  on  behalf 
of  the  Government.      For  these  reasons 
I  intend  to  vote  against  the  Bill.  I  wish 
to  protest  against  some  of  the  comments^ 
which  I  have  read  upon  the  action  of  the 
Liberal  section  of  the  House.      Odiomr 
most  unprincipled  in  its  origin  and  its 
character  has    been    cast    upon  those 
Members  in  this  House  who  constitute 
the  majority  of  the  Liberal  Party,  who 
have  opposed  this  Bill.    I  am  glad  that 
I  have  been  able  to  come  to  the  House 
in  time  to  share  in  the  odiam.      I  fully 
endorse  the  conduct  of  those  who  have 
taken  that  part,  and  I  protest  against  the 
language  which  has  been  used  both  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  the  other. 
When  I  reflect  on  the  source  of  thi» 
language,  I  cannot  help  wondering  at 
the  audacity  of  the  persons   who  have 
used  it.    It  has  come  from  two  of  the 
most    notorious    demagogies    in    this 
House;  one  of  them  an   ex-Tory  ap- 
parently in  process  of  conversion  to  the 
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Stdxoal  seotioii  of  the  House,  the  other 
u  ez-Radioal  apparently  in  process  of 
^onTenioQ  to  the  other  side.    Oritioisni 
.from  Buoh  persons  falls  lightly  upon  our 
ahoolders;  we  know  howonsorapalpasly 
the?  are  bidding  for  popular  support 
and  we  treat  it  with  contempt  and  in- 
difference.   I  regret  that  any  reference 
lias  been  made  to  the  personal  savings 
^f  the  Sovereign  in  this  Debate ;  in  my 
omnion,  that  is  a  matter  into  which  no 
Member  of  the  House  has  a  right  to 
inquire,  and  I  think  that  the  (Govern- 
ment have  lowered  the  dignity  of  the 
Kliown  in  making  any  reference  to  the 
•ubjeet    In  opposing  this  Bill  I  feel 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  so  through  no 
want  of  appreciation  of  the  character 
and  services  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen ; 
en  the  contrary,  I  hold  tibiat  Her  Majesty 
is  the  best  and  probably  the  greatest 
Sovereigi  that  this  country  has   ever 
-seen.    Her  place    in    history  will    be 
beside  Queen  Elizabeth  and  probably 
'Cromwell ;  but  I  decline  to  vote  money 
ibr  the    purpose  simply    of   enabling 
Soyal  personages  to  compete  with  vulgar 
plotocrats.     We  all  admit  that  if  we  are 
to  have  a  Monarchy  we  must  pay  for  it. 
We  are  perfectly  willing  to  pay  for  it 
and  to  maintain  it  in  all  reasonable 
-dignity  and  splendour,  but  we  decline 
to  pay  a  single  farthing  more  than  is 
jost  and  reasonable.    I  maintain  that 
we  have  an  abundant  margin  in  the 
-listing  Royal  Grants,  and  I  dare  not 
And  will  not  undertake  to  support  more. 
If  this  question  attracts  more  attention 
tban  any  other,  if  it  should  be  produc- 
tive of  consequences  injurious  and  dieas- 
^roos  to  the  Grown,  the  responsibility 
will  not  be  upon  us  but  upon  you.     I 
-cannot  conceive  anything  more  injurious 
to  the  Grown,  and  more  likely  to  be 
disastrous  to  the  Monarchical  Gonstitu- 
"tion  under  which  we  live,  than  that  in  the 
prasent  oirRumstances  of  the  country  you 
■bonld  insist^  merely  because  two  new 
Soyal  personages   have  come  on   the 
Kene,  on  adding  £40,000  per  annum  to 
the  enormous  burdens  of  the  country. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanarkshire,  Mid) : 
IChe  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  said, 
-MungBt  other  things,  that  the  discus- 
am  on  this  Gb^nt  had  made  it  more 
'^iffisolt  for  any  Minister  to  propose 
Chants  in  future.  I  think  the  voting 
'<n  this  Grant  has  made  it  abso- 
^ntely  impossible  for  any  similar  Bill 
<o  peas  in  the  future^    When  the  last 


Boyal  Grant  was  proposed  only  13 
Members  voted  against  it,  but  in  the 
first  Division  against  the  present  Grant 
116  Members  went  into  the  Lobby 
against  the  proposed  Ghrant.  I  believe 
that  means  that  Boyal  Grants  are  over. 
These  discussions  have  convinced  me 
that  we  in  this  House  are  nothing  like 
so  advanced  on  this  question  as  the 
people  out  of  doors.  However  hon. 
Members  may  vote  here,  I  am  certain 
that  if  a  poll  of  the  constituencies  were 
taken  not  half-a-dozen  constituencies 
would  vote  for  further  Grants.  [  Qru%  cf 
''  Oh,  oh ! "]  I  will  take  as  an  illustration 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  who  so 
well  represents  the  miners  of  the 
Bhondda  Division.  That  hon.  Member 
fell  foul  of  the  prevailing  opinion  in  this 
House,  but  afterwards  when  he  went 
down  to  his  constituents  he  was  re- 
proved because  his  language  had  not 
been  stronger  and  more  violent  than  it 
really  was.  I  am  glad  to  see  from  the 
newspapers  that  other  constituencies  are 
waking  up,  and  are  demanding  from 
their  Bepresentatives  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  which  induced  them  to  vote  for 
this  Grant.  We  in  this  quarter  of  the 
House  have  been  reproached  because 
on  topics  like  this  we  pose  as  advocates 
of  economy,  while  on  other  questions, 
the  payment  of  Members  for  instance^ 
we  pose,  as  it  is  said,  as  the  advocates  of 
extravagance.  There  is  one  thing  cer- 
tain, and  that  is,  that  everyone  in  the 
House  knows  very  well  that  if  we 
had  paid  Members  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  get  a  Boyal  Ghrant 
Bill  through  the  HouiiC.  Such  a  fact 
proves  most  clearly  that  the  payment  of 
Members  woiUd  be  one  of  the  greatest 
economies  we  could  possibly  advocate. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  about 
maintaining  the  dignity  of  the  Grown, 
and  I  have  never  as  yet  heard  anyone 
explain  what  is  meant  by  the  digputy  of 
the  Grown.  If  it  means  footmen,  and  gold 
lace,  and  carriages,  I  do  not  want  to  see 
the  dignity  of  the  Grown  maintained. 
Then,  again,  it  is  said  the  Grown  must 
be  rich,  that  the  Grown  would  not  be 
respected  if  it  were  not  rich.  That, 
also,  I  absolutely  and  entirely  deny. 
There  is  one  thing  we  may  bless  our- 
selves for,  and  that  is  that  riches  in 
themselves  are  not  as  much  respected  as 
they  were  a  generation  or  two  ago. 
There  is  nowadays  a  wholesome  tendency 
to  go  behind  wealth  to  its  causes.  When 
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Seople  are  told  that  a  man  is  rich,  they 
o  not  go  straightway  and  worship  him, 
but  they  ask  how  his  wealth  was  got, 
whether  it  was  made  in  a  praiseworthy 
way.  We  have  now  in  London  a  great 
many  more  millionaires  than  ever  before, 
and  more  probably  than  there  ever  were 
in  any  other  country.  We  have  the 
millionaires  of  all  countries  amonest  us. 
I  think  this  is  largely  due  to  the  fact  of 
there  being  no  Court  in  Paris  to  which 
the  French  millionaires  can  resort.  We 
have  here,  too,  any  number  of  American 
and  other  millionaires.  AH  these  people 
oome  to  London  to  enjoy  themselves! 
The  splendour  of  the  Crown,  as  it  is 
called,  leads  to  these  millionaires  coming 
to  London.  \^Hiniiterial  cheerM.']  Yes, 
I  quite  admit  it,  but  I  dislike  their 
coming  here.  I  admit  they  are  very 
useful  to  a  certain  number  of  trades- 
people in  Bond  Street,  but  they  create 
a  tendency  to  extravagance  and  luxu- 
rious living  which  is  had  for  the  people 
of  the  country  as  a  whole.  I  deny  that 
these  cosmopolitan  millionaries  in  Lon- 
don are  good  for  Great  Britain  at  large. 
*Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  dealing  in  a  very  discursive 
manner  with  the  subject. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  :  I  should  Hke  to  go 
on  to  show,  if  I  may,  that  the  Crown 
oould  not  anyhow  be  as  rich  as  some  of 
the  richest  millionaires  in  London,  and 
that  no  Grant  this  House  is  likely  to 
pass  could  enable  the  Crown  to  compete 
with  these  men  in  splendour.  It  is  dis- 
puted what  the  Crown  really  costs. 
Some  Members  have  put  the  figure  at 
£700,000  or  £800,000  a  year.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington 
CLord  R.  Churchill)  asserted  that  the 
Crown  costs  us  almost  £120,000  a  year. 
The  noble  Lord  did  not  go  quite  so  far 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), but  endeavoured  to  make  it 
out  that  the  Crown  costs  us  nothing,  and 
that  we  got  something  thrown  in.  But 
I  maintain  that  the  less  you  put  the 
cost  down  at,  the  more  you  make  it  im- 
possible for  the  Crown  to  compete  in 
rolendour  with  the  rich  men  who  now 
hve  in  London.  The  Crown  of  this 
country  must,  therefore,  rely  for  dignity 
and  respect  upou  something  very  differ- 
ent to  money  and  Grants  from  this 
House.  We  have  had  lately  in  this 
country  a  foreign  potentate  who  is  said 
to  possess  diamonds  to   the  value  of 
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seven  millions  sterling.    I  have  never 
heard  it  suggested  that  the  man  who* 
possesses  the  most  diamonds  is  the  man 
to  be  most  respected.   I  should  like  some 
authoritative  definition  of  the  word  dig- 
nity.    It  is  often  said  that  the  poorest 
labouring  man  in  the  country  has  a  dig* 
nity  of  his  own.  Is  it  disputed  that  a  msni 
cannot  maintain  his  dignity  unless  he  has 
£30,000  or  £40,000  a  year  P    I  look  at 
the  Crown  as  something  very  much  more 
than  a  merely  rich  institution.    When  I 
consider  that  the  Crown  is  the  head  not 
merely  of  this  Kingdom  and  Empire, 
but  the  head  of  the  British  speaking 
peoples  inside  and  outside  the  Empire  ;• 
when  I  consider  that  as   regards  our- 
selves it  is  the  personification  of  our 
national  unity,  and  that  its  pedigree* 
represents  our  history,  I  am  very  sorry 
to  see  the  tendency  to   maintain  the- 
dignity  of  the  Crown  merely  by  lavish 
votes  of  this  House.      Our  royalty  is 
descended  from  g^eat  Kings  who  have- 
built  up  our  history,  who  have  repelled 
foreign  invasion,  and  made  laws  under 
which  we  still  live,  and  I  maintain  that 
Royalty  in  that  sense  will  always  be,  and 
ought  to  be,  respected  in  this  country. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  considered  as  exalt- 
ing the  pedigree  of  the  Crown,  although 
I  maintain  that  a  pedigree  is  a  much  more* 
honourable  thing  than  money.     It  is  a 
much  more  honourable  circumstance  for 
a  man  to  be  descended  from  one  who 
has  done  great^work  for  his  country  than 
for  a  man  to  have  had  a  large  amount 
of  money  left  him. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  he  is* 
forgetting  what  this  Bill  is.  It  is  a  Bill 
to  make  provision  for  the  Prince  of 
Wales'  children.  It  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the' Crown  in  the  general 
sense  in  which  he  is  now  speaking  of. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS :  I  will  merely  say  I 
protest  ag.Hinst  this^Bill  because  it  seems 
to  hold  wealth  as  one  of  the  items  of 
the  respect  of  the  country.  When  I 
think  how  easily  wealth  can  be  obtained 
by  people  who  are  not  respected,  and 
deservedly  so 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  PHILIPPS :  I  think  it  is  bad 
that  we  should  lay  it  before  the  people- 
that  wealth  is  a  necessary  ing^dient  of 
the  respect  properly  paid  to  the  Orown^ 

♦Mb.  ATHERLEYJONES  (Durham,. 
N.W.) :  Although  I  have  been  present 
dWng  the  Debates  upon  the  Ghrant,  I 
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have  not  hitherto  sought  an  opporiunity 
of  expressing  any  opinion  thereon  ;  and 
ihs  with  no  desire  to  protract  the  Debate 
tiiat  I  Tenture  to  oner  a  few  observa- 
tions Bs  to  the  reasons  which  actuate  me 
in  reoording  the  vote  I  have  given  and 
i^all  g;ive.    I  think  it  is  clearly  under- 
stood by  the  country  that  we  Liberal 
Members    would    be    disloyal    to    the 
position     we     occupy,     and     to     the 
promises  we  have   made,  if  we  were 
Ukdnoed    to    abandon    our     duty    of 
wateluDg  most  rigorously  and  jealously 
the    appropriation     of      any     public 
funds  by  the  insinuation  that  we  are 
guilty   of    adopting    a    cheese-paring 
policy.    I  do  not  think  that  charge  pro- 
ceeded with  the  most  exquisite  taste  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  liemberfor  South  Pad- 
diogton  who  has  taken  up  a  very  worthy 
sod  a  very  proper  position  in  endeavour- 
ing to  check  departmental  extravagance 
10  various  branches  of  our  Civil  and 
Military  life.     And  again,  I  feel  it  is  my 
duty  to  protest  in  the  strongest  possible 
manner  against  the  suggestion  that  we 
are  attempting  to  penalise  the  Sovereign 
in  respect  to  the  accumulations  of  funds 
which  are  the  outward  manifestation  of 
the  decorum  and  dignity  with  which  she 
has  maintained  the  Grown.      But  while 
I  take  that  view  I  am  bound  to  enter 
ioto  an  examination  as  to  whether  we 
are  guilty  of  the  charge  which  is  levelled 
against  us.    We  have  been  even  accused 
01  disloyalty.       It  is  somewhat  instruo- 
tiYe  to  find  that  in  the  Debates  in  1837 
on  this  very  subject,  by  Lord  Melbourne 
and  the  other  Members  of  his  Govern- 
ment, the    same   charge  was    levelled 
against    the    Whig  Opposition.       The 
Opposition  of  that  day  were  twitted  in 
wishing  to  substitute  a  Bepublic  for  the 
Monaidiy.     I  think  I  am  entitled  to  say 
that  these  charges  are  as  unfounded  now 
as  they   were  ridiculous  then.      Now, 
while  I  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hoo.  Member  for  Northampton,  I  con* 
^Te  that  it  is  a  constitutional  doctrine 
of  the  Grst  importance  that  the  Sovereign 
ought  to  be  absolutely  dependent  upon 
Parliament  for  its  maintenance,  and  I 
can  eonceive  no  more  dangerous  state  of 
things  than  that  the  time  should  arrive 
vhsQ  the  Grown   and  the  Eoyal  Family 
■honld  have  revenues  independent  of 
Pariiimeiit.      That  is  a  Ck>nstitutional 
iwtilae  not  of  yesterday's  birth,  but 
lAich  was  propounded  on  the  authority 
cff  the  great  statesman  of  1837.  What- 


*  ever  deductions  may  be  made  from  the 
I  value  of  his  speech  on  the  ground  of 
Party  spirit,  Lord  Brougham  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  of  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  House  of  that  day^ 
when  he  protested  against  the  granting 
for  an  almost  unlimited  period  of  colos- 
sal revenues  for  the  Grown.  Lord 
Brougham  also  pointed  out  that  it  would 
be  impossible  for  Parliament  to  come 
to  the  Grown  and  demand  an  account  of 
the  surplus  of  those  incomes  which  had 
been  found  more  than  sufficient  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Throne.  I  entirely  dis- 
agree with  what  fell  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  £. 
Bobertson)  when  he  said  he  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  private  savings  of 
the  Grown.  The  raisen  d^etre  of  our 
position  is  that  the  private  savings  of 
the  Grown  are  funds  which  were  allo- 
cated to  particular  purposes.  I  agree 
with  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  we  have  no  right  to  touch 
those  funds  for  the  purpose  of  appro- 
priating them  to  the  support  of  the 
children  of  the  Prince  of  Wales ;  but  X 
hold  that  the  spirit  of  the  enactments- 
of  1837  and  1841— the  spirit  of  the 
orig^al  settlement  of  the  Givil  List — 
was  that  these  funds  were  effected  with 
a  trust ;  that  trust  was  that  the  funds 
should  be  employed  for  the  particular 
purposes  to  which  they  were  allocated ;. 
that  if  there  was  a  surplus,  that  surplus* 
should  be  used  in  the  reduction  of  debt 
on  other  classes.  The  inevitable  con- 
clusion, therefore,  is  that  if  there  is  na 
deficit  in  other  classes,  any  surplua 
should  be  applied  to  the  general  benefit- 
and  uses  of  the  nation.  It  has  been, 
said  by  great  statesmen  that  the  basis 
and  reason  of  our  granting  to  the  Grown, 
these  various  sums  of  money  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  members  of  the 
Eoyal  Family,  is  that  the  Grown  and  the 
members  of  the  Eoyal  Family  are  cir- 
cumscribed within  narrow  limits  as  to 
the  persons  with  whom  they  can  form 
alliances.  There  is  not  a  Member  of  the 
House  who  does  not  rejoice  that  Her 
Majesty  has  reverted  to  the  more 
ancient  traditions  of  the  Eoyal  Familj 
as  to  matrimonial  alliances;  but 
I  think  it  will  be  admitted  that 
the  claim  of  those  members  of  the 
Eoyal  Family  who  contract  marriages 
outside  the  area  of  members  of  the 
various  reigning  dynasties  to  be  oonr 
sidered  as  members  of  the  Eoyal  Family^ 
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in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
•ceases.  It  is  for  those  reasons,  firstly, 
1>eoaase  I  believe  that  Uus  fund  which 
is  at  the  disposal  of  Her  Majesty  is  a 
tfand  which  is  really  held  in  trust  for 
-the  nation;  and,  secondly,  because  I  con- 
•ceiye  that  we  have  no  right  to  appro- 
priate money  belonging  to  the  nation 
Tor  the  purpose  of  endowing  members 
•of  the  Boyal  Family  who  marry  into 
another  grade  of  society  that  I  oppose 
^this  Graut. 

Mb.    CHARLES    WILSON   (Hull, 
W.) :    I  would    suggest    to   the   hon. 
Member  for  Northampton    the    desir- 
ability of  not  dividing  against  the  Third 
[Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  hardly  antici- 
pate that  my  suggestion  will  be  accepted 
after  the  speeches  that  have  been  made. 
1   voted    with    the    hon.    Member  for 
[Northampton   m   his   Amendment    on 
JPriday  night,  and  I  confess  that  I  was 
influenced  to  a  very  great  extent  by  the 
.speech  of  the  hon.  Member.     Until  I 
dieard  that  speech  I  did  not  make  up 
tny  mind  which  way  to  vote.    I  quite 
.agree  that  the  Civil  List  is  burdened 
with  useless  extravagauces,  and  that  a 
•saving  might  be  eflPected  which  would 
floaeet  this  Grant  for  the  children  of  the 
Prince  of  Wales  without  imposing  any 
additional  burden  on  the  taxpayers  of 
ihe  country.     It  must  be  remembered 
that  now  we  have  an  enlarged  franchise, 
and  that  these  matters  are  discussed 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  land,  and  if  we  wish  to  make  the 
Boyal  Family  respected  and  honoured 
in  this  country,  as  we  all  do,  it  is  un- 
-desirable  in  the  extreme  that  any  feel- 
ing of  irritation  should    be   produced 
amongst  any  class  by  any  further  Grants 
being  asked  for  in  respect  of  members 
•of  the  Hoyal  Family.     The    working 
•classes     feel    very    strongly    on    this 
iSubject,    and  no    doubt    this    feeling 
extends  to  others.      While  I  and  others 
•entertain  such  opinions,  it  is  as  well  it 
ehould  be  stated  that  we  entertein  no 
feeling    of  disloyalty    to    the    Queen, 
but    that,      on      the      contrary,      we 
have    great     admiration    and    respect 
for  Her  Majesty  and  also  for  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  whom    we    admit  has  dis- 
charged the  duties  that  have  fallen  to 
him  with  wonderful  tact  and  discretion. 
I  shall  not  vote  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  if  be  goes  to  a  Division, 
because  I  consider  it  very  undesirable 
{hat  we  take  any  course  which  may 
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appear  to  be  disconrteoos  to  the  Boyal 
iamily.  [^  lauffh.']  An  hon.  Member 
lauffhs;  but,  still,  we  must  consider  that 
we  have  a  great  position  to  hold  among 
the  nations  of  the  world,  and  that  if  that 
position  is  to  be  held  properly  the  Grown 
of  England  must  be  represented  amongst 
all  the  other  great  Monarchical  nations 
of  Europe  in  a  fitting  manner.  I  feel 
that  it  is  extremely  advisable  the  Third 
Reading  should  be  passed  without  a 
division. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWAET  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  in  response  to  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  0.  Wilson).    It  is  quite  dear  it  is 
hardly  possible  for  some  Members  of  the 
House  to  approach  the  consideration  of 
this  question  from  a  purely  Monarchical 
or  representetive  basis.     I  very  much 
object  to  being  obliged  to  say  that  we 
mean  no  disrespect  to  Her  Majesty;  but 
when  I  am  personally  charged  with  being 
disrespectful  to  the  Sovereign,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  resent  the  charg^.      I,  and 
others  with  whom  I  act  in  this  matter, 
stand  here  with  the   simple  object  of 
discharging  our  duty  to  our  constituents. 
Something  fell  from  the  Ohancellor  o! 
the  Exchequer  on  Friday  night  as  to 
Her  Majesty  being  in  the  autumn  of  her 
life.     I  should  like  to  say  distinctly  that 
if  the  refusal  of  this  Grant  would  caase 
Her  Majesty  any  pain  or  inconvenience 
I  should   be  the  last  Member  of  the 
House   to    oppose    the    Grant.     It  is 
dear  to  everyone  who  has  any  know- 
ledge  on    the    subject    whatever  that 
Her  Majesty's  income  is  so  large  that 
if  this  grant  were  withheld  there  would 
be  no  interference  whatever   with  her 
personal  comfort,  but  it  would  simply 
necessitete  the  rolling  up  of  a  smaller 
fortune  than  hitherto.    Therefore,  keep- 
ing in   view   the    very    large    private 
fortune  of  the  Queen,  I  hold  it  to  be  a 
simple  duty  to  vote  against  the  Third 
Beading  of  the  BilL 

The    House    divided  : — Ayee     136; 
Noes  41.— (Div.  list.  No.  2b20 

Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

j     Bill  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

COINAGE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  [EXPENSBS]. 

Besolution  reported — 

'*  That  it  18  expedient  to  aathoriaa  tlie  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Fania- 
I  ment,  of  any  expenses  incunred  by  the  exchange 
of,  or  payment  for,  gold  coins,  under  the  pro- 
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Tjiiooiof  any  Acfc  of  the  present  Seflsion  to 
4tmen(l  *The  Coinage  Act,  1870,  as  respects 
Li|^  Odd  Goins.'* 

Beaolation  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY. 
Oonsidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 
OiAsa  IV. 

£2,104,339,  to  complete  the  sum   for 
Pnblic  Education. 

•The  VIOE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
OOUNOIL  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke, 
Kent,  Dartford) :  I  believe  I  shall  be 
foUowing  the  usual  course  if  I  commence 
tiie  observations  I  shall  have  to  make 
to  the  Oommittee  by  explaining,  in  the 
£r8t  place,  what  work  has  been  done  in 
tiie  pa$t  educational  year.  The  sum 
TOtedfor  1888-89  was,  on  the  original 
Estimate,  £3,576,077 ;  but  there  wassub- 
sequently  a  Supplementary  Estimate  of 
£24,690,  making  a  total  of  £3,600,767. 
The  total  expenditure  for  the  year  was 
£3,600,692,  so  that  a  balance  was  left 
of  £75.  The  chief  cause  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  that  the  rate  of 
^lant  per  day  scholar,  estimated 
at  17s.  6Jd.,  reached  17s.  7id.  The 
total  sum  required  for  the  year  1889-90, 
for  which  I  ask  the  Oommittee  to  be  re- 
iponsibltf,  is  £3,684,339,  or  an  increase 
<m  the  sum  originally  voted  for  the  year 
1888-89  of  £108,262,  or.  allowing 
for  the  Supplementary  Estimate,  of 
£83,572.  This  large  increase  of 
£108,262  is  accounted  for  by  an  addition 
ef  £101,459  for  annual  grants  for  day 
and  evening  scholars,  now  equal  to 
£3,3:^8,903,  and  of  £1,940  for  training 
^eolleges,  the  sum  being  now  equal  to 
£119,140.  Those  large  sums  are  re- 
quired to  meet  ( I )  an  increase  of  83, 144, 
<v2*d  per  cent  in  average  attendance 
of  day  scholars,  and  3,300,  or  10  per 
«ait  in  the  average  number  of  evening 
scholars;  (2)  an  increase  of  Ijd.  per 
scholar,  or  £27,254  in  grants  to  day 
Mikools,  now  17s.  b^d.  per  head;  and 
(3)  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
atudents  in  the  training  colleges. 
^Rth  reference  to  the  expenditure  for 
salaries  and  staff  there  is  little  or  no 
^bange  to  mention.  There  is  merely  the 
fonnal  increase  both  at  Whitehall  and 
a  tiie  Inspectorate,  the  only  chanee 
«Ming  the  promotion  of  six  writers  to  be 


clerks  to  the  Lower  Division.    With  re* 
gard  to  teachers'  pensions,  although  the 
position  of  matters  is  not,  on  the  whole, 
as  satisfactory  as  could  be  desired,  yet 
an  additional  sum  is  being  paid  by  the 
State  for  so  worthy  an  object.   Provision 
has  been  made  for  four  additional  pen- 
sions at  the  highest  rate  of  £30,  17  at 
£25,  13  at  £20,  the  total  number  now 
in  receipt  of  pensions  being  607.    In 
June,  1884,  the  restriction  imposed  upon 
the  number  of  pensions,  so  far  as  it 
affected  the  claims  of  teachers  employed 
before  August,  1851,  was  relaxed,  with 
the  result  that,  whereas  in  1884  there 
were  17  pensions  of  £30,  now  there  are 
45.    In  1884  there  were  86  pensions  of 
£25,  now  there  are  257.    In  1884  there 
were  129  pensions  of  £20,  and  now  there 
are  305.    The  addition  to  the  annual 
cost  of  teachers'  pensions  is  £8,600,  the 
total  sum   provided   for  pensions  and 
gratuities  being  £14,215.     I  will  now 
give  a  few  statistics  as  to  the  rate  of 
progress  in  the  elementary  schools  in 
the  past  year.    I  will  give  a  comparison 
of  the  number  of  schools  inspected  be- 
tween 1887  and  1888.     In   1887  the 
number  of  schools  inspected  was  19,154, 
in  1888  the  number  was  19,221,  or  an 
increase  of  67.    Again,  in  1887  we  found 
school     accommodation    for    5,279,000 
children,  and  in  1888  for  5,356,000,  or 
an  increase  of  77,000.     The  scholars  on 
the    register  in    1887  were  4,635,000, 
and  in  1888  they  were  4,687,000,  or  an 
increcue  of   52,000.     The  average  at- 
tendance  at  the  schools  in  1887  was 
3,527,000,  and  in  1888  it  was  3,615,000, 
or  an  increase  of  88,000.     With  respect 
to  the  percentage  of  the  average  attend- 
ance to  *  the  numbers  on  the  register,  it 
is  satisfactory  to  note  that  we  have  got 
over  the  slight  decrease,  or  rather  the 
halting  progress,  of  the  two  preceding 
years.      In    1887  the   percentage  was 
76-1.     In  1888  it  was  771.     There  was 
thus  a  solid  gain  of  1  per  cent  in  1888 
as  compared  with  1887.  The  percentage 
of  passes  in  standard  subjects  in  1887 
was  87-32,  and  in   1888  it  was  87*97. 
The  number  of  scholars  examined  in 
Standards  lY  and  upwards  is  a  fair  test 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  teaching  in  the 
schools,  and  there  also  satisfactory  im- 
provement is  indicated.    The  number 
examined  was  912,000  in  lb87,  and  in 
1888  it   was  953,000,   showing  an  in- 
crease of  41,000,   or    of  4-5  per  cent. 
The  percentage  of  such  scholars  to  the 
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lotal  number  was  in  1887  36*3,  and  in 
1888  37'4,   or  an  increase  of    I'l  per 
cent.    Now  I  will  take  another    item 
which  has  been  again  and  again  dis- 
cussed   in    the  House,   and    which    is 
acknowledged  to  be  of  very  great  im- 
portance as  regards  the  future  domestic 
happiness  of  the  girls  in  the  schools.     I 
re^r  to  the  teaching  of  cookery,  and  I 
ask  the    House    to   listen    to    a    few 
figures,  because  thej  show  that  since 
I  gave  a  pledge  some  two  years  ago 
that  the  Department  would  do  its  ut- 
most to  promote  instruction  in  cookery 
we  have  made  rapid  progress  in  that 
matter,  although  we  have  not  yet  reached 
the  maximum  point.      The  number  of 
girls  earning  the  cookery  grant  in  1 887 
was  30,431,  and  in  1888  it  was  42,159.  or 
an  increase  of  1 1,728.     I  will  now  give 
the  number  of  certificated  teachers.     In 
1887  it  was  66,547,  and  in  1888  68,683, 
or  an  increase  of  2,136.     The  number 
of  pupil  teachers  has  risen  from  28,930 
in  1887  to  29,901  or  an  increase  of  971. 
Looking  at  those  figures  as  a  whole, 
they  show   a  decided  though  (O'adual 
improvement  in  the   efficiency    of  the 
work  done  in  the  elementary  schools. 
They  indicate  naturally  a  rather  lower 
rate    of     increase    than    in     previous 
years,  except  on  two  heading^,   which 
I    consider    of   the    greatest    import- 
ance.     In  the    first  place,  there   is  a 
Solid    increase    in    the    percentage    of 
average  attendance  to   the  number  on 
the  registers.     In  fact,  we  have  made 
up  the  lost  ground  of  the  two  preceding 
years.     In  the  second  place,  there  is  a 
large  addition  to   the  cookery  grants, 
showing  the  advantages  of  the  centre 
system    of    teaching    and     peripatetic 
teachers.     In  1 884  the  number  of  girls 
taught  cookery    was   7,600;    in    1885, 
17,700;  in  1886  the  increase  was  6,672, 
or  38  per  cent ;  in  1887  it  was  5,905,  or 
24  per  cent;  and  in  1888  no  fewer  than 
11,728,  or  38  per  cent,  the  total  being 
42,159,  or  nearly  six  times  the  number 
receiving  grants  in  1884.     The  increase 
in    the    number    of    children    on    the 
regii:ters  has  fallen   from   129,000    to 
52,000  ;  but  the  increase  in  the  average 
attendance    is    the    same    as   in    1887 
(88,000),    showing    that    the    enforce- 
ment of  regularity  of  attendance  has 
more  than  kept  pace  with  the  addition 
to  the  number  on  the  books  during  the 
year  under  review.     I  believe  the  new 
Code  will  have  stimulated  school  attend- 
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ance,  and  there  is  yet  ample  scope  for 
energy  in  that  direction  when  we  re- 
member   that    there    is  now   a  daily 
absence    of    more    than    one    millioik 
children.      I   am  convinced  that  that 
deficiency  might  be  much  further  re- 
duced   by    making    school    life   more 
popular,  and  varying  the  curriculam, 
rather  than  by  fines  and  compolsioii. 
Taking  into  account  all  schools  affording 
elementary    instruction,    there    are  no 
fewer  than  4,800,000  children  on  the 
registers,    or   16*75   per    cent,  of  the 
population :  while  before  the  passing  of 
the  Education  Act  of  1870  there  were 
only  7*08  per  cent,  of  the  population  on 
the   registers  of  such    schools.     That 
result  has  been  achieved  by  the  addition 
of  6,378  voluntary  schools  since  1870, 
providing  accommodation  for  1,668,000 
children,  and  by  the  addition  of  4,562 
Board  Schools,  providing  accommodation 
for     1,809,000     children.      These   ad- 
ditional schools  are  provided^as  follows : 
From   1870   to   1876  there  were  4,896 
Voluntary,    and    1,596    Board   Schools 
provided;   from    1876   to    1882     1,744 
voluntary    and   2,272    Board   SchooU; 
and  from  1882  to  1888,  238  voluntary 
and  694   Board   Schools.      The  soho^ 
supply  may  now  be  considered  as  well 
provided   for,   only   67   schools  of   all 
kinds  being  added  last  year.     Before  I 
leave  these   statistics   I  should  like — 
and    especially    in    view    of    probable 
coming    Debates    on    these    important 
matters — to  give  a  few  figures  with  re- 
gard to  school    expenditure,  and   the 
cost    of    maintaining    our    elementary 
schools.     The  cost  of  maintenance  p^ 
scholar  in  average  attendance  in  Board 
Schools    in    1877    was    £2    4s.    7id., 
as    against   £2    4s.   7^d.  in  1888;  in 
voluntary      schools      the       coat      was 
£l  16s.  4i^d.,  against   £l    168.   4d.  in 
1888,  being  a  decrease  of  ^d. ;  exclud- 
ing London,  the  cost  in  Board  Schools 
was  £1  198.  8^d.,  as  against  £l  193. 8d» 
in  1888  ;  in  voluntary  schools  the  cost 
was  £1  15s.  9^d.,  as  against  £l  158.  Sid. 
In  the  London  Board  Schools  the  cost 
was  £3  Os.  5d.,  as  against  £3  Os.  6^. 
In  1888,  while  in  the  London  voluntary 
schools  the  cost  was   £2  38.  9^d.,  as 
against  £2  4b.  l^d.  in  1888.      London 
excepted,  the  expenditure    throughout 
the  year  has  been  stationary  through- 
out England  and  Wales,  the  net  result 
being  a  diminution  of  ^d.  per  head  in 
the  cost  of  voluntary  schools.      In  Ijon* 
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don,  however,  tlie  cost  of  Board  Schools 
has  risen  l^d.,  and  now  reaches  6b.  3^d. 
a  liead  more  than  in  1884,  while  the 
ooet  in  Toluntary  schools  has  risen  4}d., 
and  now  stands  at  Is.  1 1  ^d.  a  head  more 
than  in  1884.  The  increase  in  the  cost  of 
schools  in  the  rest  of  the  country  has 
bean  daring  the  same  period,  in  Board 
Schools  la.   ll|d.|   and    in    voluntary 
schools  la.    ]}d.        The   increase    of 
cost,  therefore,  in  the  Metropolis  con- 
traata  unfavourably  with  the  rest  of  the 
coontzy.    Contributions  from  the  rates 
amount  to,  per  scholar,  17s.  7^d.,  a  re- 
daction of  l^d.  compared  with  1886-7; 
snbecriptions,  6s.  7j<l.,  the  same  as  the 
year  before ;  payments  by  children  in 
Board  Schools,  88.  ll^d.  per  head;  in 
Tolnntary  schools,  lis.  (}d.  per  head, 
being  a  reduction  of  l^d.  and  Id.  respec- 
tirely .  Compared  w  i  th  the  figures  of  1 8  84, 
the rateshave increased  Is.  4^. per  head, 
the  Tolantary  contributions  have  fallen 
}d.  per  head,  and  the  school  fees  have 
fallen  6^.  per  head  in  Board  Schools 
snd  1^.  per  head  in  voluntary  schools. 
The  increased    cost  per  scholar  from 
1884   to    1888    has   been,    in    Board 
Schools,  2s.  lid.;  in  voluntary  «echool6, 
Is.  2d.    A  reduction  during  the  same 
period  has  taken  place  in  the  fees  and 
conteibutious  of  voluntary  schools  of  2d. 
per  head,  and  in  the  fees  payable  to 
Board  Schools  of  6^d.  per  head.     The 
total  deficiency  has  been  met  in  Board 
Schools  by  an  increase  of  rates  Is.  4id., 
miacellaneous  receipts  Hd.,  additional 
gwnt    Is.    11  Jd. — ^being    a    total     of 
8a.  6Jd. ;  and  in  voluntary  schools  by 
<n  increase    of    endowment  ^d.,   and 
additional  grants  Is.  3|d.— or  a  total 
of  la.  4d.     So  much  for  the  educational 
work  of  the  past  year.    But  if  I  finished 
ntj  statement  here  I  should  be  doing 
not  only  myself,  but  also  the  Department 
with  which  I  am  connected,  a  g^evous 
wivsg.     I  must  therefore  pass  on  to 
^ew  other  matters.     I  have  been  told 
over  and  over  again  during  the  past  few 
oiOBths  that  the  Code  with  which  my 
uoae  has  been  connected  is  much  too 
stringent.    It  is  now  practically  with- 
diawii  from  the  cognisance  of  Parlia- 
BMBt;  but,  so  far  as  my  experience  goes, 
I  ibiak  that  one  of  the  most  indifferent 
osAods  of  enjoying  life  is  to  have  any- 
Odng  like  a  joint  parentage  in  a  Bevised 
Ooi^    The  amount  of  inquiry,  disturb- 
noe;  and    criticism  is  such  as  to  be 
dMoiutely    destructive  of    peace    and 


comfort  so  far  as  this  life  is  concerned.. 
Before   I    proceed    further     with    my 
remarks  however,    I   must  express  my 
extreme  regret  that  the  constant  pressure- 
of  public  business  has    prevented  me 
from  making  an  explanation  of  the  Code. 
I  admit  that  I  have  not  pressed  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the    Leader   of  the* 
House  to  any  great  extent,  and  when  I 
refer  to  the  criticisms  of  the  Code  I  do- 
so  in  no  impatient  and  carping  spirit* 
A  document  so  intricate  and  so  replete- 
with  technical  language  might  easily  be* 
misunderstood,   and,     therefore,  I   an^^ 
not  surprised  at  the  criticism.  The  Code- 
was  criticised  from  two  points  of  view. 
It  was  urged  by  many  that  it  did  not  go- 
far  enough,  so  far  as  education  is  con- 
cerned ;  while  others  said  it  went  so  far 
as  to  injure  the  schools  in  which  they 
were  most  intimately  interested.    I  be- 
lieve,    however,    that     whatever     sins- 
of  omission  or  commission  may  be  in^ 
these  proposals,  it  will  be  acknowledged 
by  all   that,  so  far    as  its  educational 
aspect  is  concerned,  it  is  one  of  the  best^ 
Codes  ever  laid  on  the  Table   of  this- 
House.     I  should  like,  if  I  may  be  per- 
mitted, to  allude  for  a  few  moments  to- 
one  or    two    of    the    more    important 
questions    raised    in    this    document*. 
One  of  the  chief  criticisms  to  which  I 
have  been  subjected  is  that  the  Depart- 
ment  have  only  partially  adopted  the* 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion,   while  they   ought  to   have  been 
adopted  as  a  whole.    It  is  true  that  the- 
Department  have  not  adopted  all  the- 
recommendations    of   the   Commission,^ 
but  with  some  experience  of  the  House- 
and  with  some  knowledge  of  political 
Parties  I  was  aware  that  some  of  those^ 
recommendations  would  have  provoked, 
bitter  Party    controversy.      We    may 
fairly  urge,  therefore,  that  the  Depart-^ 
ment  did  right  in  seizing  upon  recom- 
mendations   which    had    received    tha 
commendation,  not  only  of  those  who- 
signed  the  Majority  Report,  but  of  those 
who  signed  the  Minority  Report  as  well. 
Let  me  deal,  then,  for  a  few  moments, 
with  this  charge.    I  may  turn  to  the* 
page  of  the  Report  in  which  the  minority 
say  that  their  desire  has  been  first  to- 
make  such  recommendation  as  will  give^ 
the  country  certain  inestimable  advan- 
tages for  the  present  large  outlay.     But 
what  happened,  for  example,  in  regard: 
to    ihe    proposal    to    assist    voluntary 
schools  out  of  the  rates?    Those  who 
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represented  the  interests  of  the  majority 
t>f  the  Oommission  held  a  large  meeting 
•Stt  which  this  question  was  discussed, 
and  by  an  enormous  majority  the  pro- 
posal was  rejected.    I  should  like  now 
'to  deal  with  the  most  important  change 
which  was  proposed,  and  that  was  m 
-regard   to    the    administration  of  the 
<}rants.    No  one  has  studied  either  the 
evidence  laid  before  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
•4don  or  the  Majority  or  Minority  Beports 
without  coming  to  this  conclusion — how 
Tory  little  really  was  urged  in  favour  of 
"the  maintenance  of  the  existing  system 
^f  payment  by  results,  and  how  much 
was  urged  against  it.  In  framing  these 
laew  proposals  the  Department  felt,  of 
'Course,    the     heaviest     responsibility, 
because,   so  far  as  educational  results 
were    concerned,    and   particularly   in 
respect  of  the  elementary  subjects,  we 
felt  we  were  leaving  safe  ground.    We 
felt  the  gravest  responsibihty  in  bring- 
dng    these    proposals    before    Parlia- 
«nent.    The  great  complaint  made  and 
'Urged  before  the  Commission  was  that 
^e  existing    system    had    grown    too 
•mechanical  in  its  character,  that  it  pro- 
-duced  nothing  but  a  system  of  cram, 
•and  that,  instead  of  turning  out    the 
pupil  with  all  his  faculties  broadly  and 
widely  developed,  it  looked  upon  the 
wretched  scholar  much  in  the  light  of  a 
machine  calculated  to  grind  so  many 
4)ushels  of  com.     In  regard  to  the  new 
^stem  of  administering  the  grants,  the 
education  Departmenthave  endeavoured 
as  nearly  as  posssible  to  follow   the 
recommendations  of  the  Majority  Beport 
-of  the  Boyal  Oommission.    These  pro- 
posals have  been  criticized  from  various 
qx>ints  of  view.    In  the  first  place,  the 
Department  has  been  told  that  payment 
by  results  would  practically  obtain  under 
the  new  proposals.    My  reply  to  that  is 
^at  nothing  of  the  kind  would  happen, 
and  that  under  them  the^  elementary 
isubjects  woiUd  be  judged  on  the  same 
system  as  class   subjects;   the    whole 
standard  would  be  examined,  and  the 
Inspector  would  judge  accordingly,  and 
"the    award   of    the  grant    would    not 
•depend,   as  heretofore,    on    individual 
passes,  but  on  the  fact  that  the  children, 
4is  a  whole,  had  reached  one  of  three 
standards  which  were  named.     It    is 
difficult  to  explain  the  scheme  without 
the  Oommittee  having  before  them  the 
instructions  which  would  be  issued  to 
Jnspeotors,  but  the  Department  hope  to 
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found  it  on  a  system  which  has  been 
thoroughly   tried   and  tested   in  this 
country.    It  is  said  that  the  aoheme 
leaves  too  much  in  the  hands  of  the  In- 
spectors, but  I  have  to  point  oat  that 
tneee  Inspectors  are  gentlemen  who  have 
been  well  tested  in  we  work  they  have 
to  accomplish,  and  none  will  have  had 
less  than    10  years'  experience.    No 
doubt  the  Inspector's  Beport  will  indi- 
cate to  the  Department  what  grant  a 
school  should  receive,  but  the  Seport 
^riU   have    to   be  of  the  most  seazoh- 
ing     and     thorough    character,    and 
upon    that    Beport    the    Department 
will   have    to  judge.      I   have  ^  been 
told  that    the   new  proposals  will  be 
destructive  of  the  interests  of  many  of 
the  voluntary  schools,  and  that  I  shall 
be  regarded  as  an  immolator  and  de- 
stroyer.   That  I  need  hardly  say,  con- 
sidering my  predilections  and  my  past 
experience,  is  not  precisely  the  line  of 
conduct  I  should  sketch  out  for  myBelf^ 
but  it  would  be  well,  perhaps,  I  snocdd 
state  how  I  believe  tne  proposals  will 
work.     In    the  first  place,  the  lowest 
grant  of  128.  per  scholar,  according  to 
our  late,  proposal,  must,  at  all  events, 
be  awarded  to   every   school  for  two 
years  which  has  a  certificated  teacher. 
1  think  there  was  something  humane 
in  a  proposal  by  which  every  efficient 
school  which  has  a  certificated  teacher 
should  have  two  years,  at   all  events, 
in  which  to   improve   its   position  and 
be  secure  of  the  128.  grant.     I  should 
like  to  explain  the  position   in  regard 
to  the  three   proposed   g^rants  of  I2s., 
14s.,  and  15s.  6d.,  respectively.    Theae 
represent  in  the  three  standards  of  the 
schools,     the    percentage    grant,    the 
merit   grant,   and   the   fixed   grant  of 
4s.  6d.  At  present  no  school  does  obtain 
12s.  per  scholar  unless  it  can  prodooe 
78   per   cent   of  passes;     likewise  no 
school  can  obtain  the  14s.  grant  unless 
it  passes    90   per  cent,  and  no  school 
can  obtain  the  15s.  6d.  gprant  unless  it 
has  96  per  cent  of  passes.     I  find  that 
nearly  20  per  cent  of  all  our  schools 
passed    less    than   78    per   cent,   and 
earned   less    than     12s.     per    scholar, 
and,  therefore,  in  the  case  of  that  SO 
per  cent  the   Department's    proposals 
will   give    an    additional    impetus  to 
improve   the  efficiency   of  the  soho(ds» 
Proceeding  on  we  find  that  37*39  per 
cent  of  our  day  schools  pass  less  than 
90  per  cent  of  the  pupilsy  and  receite 
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]m  than  Us.    I  find  in  most  of  these 

tthools  there  is   the  same   result — an 

mcreaaed  grant  in  every  case  np  to  the 

mazmiQin.    Again,  I  find  that  no  less 

Am  42  per  cent  of  the  remainder  of 

our  Board    Schools  pass  between  90 

md  100  per  cent.    A  large  majority  of 

titMe  pass  between  90  and  96  per  cent. 

There  is  also  a  considerable  gain  in 

grant  per  head  in  each  one  of  these 

achook^   Therefore,   when  I  am  told 

that  this    is  a  vast    scheme  for   the 

demolition     of    voluntary    schools,    I 

eannot  help  regarding  the  statement  as 

somewhat  astounding,  and  I  am  anxious 

to  disoorer  some  fact  or  reason  which 

wiU  aet  as  a  warning  to  me  and  bear 

out  the  assertion. 

IfE.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield) :  The 
light  hon.  C^entleman  spoke  of  the  num- 
b^  of  schools  that  passed  less  than  70, 
leiB  than  80  and  90  per  ceni.  CouM  he 
tell  tts  the  number  of  schools  which 
peeeed  less  than  65  per  cent  and  less 
than  60  per  cent,  and  the  number  that 

^00  grant  at  all  ? 

*8iB  W.  HAET  DYKE :  I  have  no 

donbt  I  could  get  the  information  from 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  have 

1^  the  figures  with  me.    I  know  that, 

Mow  65  per  cent,  there   are  a   good 

many. 

lU  MUNDELLA :  Yes. 

*8iE  W.    HAKT  DYKE:    Before  I 

le«?e  this  point,  I  may  say  that,  in 

nipeet  of  the  poorer  or  struggling  class 

d  eehools  in  this  country,  this  scheme 

of  OQis  is  eminently  calculated  to  assist 

iOflh  schools.     It  will  afifbrd  them  the 

^itmost  enoouragement  to  improve  their 

^fioaney,  and  they  will  be,  m  the  vast 

iB^ority    of    instances,    afiPorded    the 

fobd  and    sabstantial    advantage    of 

in  increase    of    their    grants.     Then, 

&!  there  is  another  branch    of   our 

Viten  of  grants — that  for  class  and 

•itea  subjects.  We  propose  seriously  to 

"^Itt  the  position  of  our  schools  with 

^nd  to  these  dass  and  extra  subjects. 

we  have  a  proposal,  which  I  hope  will 

k  Mrawed,  to  no  longer  insist  on  the 

MeiHitj  of  teaching  English  as  a  first 

<iHt  or  extra  subject.    I  have  alluded 

jjjealy  to  the  question  of  cookery.    I 

ttdtflie  widening  and  opening  of  the 

^winaluni  of   eactra  subjects  will    be 

to^B^oi  enormooa  importance.    Take, 

iv  hstauuo,  the  scattered  schools   in 

yJ—Huial  districts.    Oan  we  rest  con- 

Vitti  the  knowledge  that  our  agri- 


cultural schools  in  England  and  Wales- 
are  passing  in  elementary  subjects  and 
nothiug  else  ?  I  consider  that  a  mistake, 
and  a  deplorable  mistake.    Again  and^ 
again,  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides' 
of  the  House,  I  have  been  questioned  as- 
to   instruction    in    agriculture   in   our^ 
schools.    I  know  something  of  rural- 
school  life,  and  I  am  not  going  to  sug- 
gest anything  so  absurd  as  the  turnings 
out  of  first-rate  agriculturists  from  our 
elementary  schools.    But  there  is  a  vasi^ 
difference  between  that  and  the  absolute 
ignorance  which  we  see  in  our  agricul— 
tural    districts    of    what    is     destruc- 
tive   to    agriculture    and  what  bene- 
ficial.   A  deal  of  good  could  be  accom- 
plished by  giving  some  instruction  in 
insect  life,  and  illustrations  might  be 
hung  in  our  rural  schoolrooms  of  insect 
life  with  the  utu'ost  advantage  to  agricul- 
ture.    What  do    we    propose  to  do?" 
That    pupils    may    attend    combined 
science  classes — a  plan  which  has  been 
productive  of  great  benefit  in  Hertford- 
shire! and  other  counties  where  the  central 
system  of  teaching  has  been  carried  out^ 
I  believe,  not  only  in  rural  districts,  but 
in  towns  the  combination  of  schools  for 
the  achievement  of  a  particular  purpose 
is  of  great  advantage.  What  one  schooE 
is  absolutely  unable  to  do  can  be  accom- 
plished by  a  group  of  three  or  four 
schools  with  very  little    trouble    and 
expense,  and  by  means  of  a  peripatetic- 
teacher  they  could  carry  out  a  system  of 
instruction  such  as  I  have  indicated, 
with  vast  consequent  improvement  to^ 
our  school  life.    I  need  hardly  mention, 
Sir,  that  there  is  then  the  great  question 
of  drawing.    Hon.  Members  are  aware- 
that  we  have  placed  drawing  outside  the- 
17s.  fid.  limit,  and  a  most  useful  chan^- 
I  believe  it  was.    Hon.  Members  will 
be  glad  to  hear  that  there  is  a  vast 
improvement  in  respect  of  the  numbers  • 
being  taught.    I  believe  I  am    right 
in     saying     that     the     number     of 
children    being    taught    drawing    in 
our  elementary  schools  has  increased  25  • 
per  cent.  That  is  most  satisfactory.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  think  that  the  pencil 
ought  to  run  a  harder  race  for  supre- 
macy with  the  pen  in  the  teaching  of 
our  schools.      I    am    of  opinion    mat 
enormous    benefit    is  to     oe    derived 
from  teaching  children  drawing  in  our- 
schools.    If  hon.  Members  will  look  at 
the  Code,  they  will  find  that  managers- 
were  encouraged  to  submit  to  the  Li— 
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opector  a  progressive  scheme  of  lessons 
in  class  and  specific  subjects,  and  the 
"Curriculum  would  thereby  have  been 
^dened  to  the  greatest  possible  extent, 
:and  could  have  oeen  readily  adapted  to 
the  special  circumstances  of  particular 
'Classes  of    schools.      As    regards    the 
voluntary    schools,    I    ought    to    say, 
before  leaving  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, that  they  will  find  a  new  field  of 
-exertion  in  these  class  and  extra  sub- 
jects, for  which  the  Oode  oflPered  fresh 
facilities.     It  will  be  asked,  How  is  this 
to  be  done?    It  is  true  that    a  vast 
-number  of  these    schools   do    not    at 
present  see  their  way  to  aflPord  iostruc- 
tion  in  extra  subjects  ?    But  I  would 
venture  to  plead  that  the  new  way  of 
administering    grants   and  conducting 
-examinations  will  give  to  these  schools 
-time  which  they  do  not  possess  under 
the    present    system.     It    would  give 
more  time  for  teaching,  and    a  better 
method  of  classifying  the  pupils.      It 
-would  be  a  more  elastic  system— would 
•oause  less  drudgery ;  it  would  be  more 
liberal  in  its  character ;  and  I  believe, 
it  it  is  adopted,  that  the  time  hitherto 
wanting  for   teaching    of   these  extra 
subjects    will   be    available   for    their 
benefit. 

Mb.  con  WAT  (Leitrim) :  Do  you  do 
■away  with  the  17s.  6d.  limit  ? 

♦Sib  W.  HABT  DTKJE  :    The  hon. 

ITember  refers  me  to  the  17s.  6d.  limit. 

I  am  not  g^ing  into  that  question,  which 

IS  a  matter  for  legislation ;  it  is  not  a 

•question  which  can  be  discussed  on  a 

vote ;  but  of  this  I  am  sure,  that,  if  any 

movement  is  made  in  the  direction  of 

■assisting  the  school  by  further  grants 

^m  the  State,  no  such  proposiu  will 

1)0  considered  valid  or  adequate  by  this 

House    which  does  not  carry  with  it 

«ome   security    that  the  extra    money 

paid  will  be  actually  expended  for  the 

benefit  of  education.     That,   I  think, 

may  fairly  be  urged  and   demanded. 

lly  hon.  Friends  mav  say,  '*  It  is  of 

no  use  shadowing  forui  these  changes, 

which  may  be  of  use  to  these  schools, 

if   we     are    met    by    the     vexatious 

difficulty  of  the  17s.  6d.  limit."    I  have 

taken  six  counties  in  different  parts  of 

Eng^nd,  which  I  believe  to  be  typical 

^)0untie8 — Buckingham,   Herefordshire, 

Xincolnshire,   Norfolk,   Westmoreland, 

4ind  Wiltshire.    In  these  counties  I  find 

<a  total  of  1,547  schools,  out  of  which 

only   204  schools   have  exceeded  the 
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17s.  fid.  Umit,  625  over  I5a.,  542ofer 
12s.  6d.,  190  over  lOs.,  and  26  under 
10s.     Only     17    per    cent,    of    these 
schools  are  handicapped,  if  I  may  lo 
term  it,  by  the  1 7s.  6d.  limit,  while  no 
less  than  83  per  cent  are  below  that 
limit.    Therefore,  so  far  as  83  per  cent 
of  these  schools  are  concerned,  these  pro- 
posed changes  would  be  of  considerable 
benefit ;  and,  taking  the  proposals  as  a 
whole,  I  think  there  is  not  one  of  these 
schools— and  I  say  it  as  School  Mana- 
ger in  a  country  district — which  will  not , 
be  able  to  bring  its  total  grant  up  to  the 
17s.  fid.  limit.    Again,  I  must  say  that 
I  find  it  difficult  to  discover  how  pro- 
posals such  as  these  are  to  immolate  and 
destroy  the  great  mass  of  the  voluntary 
schools  of  this  country.    We  have  be^i 
told  that  they  will  destroy  some  3,000 
voluntary  schools,  and  before  this  Debate 
closes  I  shall  be  anxious  to  know  how 
they  will  destroy  300,  or  30,  or  3.  Though 
I  am  afraid  that  I  am  detaining  Uie 
House,   still  I  think  that  the  matters 
which  I  am  discussing  are  of  a  Tery 
important  character.      I  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  with  regard  to  oor 
teachers.      Some    of  the   largest  and 
most  considerable     of     our   proposals 
affect  our  great  teaching   system.     I 
must  say  I  have  marvelled  at  the  in- 
action of  the  teaching  community  with 
regard   to  these  proposals.     They  are, 
to    my    mind,    so    manifestly    to  ^e 
advantage  of  the   teaching  oommonity 
that  I  have  been  puzzled  from  time  to 
time  that  they  have  not  been  more  cor- 
dially   accepted    as    to  principle   and 
less    criticised    in    minutise    of  detail 
bv  the    great    mass    of    the    teachen 
of  this  country.      Now  we  have  a  pro- 
posal which  I  hope  at  all  costs  will  be 
renewed,  and  it  is  that  we  xelinquiah 
the    endorsement    of    teachers'     cer- 
tificates.   We  believe  that  it  has  been 
irritating,  and  that   it  has  eometimss 
operated    cruelly    upon   teachers   who 
have  been  hard  workers   in  their  pro- 
fession.   The  most  important  chancy 
however,    which    we    propose   for  via 
encouragement  of  teachers  is  in  respaoi 
of  freedom    of  classification.       Thet0 
changes  were  urged  by  the  Bepoftof 
the  Soyal  Oommission.      I  am  aware 
that  in  certain  quarters  these  fhtnff* 
have  been  criticised  as  not  being  zealy 
but  only  changes  on  paper,  and  thatii 
put  to  the  test  of  practice  would  £ail.    I 
can  only  say  that  these   proposals  as 
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regards  freedom    of  olassification  are 
iotended  to  be  complete,  and  real,  and 
ooDolotiye.    We  propose  that  a  teacher 
miy  pat  his  scholars,  as  regards  reading, 
writiog,  and  arithmetic,  in  any  standard 
hechoKMes.      We  have  been  told  that 
iK>  proposal  of  this  kind  will  be  satisfac- 
torj  60  long  as  the  word  ''  age  "  is  left 
m  oertain  Articles  of  the  Oode  as  one  of 
Iheteste  of  thecapacity  of  achild.  I  think 
n^lf  broadly  that  it  would  be  against 
MJperienoe   of  all  kinds,   and    against 
cODUnoQ  sense,  if  we  were  to  strike  out 
''age"  altogether  as  a  means  of  testing 
the  capacity  of  a  child*      Take  a  case. 
Die  Inspector  passes  a  child  whose  face 
flhows  tile  evident  traces  of  overwork. 
Would  not  one  of  the  first  questions 
which  a  man  of  sense  and  responsibility 
would  ask  be  as  to  the  age  of  that  child  ? 
To  forbid  such  a  question  as  that  would, 
to  nymind,  be  an  absurdity.  In  judging 
of  the  capacity  of  a  child  it  wiU  be  the 
duty  of  the  Inspector  to  consider  every 
poisihle  droumstance,  including  that  of 
age.     I  think  the  objection  to  tiie  word 
'*ag6  "  is  a  wrong  one,  for  after  all  its 
retention  would  not  work  injuriously  as 
regards  our  tecushing  system,  but  serve 
u  a  protection  both  to   teachers  and 
<diildr^     Then  we  are  told  that  the 
liability  of  all  scholars  present  to    be 
cizamined  is  likely   to   work   harshly, 
thou^  I  think  it  will  be  a  most  useful 
pconaion.    It  is  said  that  a  child  may 
hafe  been  in  the    school  only  two  or 
^hise  weeks  when  it  is  seized  upon  and 
fainioed    by     the    Inspector    to    the 
iquy    of  the     expected    effidenqy  of 
the  school.     I  think  such    a    criticism 
^  that   does   not  do  much  credit  to 
the  oommon*  sense  of    the    Inspector, 
who  would  surely  not  be  fit  to  remain 
long  at  his  poet  if  he  did  not  easily  dis- 
cover how  loiig  the  child  has  been  in  the 
f^ooL    Sir,  mere  are  one  or  two  other 
poBMs  on  whioh  I  should  like  to  touch — 
AQoag  them  that  relating  to  day  training 
^olkwea.       We  shall  not  propose  vast 
Wfnfttienary  ehanges  as  regards  the 
Makg  of  our  teachers,  but  we  do  con- 
>d«  ttai  the  recommendations  of  the 
OwMMsiiiunerB  on  this  point  are  well 
voifty  attentiooy  and  we  think  that  the 
wysnmeiit  should  be  made.  I  will  say 
Ai^  ia  regard  to  our  proposal,  that  so 
iv  m  11^0  TTniversities  are  oeiiQamed. 
uA,  im  regajfd  to  all  Institations  who 
>>a  (Mpaied  to  receive  day  teaohere 
fat  tnuniag,    we    have   received    the 


greatest  possible  encouragement,  es- 
pecially from  the  Yorkshire  OoUege 
at  Leeds,  and  the  other  UDiverdty 
Colleges,  the  members  of  which  have 
shown  the  greatest  anxiety  to  be  of 
service.  The  religious  and  moral 
training  of  our  teachers  is  a  subject  of 
the  greatest  importance.  I  perfectly 
admit  the  importance  of  the  religions  and 
moral  training  of  those  who  have  to 
instruct  our  children.  I  will  not  go 
further  into  this  point,  except  to  say 
that  we  shall  in  every  possible, 
case  have  appointed  a  ebrong  Local 
Committee  in  association  with  this 
new  system  when  inaugpirated.  I  deeply 
regret  the  postponement  of  this  Code 
in  regard  to  bilingual  teaching  in  Welsh 
schools.  The  proposal  to  aiford  facilities 
for  the  teaching  of  Welsh  and  English 
side  by  side  has  met  with  unanimous 
support  through  the  whole  of  the  Princi- 
pality. And  in  reference  to  this,  I 
should  like  to  remove  a  misapprehen- 
sion which  seems  to  prevail.  It  is 
thought  that  these  proposals  are  made 
to  promote  the  teaching  of  Welsh ; 
but  to  my  mind  they  are  in  a 
precisely  opposite  direction.  We 
have  made  them  entirely  from  an  edu- 
cational point  of  view,  and  because  we 
found  that  unless  some  change  was 
made  in  the  Oode,  the  Welsh  people, 
in  their  efforts  to  learn  £kiglish, 
would  be  heavily  handicapped  when  it 
came  to  a  question  of  examination.  So 
far  as  my  wishes  and  object  are  con- 
cerned, these  changes  have  been  made 
to  promote  the  education  of  the  Welsh 
children,  and  to  enable  them  to  get  the 
best  equipment  when  they  start  life.  I  am 
aware.  Sir,  that  there  have  been  several 
severe  criticisms  of  our  proposals  with 
reference  to  evening  schools.  I  at  once 
admit  that  some  amendment  of  them  is 
necessary,  and  they  shall  be  carefully 
considered  by  next  Session.  We  think, 
further,  that  the  additional  subjects 
which  we  proposed  should  be  taken  in 
the  evening  schools  were  not  sufficient. 
We  feel  tlwt  instead  of  two,  four  addi- 
tional subjects  should  be  allowed  in 
evening  scnools  in  respect  of  such  chil- 
dren as  are  not  presented  in  any 
standard.  I  see  by  the  Majority  Beport 
of  the  Commission  it  ia  suggested  lli^t 
we  ^should  do  away  with  any  distiAe- 
tioa  as  to  elemeatary  subjects  in  even* 
ing  sdiools  or  classes.  But  there  is  oM 
difficulty  so  far  as  we  are  ooneerMdi^and . 
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that  is  that  the  elementaiy  schools 
receive  public  grants  under  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  that  so  far  as  the  Education 
Department  is  concerned  we  must  recog- 
nise the  teaching  of  elementary  subjects, 
and  put  that  test  to  scholars  l>ef  ore  they 
can  have  the  advantage  of  evening 
schools.  We  have  been  much  criticised 
in  respect  of  the  curriculum  of  evening 
schools.  We  are  told  that  we  ought  to 
have  a  very  wide  curriculum.  We  will 
treat  it  as  widely  as  possible ;  and  I  con- 
clude that  the  permission  will  apply  to 
evening  schools,  where,  under  the  foot- 
note to  Schedule  lY.,  any  subject  with 
the  approval  of  the  Department  can  be 
taken  as  a  specific  subject.  These  pro* 
posals  involve  a  curriculum  as  wide  as 
any  educational  reformer  could  wish. 
It  is  proposed  that  a  special  curriculum 
should  be  drawn  up  witn  reference  to  all 
these  extra  specific  or  class  subjects;  but 
to  my  mind  it  would  be  far  better 
to  leave  the  curriculum  as  wide,  and  as 
open  as  possible,  and  to  let  it  be  made 
as  useful  as  possible  to  the  wants  of  the 
locality  in  which  the  school  is  situated. 
I  am  aware  that  I  have  only  touched  on 
two  or  three  points  of  interest  in  our 
educational  system.  It  is  utterly  im- 
possible in  remarks  such  as  these  to  cover 
the  whole  ground.  I  need  hardly  sav, 
Sir,  that  we  have  had  but  one  object  m 
view,  and  that  is  the  improvement  and 
f^irtheranoe  of  our  great  national  scheme 
of  education.  We  shall  endeavour,  if 
possible,  to  turn  managers  into  a  new 
groove,  to  improve  the  general  character 
of  our  schools,  to  make  our  sdiool  life 
more  elastic  and  more  popular,  and, 
with  regard  to  extra  class  subjects,  to 
do  our  very  utmost  to  widen  the  curri- 
oulum.  One  or  two  notices  have  already 
been  given  for  next  Session,  and  they 
rather  point  to  the  fact  that  the  educa- 
tional barometer  presents  more  stormy 
aspects,  perhaps,  than  it  has  done  for 
some  years  past ;  but,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  know  of  nothing  at  this 
moment,  and  I  trust  that  nothing  would 
happen'  in  the  near  future,  whicn  would 
lead  me  to  be  unfaithful  to  the  tradi- 
tions upon  which  the  great  Act  of  1870 
was  framed,  and  which  were  to  make 
the  School  Board  system  supplementary 
to,  and  not  destructive  oi,  voluntary 
effiort.  Well,  Sir,  whatever  may  be  in 
storeforusin  thenear  future,  I  do  not  dis* 
guise  from  myself  the  fact  that  tiiere 
are  questions  of  vast  educational  im- 
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portance  looming  in  that  near  fntarOr 
Still,  I  trust  that  the  House  will  ap- 
proach those  questions  in  a  calm,  broao,^ 
and  judicial  spirit,  as  becomes  aBepre- 
sentative  Assembly.   I  am  certain  of  this^ 
— ^that  we  cannot  aflfbrd  to  quarrel,  or 
make  political  capital  out  of  these  great 
subjects.  There  is  plenty  of  information 
to  show  that  Oontinental    nations  are 
taking  vast  and  daily  strides  in  educa- 
tional    matters.      They    are    sparing 
neither    time,      energy,     nor    money 
to  bring  about  great  results  in  eda- 
cation.      Therefore,    Sir,    we   cannot 
afford  to  waste  time  in  quarrelling  over 
those  questions  instead  of  coming  to  a 
practical  result  at  as  early  a  date  as- 
possible.   I  hope  and  trust  that  we  shall 
approach  them  in  a  non-Party  spirit; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  of  this — that  what- 
ever may  be  the  result  of  our  laboors^ 
whatever  may  be  the  result  of  our  De- 
bates on  these  important  questions,  we 
shall,  at  all  events,  ever  be  mindful  that 
there  is  no  issue  so    great,  which  an 
Assembly  like  this  can  debate  and  con- 
sider, as  the  education  of  the  people, 
involving,   as  that  education  does,  the 
fate  and  future  of  this  great  nation. 

Mb.    SYDNEY   BUXTON    (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar):  Sir,  the  statement 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
placed  before  the  Committee  is  not  only 
interesting  but  highly  satisfactory  to- 
every  Member  of  this  House  and  to  the 
nation  at  large.  As  I  understand,  during 
past  years  not  only  has  the  attendance  of 
children   at    school  greatly    improved, 
but  practically  we  are  very  nearly  up  to 
our  accommodation  power.    All  we  have 
to  do  now  is  to    keep    pa^   with  the 
annual    increase    of   children;  at  the 
same  time,  the  moment  has  now  folly 
come  when  we  should  endeaTOur  to  in* 
crease    the    efficiency  of    the  schools' 
by  improving  the  education.     We  all 
concur,  I  think,  in  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  in  ref  ermice  to  the  with- 
drawal of  the  new  Oode.    It  was  a  very 
liberal  Oode,  and  a  very  considerable 
step  forward  in  education,  and  embo* 
died  many  very  valuable   suggestions. 
On  this  side  of  the  House  we  oectainly 
do  feel  that  if  the  Oode  was  not  so 
thorough  in  some  respects  as  many  of 
us  wished,  yet  we  knew  that  it  was  mgh 
time,  after  the  four  years  of  stagnatioa 
whicii  we  have  haa  since  the   Boyal 
Oommission,  that  a  further  st^  d&onld 
be  taken  in  order  to  cany  oat  tfielr 
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leoommendations.      The     right    hon. 
Oeotleman  said  that  there  was  a  pres- 
rare  of  business  during  this   Session 
vhidi  had  caused  the  collapse  of  that 
Oode.    Of  course,  that  is  only  a  way  of 
tratting  it.    We  know,  and  the  country 
CHOWS,  that  it  was  not  lack  of  time,  but 
the  pressure  brought  to  bear  by  men 
behind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon 
the  GK)Temment,  which  caused  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Oode.    The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  said  the  other  day  that 
the  Party  of  which  he  is  one  of  the  most 
biilliant  ornaments  had  among  it  no  re- 
ionaries.     We  know  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  reactionary  Oonsenratives  have  al- 
most disappeared  ;  but  I  regret  to  say 
that,  in  respect  of  elementary  education , 
we  hare  still  (^onservatiTes — and  those 
the  Bepresentatives,  chiefly  and  unfor- 
tunately, of  the  Ohurch  of  England  in 
this  House — who  have  caused  the  with- 
drawal of  this  Progressive  Code.     I  am 
fed  to  aay  that  its  withdrawal,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  was  the  fault  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department.     While  the  right  hon. 
Oentieman  was  presenting    to   us  the 
Code,  he  left  us  very  much  in  the  dark 
^  to  how  these  vast  and  Badical  altera- 
tions were  to   be  carried  out.    I  think 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of 
^9   House   thought    the    Department 
would  have   done  well  for  their   own 
^e  and  the  sake  of  the  Code  if  they 
bad  laid  before  the    House    the    in- 
^tnietions  to   the  Inspectors  on  which 
^oy  wished  the  Oode  carried  out.     I 
'^g'et  the  delay  which  will  be  caused 
to  progreseive  elementary  education  by 
^e  withdrawal  of  th^  Code.    The  right 
bos.  Gentleman  expressed  the  hope  that 
Ae  Code  wcmld  be  re- introduced.     I 
tWit  he  will  be  successful  in  doing  so. 
4^  if  his  speech  is  an  indication  of  the 
^iBM  on  which  the  Code  will  go  next 
J^ttf  I  do  not  know  that  we  on  this  side 
of  Ae  House  need  so  very  much  regret 
the  JUay  which  has  taken  place.    But 
lam  afraid  that  the  same  malim  in- 
CwMe  which  destroyed  the  Code  this 
TBtr  will  be  encouraged  by  its  success 
^  ael  in  like  manner  towards  the  re- 
teodoced    Code.      Those    who    have 
oppoied  it  have  done  a  very  ill  service 
^  Ae  eauae  which  they  have  at  heart. 
I  loaot  believe  that  any  political  action 
Bmigttd  to  educational  matters  for  very 
Wy  jean  past  has  done  so  much  to 
fajjiM'  the  voluntary  system  in  public 
^tttmaAm.  For  many  years  past  I  have 
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been  one  of  those  who  can  see  a  very 
great  advantage  in  the  dual  system  of 
Board  and  Voluntary  Schools.  But 
those  who  support  the  dual  system  as  it 
at  present  exists  do  feel  that,  after  all, 
the  voluntary  system  only  exists  so  long 
as  it  is  really  educational.  When  we 
find,  as  we  have  lately  found,  unfortu- 
nately, that  voluntary ists  look  more 
particularly  to  the  interests  of  their 
own  denomination ;  and  when  we  find 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  reported 
to  have  said  at  some  educational  confer- 
ence a  while  ago  that  this  Code  must  be 
destroyed  in  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
then  I  confess  it  seems  to  me  that  to 
take  up  such  a  position  is  likely  to  do 
very  much  injury  to  the  voluntary  sys- 
tem. And  not  only  so,  but  this  oppo- 
sition has  been  a  very  foolish  opposition. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Education 
Minister,  clearly  pointed  out  in  his 
speech  that  the  position  of  affairs  under 
the  new  Code  will  not  be  disadvan- 
tageous, but  rather  advantageous  to  the 
voluntary  system,  because  they  will  gain 
by  the  increased  grants  to  the  small 
schodls.  So  that  on  the  mere  score  of 
pounds,  shillings  and  pence  they  will 
find  they  have  made  a  great  mistake. 
But  if  these  educational  reforms  did 
entail  a  certain  increased  liability  on 
voluntaryism,  they  ought  not  to  whine  to 
this  House  over  those  proposals ;  they 
ought  cheerfully  to  accept  them,  for  it  is 
a  fatal  position  for  voluntaryists  to  take 
up  that  denominational  poverty  is  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  educational  pro- 
gress. As  far  as  I  can  see  they  have  no 
case.  After  all,  voluntary  educa- 
tion does  or  ought  to  imply  some  sacri* 
fice  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  inte- 
rested in  that  system.  [  Cheers.']  1  am 
glad  to  find  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  cheer  that  proposition. 
I  think  it  is  too  much  forgotten  that 
sacrifices,  instead  of  having  been  in- 
creased of  late  years,  are  very  much 
diminished,  and  there  is  a  large  number 
of  voluntary  schools  which  are  voluntary 
only  in  name,  and  which  are  carried  on 
by  means  of  fees  and  grants,  and  with- 
out any  sacrifice  at  all  on  the  part  of 
the  voluntary  managers.  Considering 
the  verv  large  sums  that  are  paid  to 
the  voluntary  system,  and  the  very 
liberal  way  in  which  it  has  been  treated, 
I  do  not  see  how  they  can  expect 
the  nation  to  vote  additional  sums 
unless    they    are   prepared    to    make 
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some  oorresponding  saorifices  on  their 
part.  During  the  last  10  years  the 
Toluntary  system  has  received  some- 
thing like  £160,000  annually  in  ohil- 
drezTs  fees,  and*  they  are  educating  a 
quarter  of  a  million  more  in  their  own 
particular  tenets.  Not  only  are  the 
Voluntaryists  not  called  upon  for  fur- 
ther sacrifices,  hut  the  hurden  upon 
them  is  actually  diminished  by  no  less 
than  £30,000  a  year  in  less  than  10 
years.  I  think  we  may  fairly  ask  those 
who  are  specially  interested  in  these 
schools,  to  be  ready  to  re-subscribe  this 
small  sum,  if  the  nation,  in  its  desire  to 
have  further  educational  progress,  re- 
quests them  to  make  some  furtner  sacri- 
nce  to  the  interests  of  their  own 
special  schools,  and  join  with  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  County  Council  in 
hoping  that  this  subject  will  never  be 
made  an  acute  Party  question,  for  in  the 
educational  future  of  this  country  it  is 
essential  that  all  Parties  and  sections 
should  combine  to  improve  it.  I  feel 
sure  that  nothing  will  more  damage  the 
cause  of  education  than  that  a  large 
section  of  the  community  interested  in 
special  schools  should  endeavour  to  pre- 
vent progress  by  pleading  their  poverty. 
I  think  it  a  pity  that,  even  if  the  Code 
were  going  to  be  withdrawn,  we  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  in  this 
House,  because  that  discussion  would 
have  been  the  means  of  rendering  some 
assistance  to  the  Department  and  also  to 
the  House  in  appreciating  the  merits  and 
demerits  of  the  scheme.  The  chief  point 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  speech 
was  that  in  which  he  referred  to  the  sub- 
stitute he  proposed  under  the  new  Code 
for  payment  by  results.  1  am  one  of 
those  who  think  that  the  Code  would 
have  gone  a  long  way  to  get  rid  of  the 
many  evils  which  existed  under  the  old 
system.  We  should,  by  the  proposals 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  have  got 
rid  of  the  old  multiple  system  ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  think  that,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  get  rid  altogether  of  the  system 
of  making  some  recognition  by  grants 
of  the  merits  of  the  schools.  It  is  pro- 
posed by  many  of  the  teachers  tibiat  there 
should  be  regular  grants  given  to  every 
school,  and  that  it  should  not  depend 
on  the  examiners  or  on  the  machinery 
of  the  schools,  but  that  it  should  be  by 
a  combination  of  maohinezy  and  teach- 
ing and  good  buildings  that  good  results 
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should  be  awarded.    But  if  we  had  not. 
to  make  large  payments  to  the  benefioiar  j 
managers  under  the  prevalent  system^ 
I  doubt  whether  we  should  see  large 
sums  paid  to  Local  Bodies  to  make  them 
responsible  for  the  management  and 
inspection  of   the  schools,   and  I  also- 
doubt  whether  such  a  system  could  be 
carried  out.    I  am  not  sure  that,  under 
our  system,  where  we  cannot  have  a 
local  buffer,  such  a  system  as  that  would 
answer,  and  I  believe  the  proposal  to 
abolish  payment  by  results  would  be  a 
satisfactory    step   forward,    because  it 
would  get  rid  of   that  which  was  the 
real  evil — the  old  system  of  the  indi- 
vidual examination  of  every  child,  and 
the  payment  of  a  percentage  on  exann- 
nation — a  system  shown  Ifythe  evidence 
before  the  Commissioners  to  be  ovev- 
whelmingly  bad.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman emphasised  the  great  opportunity 
given  to  teachers  for  the  classification 
of  the  children  and  the  choice  of  class 
subjects,  and  probably  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  welcome  the  gpreat  change  which 
under  these  two  heads  it  is  proposed  to 
make;    but  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  one  point- 
namely,  that,  although  he  proposes  to 
g^ve  full  freedom  of  dassifioation,  he  is 
still  going  to  retain  classification  by  age. 
He  desires  that  the  word  *'  age  "  should 
remain  in  the  Code  and  be  one  of  the 
items  in  classification.    If  we  were  sitart* 
ing  a  fresh  system  there  might  be  no 
evil  in  such  a  principle ;  but  the  great 
complaint  of  the  teachers  and  maoagers 
is  that  the  Inspectors  in  the  past  hiave 
gone  almost  entirely  on  the  age  of  the 
child,  and  if  that  word  is  still  left  in  the 
Code    the   result  would  \^   that,   the 
Inspectors  having   g^t  into    this  rule, 
there  would  still  be  a  great  deal  of  diffi* 
culty  in  the  classification.     In  regard  to 
the  choice  of  class  subjects  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  under  the 
new  Code  he  has  given  practically  free- 
dom of  choice;   at   any   rate   there  it 
greater  freedom    than  under   the  old 
system ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  what  is 
given  with  one  hand  is  to  be  taken  away 
with  the  other.      It  is  proposed  that 
schools  shall  not  earn  grants  unless  they 
take  one  of  certain   subject s»  and  the 
Department  alway  sseems  to  desire  that 
as  far  as  possible  the  obnoxious  dssft 
subject  of  grammar  shall  be  crammed 
down  the  children's  throats,  as  they  pii3t 
that  in  the  dass  subjects  ivith  repetition^ 
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makmg  repetition  oompulsory.    Under 
theee  (nrcumBtances  freedom  of  choice  in* 
chas  subjecte  will  not  be  so  great  as  the 
right  hon.    GFentleman    supposes.      I 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  been  able  to  carry  his  new  Code, 
as  I  think  it  would  in  many  respects  be 
one  of  the  greatest  educational  depar- 
tures of  modem  years.    It  is  too  much 
to  expect  that  in  the  next  few  years  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  will  deal  with  the 
joestion  of  fees.     1  am  not  now  g^ing 
to  disooss  the  question  of  free  schools, 
but  I  would  ask  whether  he  could  not 
see  his  way  to  the  fees  in  the  voluntary 
schools  being    made  lower  and   more 
omform  than  they  are.    I  cannot  for 
the  life  of  me  see  why  the  fees  of  the 
School  Board  schools  should  be  abso- 
lutely under  the  control  of  the  Depart- 
ment,  while    those    of   the    voluntary 
schools  are  practically  under  the  control 
of  the  managers  and  not  of  the  Depart- 
ment    In  a  number  of  instances  the 
6es  in  the  voluntary  schools  are  very 
imgnlar,  and  in  some  cases  among  the 
niral  schools  we  find  that  they  have 
been  actually  raised  almost  to  prohibitive 
amoonts  in  order  to  drive  the  children 
out  of  school,  so  that  the  farmers  and 
others  might  utilise  their  labour  more 
QOiekly.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated  that  the  children  leave  the  schools 
aft  ikr  too  early  an  age,  and  I  think  that 
if  he  oonld  only  make  a  proposal  to 
niie  the  age  he  would  meet  witn  almost 
Baiversal  approvaL    I  would,  however, 
noest  whether  he  could  not  combine 
An  a  proposal  as  that,  which  would 
dttow  a  large  burden  on  the  parents, 
vidi  some    system    under    which  fees 
vdf^   be  greatly  reduced  and  made 
ttOfe  uniform,  so  l^at  the  parents  would 
Ito  to  some  extent  relieved   from  the 
bmden  they  have  now  to  bear  in  the 
Aipe  of  loss  of  the  children's  wages  and 
Aa  eost    of    their   school  attendance. 
Thanking  the  Oommittee  for  its  kind- 
Mi  in  listening  to  these  remarks,  I 
Moiot   oondude    without    once    more 
^fgnumngmj  deep  regret  that  the  Oode 
mk  been   withdrawn,  and  my  strong 
loM  that  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  wifl 
wfclluJuuu  it,  or  perhaps  introduce  evea 
fttal«oney   next  year  if  he  has  the 

•pttunity.     

_*9bi  B.  TEBCFLB  (Worcester,  Eves- 

LI  cannot  but  heartily  join  with 
u  Member  who  has  just  spoken  in 
UieHinisterfor  Education 


on  the  statement  he  has  made  to-night, 
in   a  genial,   sympathetic,  and  states- 
manlike manner.    I  am  sure  that  this* 
House  will    heartily  concur    in    what 
has  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as    to  the  principal  objects  to  be 
aimed    at    in    regard     to    elementary 
education.     I  am  certain  that  those  ob- 
jects   are    being  obtained    within  the 
Metropolitan  area,    and  that    if   hon. 
Members  of  this  House  could  only  see 
the  educational  work  that  is  being  done 
in  London  they  would  feel  some  pride 
in  what  is  being  achieved  for  the  cmture. 
of  the  children,  and  look  with  hope  and 
confidence  to   its  g^od  results  to  the 
country.     I  am  sure  that  if  the  publie 
could    have  seen  the  children   of  the 
Board    Schools    perform    their    march 
past  in  the  Park  of  Lambeth  Palace  last 
year,  and  have  witnessed  the  phvsical 
exercises  the  other  day  in  the  Albert 
Hall,  they  also  would  have  felt  pride  in 
what  is  being  done.  We  cannot,  perhaps, 
get  up  an  exhibition  of  drawings ;  but 
m   music  I  believe  we    could  fill  the 
Crystal  Palace  with  choirs  of  our  chil* 
dren  under  our  own  teachers    as    con* 
ductors.      We  are  going  to  have   an 
exhibition  of  needlework  in  the  East  of 
London  during  the  autumn,  which  I  am 
sure  will  astonish   all  the  spectators; 
and  as  regarded  cookery,  if  hon.  Mem* 
hers  would  visit  the  cookery  centres  be- 
tween 1  and  2  o'clock,  I  am  confident 
that    their   external    senses  would    be 
firatified.    I  am  sure  that  my  right  hon,. 
Friend  has  exercised  a  wbe  discretion  in 
postponing  the  introduction  of  the  Oode,. 
at  least  till  another  Session,  so  that  the 
public  mind  may  be  better  matured  by 
discussion  during  the  Autumn  on  the 
subject.     Nobody  on  my  side  of  the 
House  has  doubted  the  excellence  of  the 
intentions  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in 
regard  to  the  voluntary  schools.     Ne 
one  has  ever  accused  my  right  hon. 
Friend  of  having  done  anything  wil- 
fully to  immolate  (as  he  calls  it)  or 
spoliate  voluntary  schools.     It  is  felt 
tnat  many  of  the  proposals  that  are 
of   benefit    to    the    voluntary    schools 
apply  mostly  to  schools  in  the  interior 
of  the  country  in  those  counties  such  as 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repre-^ 
sents,  and  such  as  I  myself  represent,^ 
but  that  these  benefits  are  not  extended 
equally  to  the  great  voluntai^  schools 
in  the  towns,  which  are  suffennff  from 
the  competition  of  the  Board  &hools. 
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These  are  the  schools  where  the  real 
pinch    exists,    and    where    the    actual 
fitraggle  must  he  waged.     If  there  was 
to  be  real  benefit  to  voluntary  schools  at 
larffe,  how  is  it  that  no  increased  pro- 
^sion  was  made  in  the  Budget  on  this 
account?    Has  the  Ohancellor   of   the 
Exchequer  made  any  increase  to    his 
Budget    on    account    of    the    Oode  ? 
Kot    at    all.    He   has    not    done    so 
in   the   Budget  for   the   year,    and    I 
fear  he   will  not  do  so    in  the    next 
Budget.    What  would  happen  would 
be    this:    new    concessions   would    be 
made  in  one  direction  and  new  restric- 
tions would  be  imposed  in  another — 
addition  in  one  place,   subtraction  in 
another — so  that  both  ends  are  made  to 
meet.  But,  on  the  whole,  there  would  be 
no  net  gain  to  the  schools.    The  objec- 
tions and  difficulties  of  voluntary  school 
managers  in  respect  to  the  new  Oode  I 
^11,  in  a  few  moments,  summarise.    I 
must  do  this  in  justice  to  my  constituents. 
In   the  first  place  they  contend   that 
their  liabilities  are  increased,  while  their 
resources  will  not  be  increased.     Lia- 
bilities will  be  augmented  in  various 
directions  in  respect  to  space  in  school- 
rooms, to  establishment  of  teachers,  and 
to  apparatus,  but  there  will  be  no  increase 
wherewith  to  meet  the  increased  liabili- 
ties in   these  three  important  depart- 
ments of  school  management.     On  the 
other    hand,  they  contend    that    their 
grants  on  the  whole  will   not  be  in- 
creased.   It  may  be    so    in    some   of 
the  small    schools  in   the  interior  of 
the  oountrv,  but  not  in  the  great  volun- 
tary schools  in  the  towns,  and  I  think 
the  danger  is  not  for  the  country  schools 
but    for    the    town    schools.     In    the 
oountry  schools  there  is  no  competition 
whatever,  while  in  town  schools  there  is 
a    grinding,    crushing  competition  on 
the  part  of  School  Boards.     It  is  diffi- 
cult to  argue  in  detail  before  this  House 
as  to  whether  such  and  such  articles  in 
the  Oode  will  benefit  particular  classes  of 
schools,  but  those  who  are  the  managers 
and    beet  judges  as  to  whether  they 
will    gain    or   lose,    declare    for    the 
most   part   that   they    will   not    gain. 
There    is    no    complaint    against    my 
right  hon.  Friend  lor  not  moving  in 
the  matter  of  the  17s.  6d.  limitation.  Of 
course  there    is  great  grief  over  this 
limitation,  but  all  our  voluntary  friends 
are  well  aware  that  the  expansion  of 
this  will  require  legislation,  and  that 

tiir  E.  TmpU 


if  legislation  is  proposed  a  great  deal 
of  strong   feeling  will   be  evoked  on 
the  other  side,    and  opposition  to  the 
alteration     would    be     serious,      and 
would     have    to    be    wrestled    with. 
As     regards     payments     by     results 
our   voluntary  friends    are,  no  doubt, 
thankful  to  see  that  the  stringency  of 
the  system  heretofore  exercised  will  be 
relaxed,  but   what  will  be  substituted 
will    be    an    unlimited,    irresponsible, 
inspectorial  discretion— excuse  the  long 
words,  but  perhaps  they  are  allowable 
in  an    educational    discussion— every- 
thing will  depend  on  the  instructions 
given  to  the  inspectors.     It  may  be  that 
under  these  instructions  the  new  system 
will  be  more  burdensome  than  the  old  ; 
it  may  be  that  while  payment  by  results 
is  a  chastisement  with  whips,  payment 
on    inspectoreal  reports  may  prove  a 
chastisement  with   scorpions.    That  is 
the  fear  which  prevails,  and  it  might 
be    advisable     for    my     right     hon. 
Friend  to  publish    those    instructions 
simultaneously  with  the  Oode.    Further, 
in  the  execution  of  these  instructions 
much  will  depend  on  the  discretion  of 
the   assistant  inspectors,  and  I  would 
commend  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
if   the    assistant    inspector    makes    a 
report  adverse  to  a  school,  an  appeal 
should  lie  to  the  principal  inspector. 
And,  further,  if  it  is  contemplated  to 
withdraw  a  g^nt  from  any  school,  that 
school  so  threatened  should  have  due 
notice  thereof,  and  the  right  to  show  cause 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  why  the  grant 
should  not  be  lessened  or  withdrawn. 
There  is  great  apprehension,  and  more 
than  apprehension,  much  sorrow  at  the 
proposal  to  withdraw  the  g^nt  for  pupil 
teachers.    The  pupil  teacher  system  is, 
in  my  judgment,  essential  to  all  schools, 
and  particularly   to  voluntary  schools, 
on  both    financial   and    administrative 
grounds.     What  our  voluntary  friends 
feel  is  this,  that  it  was  in  order  to  find 
money  for  additional  advantages  and 
same  time  to  strengthen  the  soiools  in 
the  interior  of  the  country,  in  rural  dis- 
tricts, schools  that  are  not  exposed  to 
competition,  that  the  gprant  for  pupil 
teachers  was  withdrawn,  and  the  with- 
drawal   creates    great    disappointment 
to  the  town  schools  which  are  exposed 
to    School    Board    competition.      One 
great    recommendation    of    the    pupil 
teacher  system  is  its  economy,  but  it 
further  conduces  to  efficiency.    The  best 
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teachers    are   those    who    have   been 
brought  up  to  the  business  of  teaching 
from  childhood.    Selected  scholars  first 
9ene  as  junior   then  as  senior  pupil 
teachers  in  special  centres,  then  as  ex- 
pupil  teachers,  and  then  after  passing 
through  the  training  colleges  and  won 
ftirther  their  parchment  certificate,  and 
it  last,  having  served  as  apprentices  for 
eight  or  10  years,  become  full-fledged 
assistant  teachers.    These  are  the  very 
best  men  and  women  of  their  class  who 
have  imbibed  the  doctrines  of  pedagogy 
horn  their  earliest  years,    and  there- 
fore we  contend  that  a   great  blow  to 
efficiency,  as  well  as  to  economy,  is  being 
inflicted  when  the  pupil  teachers'  grant 
is  withdrawn.      As   to     the    training 
colleges,  the  voluntary  school  advocates 
have  no  objection  to  day  colleges  being 
instituted,  but  they  fear  that  the  day 
colleges,  introduced  in  certain  circum- 
stances and  conditions,  would  be  enabled 
to  compete  unfairly  and  injuriously  with 
the  training  colleges  already  existing, 
vhich  are  residential,  and  which  have 
been   founded    for    many    years    and 
have  done  wonderfully  good  work  and 
brought  up  their  alumni  in  a  manner 
no  day    college  can    possibly    equal. 
Therefore,   there  is   an    apprehension. 
No  doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  may  be 
able  to  make  such  regulations  as  shall 
idcure  an  open   field   without  favour, 
both  to  existing  or  residential  training 
coDeges,  and  the  new  day  colleges  to  be 
set  on  foot.      Another  g^eat  disappoint- 
ipent  is  that  the  new  Code  made  no  provi- 
sion for  technical  education.  We  contend, 
subject  to  the  better  knowledge  of  the 
filneation    Department,    that   nothing 
vould  have  been  easier  than  to  obviate, 
^  executive  orders  without  legislation, 
au  trouble  about  elementary   schools, 
vhich  trouble  will  now  survive  this  Ses- 
Koo,  be  carried  over  to  next  Session,  and 
perlimps  will  never  be  solved.    We  say  it 
wooUfhave  been  perfectly  easy  to  make 
Mh  regulations  for  technical  instruc- 
tioA*     within     the      four     comers    of 
fte  Education  Act.     Further,  we  say  the 
Code  might  have  gone  further  in  popu- 
Ittiabg  evening  dasses.    We  are  con- 
iCiaflv  liable  to  the  eloquent  and  fervid 
•neusof  the  hon.  Member  forFlint- 
•Sne  (Mr.  8.  Smith),  because  we,  for 

CHi  have  been  trying  to  extract  from 
Education  Department  under  this  and 
|NBiding  Gk>vemments  certain  reason- 
>Ue  facuitiee  in  order  to  make  evening 


classes  popular.  We  did  hope  that  this 
matter  would  have  been  settled  by  the 
new  Code.  I  admit  that  the  Oode 
has  done  something,  but  much  more 
might  have  been  done.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  men  ioned  that  the  teachers  as  a 
body  do  not  seem  to  be  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  new  Code,  and  is  not  that 
a  signal  proof  that  the  Oode  requires 
further  consideration?  But  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  disapproval  of 
the  Code  on  their  part.  While  teachers 
think  that  there  are  many  good  points 
about  the  new  Code,  they  at  the  same 
time  complain  that  there  is  no  provisioUi 
or  a  matter  as  to  which  teachers  in 
England,  whether  in  Board  or  voluntary 
schools,  consider  themselves  much 
aggrieved.  There  is  no  provision  what- 
ever, either  by  Parliamentary  or  any 
other  agency,  in  the  nature  of  super- 
annuation arrangements  for  them  when 
they  are  unable  any  longer  to  carry  out 
the  exhausting  labour  in  the  class- 
rooms, and  this  too  by  deductions  from 
salaries  without  any  burdens  to  the 
rates.  This  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance, because  it  not  only  affects  the 
teachers  personally,  but  the^  efficiency 
of  the  schools  as  well.  In  the  absence 
of  any  such  arrangement,  teachers  have 
to  be  kept  on  year  after  year,  teachers  of 
excellent  character  against  whom  no 
specific  complaint  can  be  alleged,  but  on 
whom  increasing  years  are  telling  so  that 
they  are  no  longer  equal  to  the  discharge 
of  their  arduous  duties.  Now,  Sir,  I 
feel  bound  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  so  much  to  the  House,  on  behalf 
of  my  voluntary  friends,  not  only  on 
account  of  my  experience  in  the  Metro- 
politan area,  where  we  School  Board 
people  are  brought  face  to  face 
with  the  greatest  voluntary  schools 
in  the  country,  who  are  carrying  on 
the  most  arduous  of  all  the  struggles 
now  being  waged  anywhere,  but  also 
in  justice  to  my  own  constituents  and 
to  a  large  class  of  clergy  and  school 
managers  and  of  other  persons 
interested  in  education  who  form  the 
chief  pillars  of  support  of  the  voluntary 
school  system.  I  say  that  the  voluntary 
school  system  in  this  country  is  a  system 
which  deserves  the  support  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  nation.  Li  the  first  place, 
it  is  a  magnificent  display  of  patriotic 
effort,  the  like  of  which  is  not  to  be  seen 
in  any  other  country  under  heaven. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
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Sheffield  is  fond  of  telling  the  English 
people  how  much  they  have  to  learn 
from  other  nations  in  the  matter  of  eda- 
oation.  It  is  true  we  have  much  to  learn 
from  other  nations,  but  I  venture  to 
ihink  they  have  still  more  to  learn  from 
US,  and  I  was  sure  they  can  claim  no- 
thing  at  all  comparable  to  the  system 
instituted  by  voluntary  aeencies  in  this 
country.  The  system  has  this  advantage, 
that  it  saves  a  vast  amount  of  money  to 
ihe  Public  Exchequer  and  to  local  taxa- 
tion. My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just 
spoken  talked  as  if  the  voluntary  system 
was  indebted  to  the  nation,  and  as  if  it 
was  rather  kind  of  the  nation  to  con- 
cede assistance.  In  my  opinion,  on  the 
contrary,  the  nation  is  indebted  to  the 
voluntary  system,  eminently  so.  It  is 
to  the  nation  that  millions  of  money  are 
eaved  not  only  in  taxation,  but  in  a 
degree  of  private  efiPort  that  no  State 
efiPort  could  equal.  No  one  can  deny 
the  assistance  we  receive  from  the  local 
inanagersof  Board  Schools,  but  this,  good 
as  it  is,  does  not  equal  the  vigilance 
and  loving  care  of  benevolent  friends 
towards  voluntary  schools.  Such  schools 
set  an  excellent  example  by  the  spirit 
they  display.  My  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  says  that  these  schools 
are  no  longer  supported  by  subscrip- 
tions. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON:  I  said 
some  of  them. 
♦Sir  R.  TEMPLE:  My  hon.  Friend 
flays  some  of  them  are  not  supported  by 
subscriptions,  but  that — and  that  is  a 
remarkable  admission  from  an  opponent 
of  the  voluntary  schools — they  manage 
to  carry  on  the  work  by  fees  alone  and 
jpprants.  That  is  too  good  to  be  true,  but 
if  they  do  they  have  thereby  set  up  the 
fltrongestTpossible  ground  for  the  support 
of  the  House  and  the  country.  Look  at 
the  Board  Schools.  Do  they  manage  to 
carry  on  mainly  by  the  fees  ?  The  fees 
in  London  amount  to  only  one  eighth  of 
the  total  amount  expended  on  elemen- 
tary education.  And  yet  are  the 
voluntary  schools  iaferior?  I  am  not 
Bure  that  their  average  earnings  of 
Government  grants  do  not  compare 
favourably  with  ours.  One  remark 
further  in  reference  to  what  fell  from  my 
Tight  hon.  Friend  as  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  London  School  Board  as 
compared  with  other  School  Boards 
iind  voluntary  schools  generallv. 
1  am  afraid  that  the  censure  of  my  right 
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hon.  Friend,  if  censure  I  may  call  iti 
mild  censure  by  implication,  is.  in  regard 
to  the  London  School  Board  in  m? 
humble  estimation,  too  well  de6er?ea. 
The  London  School  Board  has  always 
spent  too  much  and  is  still  doing  ao, 
spending  more  than  ever.     Nobody  in 
this  House  has  stood  up  in  his  place 
more    often   to  defend  the  conduct  of 
the  London  School  Board  than  I  hafe, 
but   its   finances  I    cannot  altogether 
defend.    For  several  years  from  1884 
up  to  the  present  time,  I  have  straggled 
not  without  success  to  keep  expendi- 
ture down,   and  I  shall  not  cease  to 
struggle;   but  what  I  want   to  point 
out   is    that    this  question    does   not 
concern  the   House  of  Commons  and 
does  not  relate  to  these  votes.  Whatever 
offences  we    commit    in    the    way   of 
financial  extravagance  does  not  in  any 
way  affect  the  sum  we  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  vote.     That  is  a  question  not 
between  the  London  8ohool  Board  and 
th<»  House  of  Commons,  or  even  between 
the  Board  and  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, but  between  the  Board  and  the 
ratepayers.     If  the  ratepayers  choose 
to  e^t  a  School  Board  who  spend  thmr 
money  right  and  left  they  alone  m 
answerable,  it  is  their  pockets  that  will 
suffer.     I  thank  the  House  for  allowing 
me  to  make  this  statement,  and  I  will 
resume  my  seat  with  this  observation — 
that  my  right   hon.    Friend    and  the 
Government  have  shown  their  wonted 
sound  judgment  in  allowing  a  little  time 
to  elapse  before  the  Code  is  re -introduced. 
We  are  not  afraid  of  any  adverse  verdict  as 
affecting  the  voluntary  schools,  we  are 
quite  confident  that  the  more  their  work  is 
examined  the  more  splendid  it  will  be 
found,  like  fine  g^ld  tried  in  the  fire  of 
criticism.     At  all  events  it  will  give  my 
right  hon.  Friend  and  the    Education 
Department  the  opportunity  which  has 
not  been  adequately  afforded    as   yet 
of  really  taking  the  Voluntary  School 
Managers     into    their    confidence.     I 
cannot  help  thinking  that   a  good  deal 
of  trouble  would  have  been  avoided  if 
the  Education  Department  had  b^ien  less 
reserved.    I  would  entreat  my  right hofi* 
Friend  to  consider  this  matter  in  con- 
sultation with  the  recognised  Authorities 
of  that  great  voluntary  system  of  which 
the  nation  is  so  justly  proud.    I  amsurs 
they  will  give  him  every  possible  MUfc- 
ance,  and  he  will  find  that  no  section  ia 
this  country  is  more  anxious  to  promote 
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Huit  phjsioal,  mental,  and  moral  culture 
that  should  render  the  rising  generation 
of  Engliahmen  a  wise  and  understanding 
people. 

♦8iR  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  XJniver- 
mty):    The    hon.    Baronet    the    Vice 
Breudent,  in  the  closing  sentences  of 
hiB speech,  justly  insistedon  the  im^Kw- 
tanoe    of   education    for    the    future 
liappineesand  prosperity  of  the  country, 
MDQ  it  is  yery  much  to  be  regretted 
that  80  little   time  is  devoted  to  the 
sobject.    We  hear  of  a  Scotch  Session, 
an  bish   Session,   and   sometimes  an 
Eneliah  Session  ;  I  wish  for  once  we 
ootiJd    have    an    Education     Session. 
What  is   the    position  in    which    we 
find  ourselves?     Two  very  important 
Bojal  Commissions  have   recently  in- 
vestigated   the    subject — namely,     the 
Technical  Instruction  Commission,  and 
the  Education  Commission.    They  each 
recommended  important  changes,  and  it  j 
is  most  remarkable  that  in  very  many 
points,  I  might  almost  say  on  all  educa- 
(fooal  points  in  each  case,  the  Commis- 
Aoners  were  unanimous.  The  Technical 
Education  Bill  has  been  promised  over 
and  o?er  again,  and  as  often  our  hopes 
have  been  disappointed.   I  do  not  blame 
ihe  Yke  President  of  the  Council,  it  is 
not  his  fault,  but  it  is  an  additional 
eridsnoe  of  tlie  need  there  is  that  we 
should  have  a  Minister  of   Education 
with  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  and  then 
educational  questions  would  receive  the 
Attention  their  importance  justly   de- 
inands.      Then    again    the    Education 
Oommiasion,  though  divided  no  doubt 
on  many  important  points,  as  was  in- 
evitable  considering    the  diversity    of 
views  represented,   was  unanimous  or 
almost   unanimous    on  purely    educa- 
&iial  questions.     Some  of  their  recom- 
meodationB,  though  bv  no  means  all, 
were  embodied  in  the  New  Code.     For 
my  part  I  thank  the  Vice  President  for 
m  care  he  has  devoted  to  the  subject, 
and  for    the    improvements    he    has 
iitrodaced,     and    I    regret     that    the 
Oode  ^  has      been      withdrawn.      The 
Ajeeiions  to   it   were  not  educational 
oljeotions.     I  think  that  the  hon.  Qen- 
flwnau    opposite    and    the    supporters 
4)(  volantary  schools,  who  object  to  the 
KtwOode,  entertain  exaggerated  ideas 
4^  to  the  cost  which  would  bet  involved 
Ja  the  new  requirements,  and  that  thev 
Mluittlu  the   average  amount  which 
•O  be  earned  under  the  New  Code.   It 


may  reasonably  be  expected  that  the 
increased  efficiency  will  secure  a  larger 
ffrant.  Of  course  we  must  remember 
that  it  is  in  the  essence  of  the  existence  of 
voluntary  schools  that  there  should  be  a 
substantial  sum  raised  by  subscriptions. 
It  is  a  serious  misfortune  that  the  Code 
is  Uk  be  postponed.  Is  it  not  possible,  even 
now  that  the  educational  changes,  as  to 
which  there  is  no  question,  snould  be 
accepted?  They  are  imperatively  re- 
quired. For  instance,  the  present 
Code  presses  unduly  on  night  schools. 
There  is  no  compulsion  in  the  case 
of  night  schools,  and  the  consequence, 
of  course,  is  that  unless  they  are  made 
interesting  and  attractive  to  boys  and 
girls,  they  will  not  be  attended,  and,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  they  are  lamentably 
few  and  far  between.  Again,  the  Com- 
missioners were  unanimous  as  to  the 
subjects  of  instruction  which  they  re- 
garded as  essential.    They  said :— > 

**  The  following  are  the  subjeots  of  elemen- 
tary instruction  which  we  regard  as  essential, 
subject  to  the  various  qualifications  which  we 
have  already  made :  Beading,  writing,  arith- 
metic; needlework  for  ^Is;  linear  drawing 
for  boys ;  singing ;  English,  so  as  to  give  the 
oiiildren  an  adequate  knowledge  of  their  mother 
tongue ;  EngUw  history,  taught  by  means  of 
reading  books;  geography,  especiadly  of  the 
British  £!mpire  ;  lessons  on  common  objects  in 
the  lower  standards,  leading  up  to  a  knowledge 
of  elementary  science  in  the  higher  standards.'* 

That  is  to  say  they  regarded  the  four 
class  subjects  as  they  are  technically 
termed — ^namely,  geography,  history, 
English,  and  elementary  science  as 
essential.  But  the  Code  only  allows  two 
class  subjects  to  be  taken,  of  which  Eng- 
lish must  be  one  and  geography  is 
generally  the  other.  I  am  aware  that 
there  is,  for  those  who  know  it,  a 
postern  door  of  escape,and  they  may  take 
class  subject  as  a  special  subject.  But 
that  is  a  roundabout  process  and  is 
scarcely  ever  made  use  of.  Now,  what 
is  the  result?  Out  of,  say,  20,000 
schools  only  383  presented  any  children 
in  history,  and  only  39  in  elementary 
science.  When  I  mentioned  the  corre- 
sponding figures  last  year  I  was  told 
that  I  must  have  made  a  mistake,  and 
I  will,  therefore,  quote  the  very  words 
of  the  Report — 

"The  wider  range  of  class  subjects  allowed 
by  the  Code  under  the  head  of  *  elementary 
science '  does  not  appear  to  be  taken  advantage 
of  to  any  great  extent  at  present.  The  returns 
show  but  39  sdiools  which  have  taken  subjects 
under  this  head,  while  geography  has  been 
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taken  in  12,035  sohools,  needlework,  by  the 
girls,  in  7,187,  history  in  388,  and  drawing  in 
606." 

Of  course  I  know  that  there  are  schools 
in  which  these  subjects  are  taught, 
though  the  children  are  not  presented 
for  examination.  That,  nowever, 
strengthens  my  case,  because  it  shows 
that  as  at  present  constituted  the  Code 
discourages  the  very  thing  we  wish  to 
secure.  Schoolmasters  naturally  con- 
sider that  the  Department  wishes 
children  only  to  take  up  two  cIcms  sub- 
jects, and  they  limit  themselves  accord- 
ingly. The  London  School  Board,  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Evesham  has  often  reminded  us,  has 
set  an  excellent  example  in  this  respect ; 
they  not  only  teach  all  four  subjects, 
but  went  further  and  took  up  some  of 
the  specific  subjects  also.  They  found 
the  results  excellent.  So  far  from  inter- 
fering with  the  elementary  subjects,  the 
variety  introduced,  the  greater  interest 
excited,  benefited  the  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic.  Mr.  Kankine  reports 
that— 

'*In  specific  sabjects  this  district  is  pre- 
eminent. No  other  district  in  England 
approaches  it.  Over  6,000  scholars  were 
examined  last  year  in  specific  subjects.  The 
favonrite  subjects  are  physiology,  domestio 
economy,  and  algebra.  The  childrai  examined 
nassed  well  in  all  subjects.  The  higher  the 
Instruction  is  carried  in  any  school  I  find  the 
lower  work  improved  in  proportion,  and  better 
results  in  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic  are 
obtained  with  less  pressure.  This  is,  no  doubt, 
owing  to  cultivation  of  general  intelligence." 

The  result  of  the  wider  education  given 
in  German  schools  is  the  same. 
Surely,  then,  the  time  has  come  when 
every  school  should  be^  examined  in  all 
the  four  class  subjects.  I  do  not  mean 
that  in  every  school  they  can  all  as  yet 
be  insisted  on,  but  that  this  is  what  we 
should  aim  at.  In  the  old,  I  regret 
that  I  must  now  say  the  present  Oode, 
if  anv  class  subjects  are  taVen  one  must 
be  English.  The  Education  Commis- 
sioners unanimousely  recommended  that 
this  rule  should  be  withdrawn  and  the 
school  authorities  should  be  allowed  to 
ohoose  their  own  class  subjects.  This 
the  Department  has  done  in  the  new 
Oode,  but  then  I  am  sorry  to  see  that 
in  another  part  of  it  they  introduced 
a  proTision  that  *'No  school  shall 
receive  more  than    128.,  unless  the  In- 

rtor     renorts     that     the    scholars 
ughout  the  school  are  satiafMtorily 
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taugdt  repetition  as  set  forth  in  Schedule 
II."  ButrepetitionispartoftheEnglialL 
This  is  really   therefore    taking  back 
with  one  hand  what  they  have  given 
with  the  other.    I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  see    his  way  to  omit  this 
when  he  reintroduces  the   Oode  next 
yea^.      But  could  he  not  even  now  in 
accordance  with   the  unanimous  recom- 
mendations of  the  Oommission  remove 
the    provision    which    makes   Eoglidi 
compulsory.     There  is  only  one  other 
subject  on  which  I  should  wish  to  say  a 
word  before  I  sit  down.    Our  elemen- 
tary school  system  in  the  case  of  boys  is 
altogether  a  training  for  the  brain,  I 
might  almost  say  of  the  memory ;  ther^ 
is  nothing  which  tends  to  g^ve  a  com* 
mand  of  the  hand  and  eye.     In  the  case 
of  girls,  of  course  there  is  needlework, 
but  we  have  nothing  of  the  same  sOTt 
for  boys.    The  experience  of  the  81oj4 
system  in  Sweden,  and  of  other  foreign 
schools,  I  might  add,  I  think,  of  our 
London  School  Board,  shows  that  there 
is  really  no  difficulty  in   the    matter, 
though,  of  course,  it  can  only  be  intro- 
duced   by  degrees;  and     I   hope   that 
when    my  right  hon.  Friend  is  recon- 
sidering   his    Code   he    vnll    introdooe 
provisions,  not  of  course  as  yet  requir- 
ing, but  encouraging  the   introduction 
of  manual  training  into  our  elementaiy 
schools — not  intended  as  a  preparation 
for    any  particular   handicraft — ^but  to 
give  control  over  the  hand  and  eye.    I 
believe,   and  I  speak  from  some  little 
experience  in   this    matter,  that   such 
lessons  would  be  very  popular  with  the 
boys,  and  that  would  in  itself  be  a  great 
recommendation.     I  am  convinced  also 
that  it  would  have  a  good  effect  on  the 
purely  literary  studies.     We  often  hear 
of  the  importance  of  teaching  children 
to  read  with  expression,    but  what  is 
much  more  important,  is  that  they  should 
read    with    ease.     This    can    only   he 
acquired  with  practice ;  and  people  only 
read  much,  if  they  have  been  taught 
to  enjoy  it.     The  cardinal  mistake  that 
we  have  made  has,  I  venture  to  think, 
been  that  our  object  has  been  to  teach 
as    much    as  possible,   instead  of  en- 
deavouring to  make  the  process  pleasant 
so  that  the  children  might  wish  to  learn, 
and  might  teach    themselves.      What 
children  learn    for    themselves    is   ^ 
more    valuable   than    what     they   aie 
taught.    The  changes  to  which  I  hate 
called    attention,    which     were    unani- 
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monaly  reoommeDded  by  the  Commis- 
OOD,  and  which  would  not,  I  believe, 
be  Berioasly    contested  in  this  House, 
▼onld  leave  more    freedom    to  school 
managers,  would   encourage    and  pro- 
mote continuation    schools,  and  would 
ronderour  system  more   practical  and 
more  interesting  to  the  children.    The 
iroakness  of  our  present  system  is  the 
absence  of  interest,  and  consequently  of 
the  wish  for  continuation  schools,  so  that 
too  often  the  children  forget  what  they 
baye  so  laboriously  learnt.     If,  on  the 
other  hand,  we  can  but  enable  them  to 
realise  the  delightful  and  inexhaustible 
fond  of  interest  and   enjoyment  to  be 
deriTed  from  books,  and  still  more  from 
Nature  herself,  then    indeed  we  shall 
need  no  compulsion,   our   schools  and 
onr  libraries    will     be    full,    and  the 
prisons  and  public-houses  comparatively 
empty. 

♦Mb.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON(Shrop. 
shire,  Oswestry) :    We   all  agree  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  wishing  that  more 
Attention  should  be  paid  to  education  in 
the  House,  but  I  think  the  state  of  the 
House  during  this  Debate  will  hardly 
enoonrage  the  Qovemment  to  give  us 
many  more  Bank  Holidays  for  the  dis- 
cussion.   Now,  when  I  listened  to  the 
speech  of   my   hon.   Friend  the  Vice 
President,  I  thought  that  the  Chief  of 
the  Education  Department  ought  to  be 
the  most  popular  man  in  the  country, 
f()rhe  described  himself  as  the  most 
generous  of  givers  of  public  money,  and 
that  the  Department  must  be  the  model 
Department  in  the  Government,  for  he 
dewribed  it  in  glowing  terms  of  praise. 
I  hope  I  will  not  throw  any  discord  into 
this  discussion,  if  to  a  certain  extent  I 
criticise  both  the  speech  of  the  Vice 
President    of    the    Council    and     the 
pondnct  of  the  Department.      I  have 
pst  presented   a   Petition,   signed  by 
20,000     persoQSy     who     complain     of 
^  way  in   which    the  education    of 
^  great  country  is   managed.     The 
Petiaon     is      from      managers,     and 
P*n&ts   who    send    their  children    to 
'ck^oli  both  voluntary  schools  and  Board 
*i>boolSy  and  what  do    the  petitioners 
•<k  for?    For  the  relief  and  encourage- 
®JBt    of    voluntary     schools.      They 
)«*k    that     the     voluntary      system 
u  mifnrly    treated    at    the    present 
^bv^e  Department.    They  think 
vat  the  policy  of  the  Department  is 
ttd  baa  been  for  many  years  a  stand- 


still policy,  and  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  inefficiency  in  the  way  in  which 
the    business    of   the    Department    is 
carried    on.     If    the    complaints    of 
the     petitioners    are  well-founded    no- 
Oovemment,  whether  it  l>e  Liberal  ot- 
Conservative,  can  afford  to  overlook  or 
to     neglect   them.      Who    make   the 
complaints?      Not    reactionaries,    not 
men  who  have  hindered  the  cause  of 
education,  but  men  who  have  stood  in- 
the  forefront  of  the  educational  move«< 
ment  for  the  last  60  years,  men  who- 
show   their  interest  in   the   education 
of  the  poor  by  annual  subscriptions  to 
the  amount  of  three-fourths  of  a  million 
sterling,  by  invested  capital  in  schools 
and    school    plant    of    the    value    of 
£30,000,000;    men  who,  without   any 
assistance    from   the   rates,    are    now 
managing    the  schools   which  contaiib 
more  than  half  of  the  school  childreu 
of  England.     What  will  be  the  cost  ta 
I  the    country    of     extinguishing    these- 
schools?      It    will   be   many    millions- 
sterling  a  year,  and  £80,000,000  down. 
Who  do  these  schools  belong  tof   They 
belong  to  all  religious  denominations,  to- 
the  Church  of  England,  Methodists,  In-  ^ 
dependents.  Baptists,  Wesley ans, Roman 
Catholics,  and  to  Jews  ;  their  watchword 
is  "freedom  of   religious   education.'** 
The  English   people  are  essentially  a 
religious  people;   I   do  not  think  any 
one  will  be  found  to  deny  that,  notwith* 
standing  the  activity  of  the  Secularist 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons.     The- 
managers  of  voluntary  schools  believe- 
that    there    is    if   not    an    intention, 
at  all  events  a  tendency  in  the  action^ 
of  the  Education   Department  to  vio- 
late the   concordat  with   Mr.   Forster. 
Everyone  will  allow  that  moral  training - 
is  at  the  root  of    sound  training,  and 
that  the  foundation  of  moral  training  is- 
religion.    When  men  begin  by  eliminat- 
ing religion  they  often  end  by  obliterat<* 
ing  morality.  In  the  new  Code  there  aro 
no    instructions    whatever    to  the  In- 
spectors to  report  on  moral  training^: 
yet  the  Koyal  Commission  declare  that  it 
should  be  the    first    duty  of   the  In*" 
spectors  to  report  on  moral  training,  and 
to  impress  on  teachers,   managers,  and 
children  the  primary  importance  of  that 
essential  element  of  all  education.    The- 
members  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  mar 
well  say,  •*  Who  has  read  our  Report  ?  "* 
They  are  like  men  crying  in  the  wilder- 
ness;   the  Department  seems  to  have* 
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paid  no  attention  to  their  reoommenda- 
tionB.     "  Aocnraoy  of  knowledge  "  is 
^ne  of   the    points  npon    which    the 
'dommission  suggest  that  the  Insneotors 
ehould  report   upon.     Will   it   oe  be-{ 
lieyed  that    during  the  20    years  the 
Department  have  never  succeeded    in 
.giving    an    authoritative  definition   of 
*^  elementary  education  ?  "    The  idea  of 
•elementary  education  changes  with  the 
'Code,  and  there  is  no  limit  to  the  num- 
ber of    Oodes.    There  must  be   some 
mental  confusion  at  the  Education  De- 
partment or  they  would  not  have  gone 
on  without  defining  the  education  which 
is  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates  and  taxes. 
This  mental  confusion  seems  to  prevail 
throughout,     for    no    classification   of 
-schools  has  been  arrived  at.     Neither  in 
'tiie  time  of  the  right  hon.  Q^ntleman 
nor  of  his  predecessor  (Mr.  Mundella), 
.and  between  them  they  had  held  office 
for  10  years,  no  attempt  has  been  made 
to  distinguish  between  schools    under 
difiPerent  conditions,  and  to  treat  them 
.according  to  their  circumstances.  What 
has   been    done  for   the   poor    urban 
Toluntary  school — that  school  which  is 
of  such  great  advantage  socially  and 
religiously?     Simply    nothing.      Then 
we  come  to  the  small    rurid  schools, 
•  of    which    there    are     4,000,     whose 
attendance    is    less    than  60.     What 
has  been  done  for  them  ?    Nothing,  or 
hardly     anything     during    the     time 
•of   my    right    hon.     Friend   opposite, 
or  my  right  hon.    Friend  the  present 
Vice  President.     All  that  has  been  pro- 
posed is  that  they  should  be  compelled 
to  provi(?e  a  much  larger  stafE  and  should 
have  the  inadequate  compensation    of 
.£10,  which  wotdd  in  no  way  cover  the 
increased    expense.      £very    one    who 
knows  anything  of  schools  in  country 
places  will  admit  that  if  the  cause  of 
•^ucation    is    to    be    advanced,    these 
schools  should  be  assisted  by  a  special 
^ant  to  wards  the  staff.  Again,  voluntary 
schools    are  unfairly   treated   by  their 
enforced  association  with  pauperism.  In 
the  case  of- Board  Schools  parents  unable 
to  pay  school  fees  get   them  remitted 
without  difficulty,   but  in  the  case  of 
Toluntary  schools  a  parent  has  to  go  to 
the  Board  of  Guardians  and  submit  to  all 
•the  unpltjasantnesGes  of  pauperism  before 
his  fees  are  remitted.     The   right  hon. 
gentleman  has  now  been  three  years  in 
-office,  but  no  change  has  yet  been  made 
.as  regards  the  hardship  to  which  volun- 
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tary  schools  are  subject  in  having  to  pay 
rates  while  night  and  Sunday  aohooh 
are  exempt.    Now,  I  wish  to  make  it 
quite  clear  that  the  complaint  whioh  I 
now  make  is  rather  against  the  polioy 
of  the  Department    than    against  the 
right     hon.      Gentleman     personally. 
The  policy  inaugurated   by  the  right 
hon.      Gentleman    the    Member   for 
the  Brightside    Division  of    Sheffield 
still  governs  the  Department  in  eveiy 
respect.     We  remember    the  straggle 
we  had  with  him  on  the  matter  of  over- 
pressure.   Although  personally  a  man 
of  kindly  good  nature,  yet  we  found  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  killing  two 
or  three  children  every  month.    It  was 
only  by  bringing  forward  case  after  case 
and  making  the  public  fully  aware  of 
what  was  going  on  that  we  were  able  to 
get  any  relief.     We  all  remember  the 
ukmous  Report  of  Sir  Oreighton  Browne 
on  overpressure,    which  the  late  Yioe 
President  tried  to  suppress.  We  have  to  a 
certain  extent  corrected  the  evils  of  over- 
pressure,  but   still  the  salaries  of  the 
masters  are  dependent  upon  grants,  and 
that    is    the    fruitful    source    of  the 
danger.     We  hope    the    hon.    Gentle- 
man  will  make    the    salaries    of  the 
masters  not  so  much  dependent  on  the 
grants  as  they  are  at  present.    The  chaos 
in  which  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  op- 
posite  left  the  Department   compelled 
the  Government  to  appoint  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission on  Education,  and  though  that 
Commission  has  reported,  that  Beport 
unfortunately  has  not  yet  been   acted 
upon.    I  would  appeal  to  my  right  hon. 
friend  to  effect  reforms  in  the  oonduot 
of    his    own  Department.     There  is  a 
want  of  confidence  in  that  Department, 
and  that    is  shown    by  the    rejection 
and     withdrawal     of     the     Code  — a 
want    of     confidence      that      I     can 
as:iure  him  is  very  widespread.     The 
Inspectors    require    to    be     inspected. 
There    is   great    difficulty    in    getting 
rid  of  a  bad  Inspector,  who  may  caoae 
terror     to    a     whole    district.        The 
other    day    I    brought    to    the   notice 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  what  appeared 
to  be  a  case  of  untrustworthineso  in  an 
Inspector,  and  told  him  he  would  fin<^ 
that  other  complaints  against  this  In^ 
specter  had  been  made.    My  right  hon^ 
Friend  said  he  could  find  nothing  to 
confirm  the  statement  that  the  removal 
of  the  gentleman  from  one    dis^ict  ttj 
another  was  due  to  any  ndsoondfuot, 
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ihAt  anything  was  known  of  his  ante- 
•eedentsat  the  place  I  mentioned.    But 
the  fact  was  uiat  the  gentleman   was 
oait  in  damages  and  costs  in  the  Oounty 
Court  for  stnking  a  boy  with  a  book  in 
the  course  of  an  examination.    I  am 
not  blaming  my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  I 
mention  this  incident  to  indicate  that  the 
Department  is  not  as  well  managed  and 
as  well  manned  as  it  ought  to  be.    And 
BOW  I  wish  to  point  out  how  the  creation 
of  new  precedents  which  has  been  going 
on  from  time  to  time  by  the  Depart- 
ment has  led  to  the  invariable  injury 
of  Toluntary  schools.    Those  who  know 
the    rales    and    methods    by    which 
the  Education    Act   is  worked   know 
thai  School   Boards  have  the  right  of 
appealing  to  the  Department  to  obtain 
^mpulsorj  powers  to  purchase  sites  for 
schools,  and  it  is  right  that  they  should 
have  this    power.      But    the    School 
Boards  have  not  the  right  to  compul- 
sorily    acquire    the  sites  of  voluntary 
schools,  for  these  are  guarded  by  the 
23rd  section  of  the  Education  Act,  and 
this  has  been  recognised  by  the  Depart 
ment  until  last  year  when  they  attemp- 
ted a  new  departure,  and  to  apply  the 
compulsory  powers  of  the  Lands  Glauses 
Consolidation  Act  to  force  a  voluntary 
school  to  sell  its  site  to  a  School  Board. 
Kow,  a  new  practice  such  as  this  is  con- 
toaiy  to  the   concordat  of  Mr.  W.  E. 
Porster,  and  would,  if  allowed,  lead  to 
the  effacement    of   voluntary   schools. 
The  case  I  refer  to  is  known  as  the 
Viddleton  St.  George  case.   Next  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  a  matter  about  which 
I  asked  a  question  this  evening,  and  re- 
ceived a  rather  unsatisfactory  answer. 
The  method  laid  down  in  the  Oode  as 
the  basis  for  measuring  the  accommo- 
dation in    volnntery  schools    is    eight 
square  feet   per  child.      This  has  in- 
variably been  adopted.     Article  96  and 
Koteof  the  Ck>de  directe  that  *' eight, 
square  feet  of  internal  area  for  each 
1^  of  average  attendance "  shall  be 
the  basis  adopted,  and  the   principle 
hitherto  acted  upon  by  the  Department 
is  that  voluntary  schools  shall  not  be 
touched  by   the  10  square  feet   basis, 
Asd  tiiat  in  case  of  schools  which  have 
been  passed   by  the  Department  for  a 
-oerlain  number  of  children  the  arrange- 
BKflii  shall  not  be  disturbed.    But  the 
^Mhir  day  at  Luton,  in  order  to  give  a 
^sfaioe    for  the  enlargement   of    the 
Board  School,  a  voluntary  school  was, 


for  the  first  time,  measured  on  the  basis 
of  10  square  feet  instead  of  eight,  and 
the  Vice-President  said  that  voluntary 
schools  would  be  measured  on  thi^ 
basis.  

♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  my  hon.  Friend,  but  I  am 
afraid  I  did  not  make  myself  understood 
in  the  latter  part  of  my  reply.  I  did 
state  that  there  were  other  cases. 

♦Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON :  I 
would  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  give 
me  other  instances.  I  am  informed  that 
there  is  no  case  precisely  parallel  to  this 
Luton  case.  I  believe  uiis  is  the  first 
case  during  the  19  years  the  Education 
Act  has  been  in  force  in  which  10  square 
feet  measurement  has  been  adopted  in 
calculating  the  accommodation  of  a 
voluntary  school.  What  I  want  to 
point  out  is  the  somewhat  unfair  spirit 
in  which  the  Education  Act  is  worked 
by  the  Department  against  the  volun- 
tary schools,  and  I  appeal  to  my  right 
bon.  Friend  to  remove  the  unfairness. 
We  who  are  interested  in  voluntary 
schools  cannot  but  be  dissatisfied  with 
the  partiality  which  reigns  in  the 
Department.  The  voice  of  the  Educa- 
tion  Department  is  the  voice  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  the  hand  is  the  hand 
of  his  predecessor,  and  the  head  that 
conceives  these  new  principles  seems  to 
be  that  of  the  ingenious  chief  of  the 
Department. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Oounty, 
Birr^ :  Like  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken,  I  have  always  been  a 
strong  supporter  of  the  voluntary 
system,  and  I  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  devoted  some  of  his  time 
to  dealing  with  what,  after  all,  is  the  real 
question  before  us, rather  than  have  gone 
into  the  mass  of  details  he  did.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  some 
explanation  of  the  causes  of  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  New  Code  now  put  off  to 
next  year,  and  some  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  have  given  explanations. 
Whether  they  are  the  whole  or  only 
part  of  their  explanations  I  do  not  know, 
but  I  will  tell  him  very  distinctly  why  I 
put  down  notice  of  opposition.  It  was 
this.  I  felt  that  the  Code  raised  ques* 
tions  as  between  voluntary  and  Board 
Schools,  which  under  the  conditions  and 
at  the  time  of  the  Session  could  not 
be  debated  with  any  good  result. 
Further,  I  looked  upon  the  Code 
as   merely  a  compromise.      When  the 
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Boyal  Oommission  issued  their  Report, 
if  Uie  Goyemment  with  their  big  majo- 
rity between  them  had  had  the  courage 
to  carry  the  recommendations  of  me 
Oommission  into  legislation  they  could 
haye  done  a  yery  great  deal  of  good, 
and  all  parties  might  haye  been  satisfied. 
But  the  Goyemment  allowed  three  years 
to  pass,  and  then  introduced  the  Oode 
as  a  compromise  only  dealing  with  de- 
tails of  the  proposed  changes.  The 
result  appears  to  me  to  be  that  all  hope 
of  this  Beport  of  the  Royal  Oommission 
being  earned  out  has  long  passed.  I 
do  not  myself  see  how  the  hopes  ex- 
pressed in  that  Report,  and  by  those  of 
us  who  sat  on  the  Oommission  will  eyer 
be  carried  out  by  the  present  Goyem- 
ment. I  myself  wish  sincerely  the  Go- 
yemment had  acted  at  once  upon  the 
report  of  the  Royal  Oommission  and 
carried  out  their  own  intentions,  which 
were,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the 
intentions  of  the  Royal  Oommission,  for 
they  had  their  majority  on  the  Oom- 
mission. I  regret  exceedingly  they  did 
not  do  so  and  efiPect  a  settlement  of  the 
question  which  was  possible  then  but 
which,  I  belieye,  is  utterly  impossible 
now.  We  haye  gone  a  yery  long 
way  beyond  that  Report.  The 
yery  fact  that  the  Report  has 
been  considered  and  discussed  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of 
the  country,  and  discussed  by  all  edu- 
cationalists, has  made  it  impossible  that 
the  scheme  which  really  underlies  the 
Report  can  be  carried  out.  The  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  was  afraid  of  outside 
opinion  and  of  a  section  of  his  own 
followers  perhaps,  but  from  whateyer 
course  it  may  be,  the  golden  oppor- 
tunity has  been  missed,  and  we  must  now 
seek  for  a  settlement  of  the  question 
upon  a  basis  entirely  different  from  that 
which  we  had  formerly  hoped  for.  I 
think  there  is  nothing  more  dangerous 
to  the  cause  of  education  than  that  it 
should  become  a  Party  and  political 
question,  but  a  Party  and  political 
question  it  is  fast  becoming,  and 
is  now  far  more  than  it  was  three 
years  ago.  Free  education  is  now  a 
plank  in  a  political  platform,  and  we 
haye  seen  the  principle  carried  out  in 
Scotch  legislation,  t  haye  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  supporters  of  both 
yoluntary  and  School  Board  systems 
must  be  prepared  to  accept  free  educa- 
tion, compulsory  education,  education 
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up  to  a  standard  and  inspection.   We 
shall  haye  to  accept  nearly  all  that  it 
accepted  in  Board  Schools.     I  will  ^ 
further  and  say  this,  that  I  think  tbe 
result  in  the  yery  near  future  will  be 
that  the  whole  system  of  education  in 
the  country  will  haye  to  be  under  a 
system  of  Board  Schools.     Of  course  it 
will  be  impossible  for  yoluntary  schooU 
to  pass  under  Board  School  management 
under  existing  conditions;  there mufit be 
a  compromise  on  both  sides,  there  must 
be  a  *'  giye  and  take,"  and  I  am  satis- 
fied that  a  fair  and  honest  compromise 
between  the  voluntary  and  the  School 
Board  systems  can  be  effected.     I,  for 
one,  do  not  fear  it.     The  difficulty,  o! 
course— the  main  difficulty,  and  I  speak 
more  especially  for  those  of  my  own 
creed,  is  that  in  accepting   what  the 
Board  Schools  demand   we  could  not 
accept  any  system  that  would  introduce 
into  our  schools  a  system  of  proselytism. 
We    must  find    a    system  of  compro- 
mise with  the    School    Board   system 
that  will    enable    us    to  liye  together 
and    carry    on    our    educational   sys- 
tem    without    injury    or     annoyance, 
to  either  side.     I  certainly  would  hare 
preferred  the  carrying  out  of  the  original 
system,  but  that  is  impossible ;  we  ha^ 
been  driven  into  the  position  in  which 
we  find  ourselves.      I    suppose  there 
would  have  been  considerable  difference 
of   opinion  among  those   who  support  | 
the  voluntary  system,  and  1  think  tha 
difference  of  opinion  will  be  to  th«i? 
injury ;  but  they  must  blame  themsehef* 
for  the  position  in  which  they  find  them 
selves.     I  think  a  good  deal  of  it  ha( 
arisen  from  the  fact  that  in  some  of  ih< 
voluntary  schools  the  political  elemen 
has  been  introduced,  more  especially '' 
some  of  the  country  schools.     That 
cusation  has  been  made  against  th 
and  whether  it  is  true  or  not,  we  fin< 
ourselves  in  the  present  difficulty, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked  us 
give  him  our  views  upon  it,  and  I 
him  my  view  most  willingly,  for  I  ]  ^ 
the  interest  he    takes  in    the  suhj 
These   are  the  views    I    bold,    and 
believe    that    a    compromise    may 
effected,  that  we  may  take  this  qu 
once  for  all,  out  of  the  political 
and  devote  ourselves  to  the  interests 
education  apart  from  every  other 
sideration. 

Mr.  HANDEL  GOSSHAM  CBri 
E. ) :  It  is  impossible  to  oTorrate 
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importance  of  the  speech  to  which   we 
liafe  just  listened.    It  indicates  a  policy 
Titb  which  I  haye  the  greatest  sympathy, 
sod  frankly  expresses  views  I  have  loog 
entertained  on  the  education  question. 
I  hope  the  importance  of  the  subject 
may  not  be  measured  by  the  attendance 
of  Members;  for,  indeed,  I  think  it  is 
impoasible  for  the  House  of  Commons 
to  oe  engaged  in  a  more  important  dis« 
cnaaion,  one  that  has  a  more  important 
bearing  on  the  future  of  this  country. 
It  IB  one  of  the  most  important  con- 
aideratioos  that  meet  us  in  relation  to 
thia  great  problem,  that  there  are  still 
a  muiion  of  children   not  reached  by 
<mr  educational  machinery,  and  we  have 
to  find   a   means    of   reaching    these 
children  ,*  for  it  is  from  these  largely  that 
OUT  criminal  classes  and  our  drunkards 
and  many  evils  of  society  spring.  I  have 
liatoied  with  intense  interest  to  the  die- 
coaaion,  and  1  cannot  help  thinking  that 
iho9B  who  look  at  this  subject  from  a 
▼olnntary  point  of  view  shut  their  eyes 
to  facts  that  nevertheless  they  will  have 
to  encounter.     It  is  not  for  the  advan- 
tage of  the  country  that  three-quarters 
of  a  million  in  g^nts  of  public  money 
«honld  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  those 
vho  promote    education    merely  as  a 
means  to    sectarian    influence.     It    is 
^gainat  the  extension  of  this  sectarian 
iaflaence  we  protest  and  have  to  fight. 
We  have  had  strong  illustrations  of  this. 
The  Technical  Instruction  Bill   would 
hate  passed  but  for  the  opposition  of 
jolnntary  schools,  chiefly  due  to  clerical 
uiflaence.     I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that  we  shall  never  reach  our  educational 
i^oirements  until  we  have  compulsion 
ifi  a  much    stronger  form;   but    the 
country  will  never  allow  compulsion  to 
be  exercised  by  a  self-elected  body  such 
u  the  managers  of  voluntary  schools 
•w*    We  are  rapidlv  tending  towards 
ft»e  education,  and  1  only  wish  that  in 
oar  own  Local  (Government  Bill  we  had 
l>Mii  as  wise  aa  our  northern  friends  in 
^"▼oting  the  relief  of  local  taxation  to 
4at    purpose.       I    congratulate    our 
Scotdi  friends  on  their  success  in  this 
^neetion,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  advan* 
t^n  of  the  principle  cannot  lone  be 
<fiittoIled  by  a  geographical  boundary. 
^Hdle  I  listened  to  the  statement  of  the 
^lee  Prendenty  I  could  not  help  noticing 
^  &et  that  while  expenditure  for  edu- 
<atioDal  purposes  is  growing,  subscrip- 
Am  for    the    voluntary    system    are 


declining,  and  this,  I  think,  dearly  in- 
dicates that  those  who  talk  so  much 
about  the  voluntary  system  do  not  make 
much  impression  in  respect  to  it.  But 
I  do  not  wish  to  introduce  more  discord, 
though  I  cannot  but  express  my  belief 
that  the  clerical  desire  to  keep  control 
over  education  has  checked  the  progress 
of  education  in  this  country.  Long 
ago  we  should  have  had  a  really 
national  system  if  we  had  had  less 
of  the  clerical  fingers  upon  the 
educational  springy  of  the  country.  I 
listened  with  delight  to  the  speech  just 
delivered.  It  came  from  one  who  re- 
prelents  a  section  of  Ohristians  not 
supposed  to  have  the  most  broad  and 
liberal  views,  and,  coming  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  itis  a  fingerpost  that  indicates 
the  road  that  the  Education  Department 
would  do  well  to  follow ;  and  I  am  sure 
we  shall  all  have  cause  to  rejoice  at  the 
advantages  it  will  bring  to  the  nation. 

Me.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow.  St. 
Bollox):  I  find  that  whilst  there  are 
16*4  per  cent  of  the  population  on  the 
school  registers  in  England,  there  are 
15*9  per  cent  of  the  population  on  the 
school  registers  in  Scotland — taking  the 
year  1 887 — and  the  average  attendance 
per  population  in  England  is  12*9  per 
cent  of  the  population,  as  against  12*4 
per  cent  in  Scotland.  Then  again,  in 
regard  to  the  annual  inspection,  we  find 
that  a  larger  number  of  children  are 
present  at  the  annual  inspection  in  Eng- 
land as  compared  with  Scotland,  and  the 
results  are,  therefore,  very  creditable 
to  England,  the  population  of  which  is 
undoubtedly  in  advance  of  Scotland, 
both  as  regards  the  number  of  children 
on  the  school  registers,  the  number  in 
average  attendance,  and  the  number 
presented  for  inspection.  Of  course  the 
attendances  in  the  higher  standards  are 
larger  in  Scotland  than  in  England,  but 
then  in  England  the  compulsory  stan- 
dard is  the  Fourth  Standard,  while  in 
Scotland  the  compulsoir  standard  is  the 
fifth.  Again,  in  Scotland  no  child  is 
allowed  to  work  in  a  factory  until 
it  attains  the  age  of  13  years,  and 
that  restriction  does  not  apply  in 
England.  Again,  in  Scotland  no 
child  is  allowed  to  pass  from  school 
until  it  has  either  passed  the  Fifth 
Standard  or  is  fourteen  years  of  age.  It 
is  quite  evident,  therefore,  that  you  have 
superior  educational  results  in  Scotland 
as  compared  with  England.    In  England 
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jon  haTe,   to    begin    with,    a    higher 
Bumbet  of  children  on  the  school  regis- 
ter, and  what  you  want  now  is  to  bring 
up  your  educational  standard.    That  is 
only  to  be  accomplished  by  England 
following  the  lead  of  Scotland  in  making 
the  fifth  the  compulsory  standard,  in 
preTenting  children  under  13  working 
in  factories,  and  in  making  the  compul- 
sory school  age  14  years.    There  is  less 
difficulty  in    raising    the    standard  in 
Eoffland,   because  there  a  child  goes 
earner  to  school  than  in  Scotland.    In 
Scotland  3  per  cent  of  the  children  go  to 
school  under  seven  years  of  age;   in 
England  5  per  cent   are  under  soTen. 
Now,  I  say  there  is  no  practical  difficulty 
in  making  the  compulsory  standard  in 
England  Sie  same  as  in  Scotland,  and  I 
yenture  to  think  if  this  were  done  we 
should  in  a  year  or  two  have  educational 
results  in  England  far  surpassing  those 
obtained  in  Scotland.    Another  fact  to 
be  borne  in  mind  is  that  in  Scotland  the 
Board  Schools  combine  elementary  with 
secondary  education.     I  will  cite  the  case 
of  tilie  Oity  of  Glasgow  in  order  to  show 
the  extraordinary  result  of  this  system. 
According  to  the  Beport  of  the  Education 
Department  it  is  expected  that  one  in 
every  seven  of  the  children  at  school  will 
be  found  in  private  schools.    Therefore, 
of  the  84,000  school  children  in  Glasgow, 
12,000  ought  Xo  be  found  in  private 
schools.     But  the  result  of  the  educa- 
tional system  prevailing  in  Scotland  is 
that  there  are  only  4,000  children  in 
Glasgow  in  schools  where  the  fees  are 
above  9d.  a  week,  and  2,500  of  these  are 
in  public  schools,  so  that  there  are  only 
1 ,500  children  whose  parents  may  be  said 
to  pay  for  education  without  assistance, 
and  even  that  1,500  includes  children 
brouffht  into  Glasgow  from  the  country 
in  oraer  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  better 
education  to  be  obtained  there.  In  fact, 
the  class  of  children  who  attend  secon- 
dary schools  in  England  are  in  Scot- 
lana  to  be  found  in  the  Board  Schools. 
You  have  an  enormous  proportion  of 
the  better  class  children  who  go  up  to 
Standard  YI.,  and  who,  by  taking  specific 
subjects,  are  capable  of  earning  the 
higher  grant.    In  conclusion,  I  would 
again  urge  that  by  raising  the  oompul- 
toij  standard  and  the  school  age  in 
England  you  would  secure  educational 
results  superior  not  only  to  those  ob- 
tained in  Scotland,  but  superior  also  to 
the  results  obtained  in  any  oountry. 

Mr.  CtddwM 


Sib  HENKY  BOSOOE  (Manchester. 
8.) :  The  small  attendance  this  evening^ 
is  not  very  encouraging,  but  we  ought 
to    remember   that  this  is  tne  5th  of 
August,  and  to-day  there  are  attrac- 
tions which  draw   Members  away  from 
this  House.    I  think  if  we  could  induce 
the  Gt>vemment  to  bring  on  the  Edu- 
cation Estimate  at  an  earlier  date  next 
Session,    we    might    have    a   lar^ 
attendance  of  Members  for  a  disoussiOD 
of  so  important  a  character.    I  join  my 
hon.  Friend   the  Member  for  London 
University  in  regretting  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  were  forced  to  withdraw  the 
New  Code,  for  it  seemed  to  me  it  wa» 
a    real    step    in    advance.      We  have 
already    given     Scotland    educational 
measures    of   the  highest  importance* 
Wales  has  been  given  a  Bill  provi^nff 
for    intermediate  education,  which,  I 
trust,  will  prove  an  enormous  improve- 
ment ;  and  now  I  ask  how  long  are  we- 
in  England  to  wait  ?     Are   we  so  ad- 
vanced in  our  education  that  we  cau 
afford  to  let  other  countries  get  ahead 
of  us  ?    It  is  a  matter  of  the  deepest 
regret  to  all  friends  of  education  that 
in  consequence  of  outside  pressure  this 
Oode,  which  promised  so  much,  had  to 
be  withdrawn  by  the  Government.   I 
speak  feelingly  on  the  sabject,  for  the 
same  influences,  I  fear,  also  acted  de- 
trimentallv  to  the  Technical  Education 
Bill,  which  I  had  the  honour  to  intro- 
duce to  this  House.   It  is  much  to  be  re^ 
g^etted  that  this  has  been  so,  for  those 
whofahve  had  the  opportunity  and  advan- 
tage of  seeing  what  is  done  in  Oonti* 
nental  countries  in  this  respect  will,  I 
think,  agree  that  we  in    l^gland  are 
behindhand,  and  that  it  is  imperative 
we  should   put  our   shotdders  to^  the 
wheel  and    improve    our    educational 
system     if     we     are       to       suooeed 
in  the  competition  with  other  nations. 
Even  at  this  late  period  of  tike  SeseicA 
something  miffht  be  done  in  the  direo* 
tion  suggested  by  the  hon.  Baronet  ths 
Member  for  London   Universityi  and 
surely  it  is  possible  to  take  into  con* 
sideration  some  of  these  matters  whidi 
are  non-contentious.    The  questions  of 
drawing   and    manual      exeroiae     V^ 
matters  of  the  gravest  importance  to  cor 
national  system  of  education,  andooeiag 
to  what  a  lar^  extent  they  are  intr»^ 
duoed  in  continental  ooantriee,  I  think 
we  may  assume  they  are  equally  neoss* 
saiy  in  this  country  for  the  proper  eda"- 
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eation  of  our  children.  I  wish  in  the 
moit  earnest  manner  to  impress  upon 
the  Tioe  President  the  great  importance 
of  now  dealing  with  these  matters.  Our 
preeent  system  of  elementary  education 
requires  to  be  made  more  practical  and 
to  partake  less  of  the  character  of  book 
work.  I  trust  that  this  eubject  will 
more  and  more  engage  the  attention  of 
the  ooontrj,  and  I  repeat  that  I  think  it 
it  most  unfortunate  that  this  matter 
should  haTe  been  postponed  to  the  fag 
end  of  the  Session  when  our  forces  are 
somewhat  exhausted.  I  hope  the  educa- 
ti'onal  debate  will  take  place  earlier  next 


Mb.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abereiombj) :  I  haye  the  honour  of 
irepresenting  a  city  which  stands  well 
forward  in  the  matter  of  education,  and 
1  have  the  best  authority  for  saying  that 
there  they  do  not  in  the  least  regret  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Code.  On  the  con- 
trary they  quite  approve  it,  because 
thej  hold  that  a  Code  which  proposes  to 
introduee  such  radical  changes  requires 
*t  least  six  months'  reflection  before  it 
<^  be  adopted  by  the  House.  It  is  not  a 
H^t matter  to  introduce  a  change  which 
wpold  be  so  widespread  in  i  ts  efiPects.  In 
liverpooly  the  ^hool  Board  and  the 
Tolimtanr  systems  have  worked  har- 
Qumionsfy  together,  and  I  should  regret 
to  eee  the  voluntary  system  cease  to  be 
one  of  the  leading  factors  in  our  edu- 
cational system.  I  hold  in  my  hands 
a  meimorandum  from  the  laverpool 
Bsmantary  School  Managers  Confer- 
«iKis,  which  practically  embraces  all  the 
tOAoagers  ox  the  Oity  of  Liverpool,  in 
wUeh  they  say  they  believe  it  is  most 
dsrizahle  that  the  limit  to  which  so  much 
fvfarenoe  has  been  made  should  be  re- 
Doved,  and  in  which  also  they  re- 
sommsiid  that  the  suggestions  of  the 
Kojal  Oommission  as  to  the  rates  levied 
QQ  sehools  should  also  be  acted  upon. 
Dm  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  seems 
^  M,  great  regret  that  his  Bill  has 
lot  been  allowed  to  pass  this  Session  ; 
)«t  if  he  will  examine  it  more  closely, 
[  flunk  he  will  allow  that  it  is  dis- 
Oflfiy  one-sided,  and  while  it  may  do 
k  gfeat  deal  for  the  advantage  of 
^aesiiony  it  will  also  do  a  great  deal  of 
tvm  to  the  Tolantary  system,  which 
>Mof  08  are  determined  shall  go  hand 
B  bad  with  the  School  Board  system. 
i  ii  distefore  rather  hard  that  the  hon. 
bBher  should  thus  criticise  our  action, 


seeing  that  while   we   are  anxious  to- 
promote  the  cause  of  education  we  are 
also  anxious  that  justice  shall  be  done  to- 
a  system  which  has  hitherto  worked  with 
so  much  success.     At  this  time  of  the- 
night  it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  enter 
into  the  various  questions  raised  by  thie- 
Code.    I  had  intended  in  a  few  days  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  my  right  hon.^ 
Friendthe  important  question  of  cookery. 
I  believe  the  Liverpool  people  are  much^ 
interested  in  this  branch  of  female  edu- 
cation, and  I  desire  to  ask  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident if  he  is    willing  to   extend    to- 
England  the  advantages  which  the  Scotch 
enjoy  in  this  matter  ?    In  English  night- 
schools,  before  a  pupil  can  earn  a  grant, 
it  must  put  in  an  attendance  of  40  hours,, 
but  in  Scotland  a  child  attending  the* 
class  24  hours  earns  a  grant  of  4s.     I 
think  it  is  practically  impossible  for  a- 
hard  working  g^l — who  spends  the  day 
in  manual  labour — to  give  as  much  as- 
40  hours  attendance,  and  a  modification 
such  as  I  have  suggested  would,  I  am 
sure,  be  much  appreciated  and  work: 
well. 

*Mb.  MATHER  (Lancashire,  Gorton)  r. 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's ardour  in  educational  matters  is 
not  confined  to  a    desire  to    promote 
voluntary  education.        I  am  sure  ou. 
this  side  of  the  House  we  have  no  desire- 
to  say  a  word  against  voluntary  schools. 
So  far  as  they  exist  for  the  purpose  of 

Promoting  education  in  its  truest  and 
est  sense,  we  desire  they  should  have* 
the  benefit  to  be  derived  tmder  the  New^ 
Oode,  but  in  order  that  they  should  be- 
reckoned  amongst  the  great  educational, 
institutions  of  the  country,  their   effi- 
ciency must  be  equal  to  that  of  the  Board 
Schools,  and  they  must  be  judged  by  the- 
measure  in    which  they  contribute    to* 
the  education  of  the  people  generally. 
I  think  this  Debate  has  taken  place 
at  an  imfortunate  moment,  and  I  hold 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  OounoU  on  Education 
deserves  our  sympathy.  We  have  had  tes- 
timony of  the  earnestness  which  he  brings  ^ 
to  bear  on  these  questions,  and  I  think: 
some  efforts  might  have  been  made  to 
render  this  Debate  more  worthy  of  the- 
subject  we  are  discussing  by  selecting 
a  day  when  hon.  Members  could  have  • 
attended  in  greater  number.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  has  alluded  to- 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man^ 
Chester  Oity,  in  regard  to  his  Technicak 
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Edaoation  Bill,  and  has  rather  blamed 
him  for  not  havin^^  introduced  a  measure 
which  commanded  assent  from  both  sides 
of  the  House ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  followed  the  fortunes  of  this  Bill  I 
think  he  would  have  seen  it  was  ship- 
wrecked on  the  |2:rouiid  that  it  could  not 
be  made  satisfactory  to  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  have  the 
^eatest  power  with  the  Government 
m  directing  educational  matters.  The 
hon.  Member  perhaps  forgets  that  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  Party 
opposite  proposed  certain  Amendments 
to  the  BQl. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 
*Mr.  MATHER:  I  presume.  Sir.  I 
4un  not  in  order  in  further  referring  to 
this  Bill,  but  I  would  suggest  that  the 
failure  to  pass  it  is  not  the  fault  of  the 
hon.   Member  for    Manchester.     Now 
although  we  are  nominally  discussing  the 
Education  Estimates  we  are  really  discus- 
sing the  New  Code,  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  invited  an  expression  of 
opinion  to  day  in  order  that  the  subject 
may  come  before  the  House  next  Session 
in  a  complete  form  and  then  receive  the 
assent  of  Parliament.    Now  I  believe 
that  in  our  elementary  schools  through- 
out   the    country    there    is    accommo- 
dation   for    more    than    five     million 
children,   and  the   important  question 
we  are  now  discussing  is  what  subjects 
and     methods     of     instruction     shall 
be  hereafter  adopted  in  these  schools. 
We  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  use  of 
our  school  system  is  unhappily  almost 
confined  to  what  we  may  call  the  work- 
ing classes,   and  it  is  therefore  most 
important  that  the  subjects  and  methods 
adopted  in  them  should  be  suitable  to 
cultivate  the  intelligence,  the  aptitude, 
and  the  thinking  powers  of  the  children 
for  their  own  future  advantage  and  the 
ffood  of  the  nation.     In  my  opinion,  we 
CO  not  now  get  from  the  schools  results 
that  are  adequate  to  the  requirements 
of    the    country.     We  have    not    for 
the    last     20     years    had     the    plan 
of  instruction    which    is  best    capable 
of  ^  developing    the    capacities    of  the 
children  and  preparing  them  for  their 
future  duties  in    life.      In    Germany, 
France,  and  America  you  will  find  an 
entirely  difiPerent  system  of  education. 
There  all  classes  are  educated  together ; 
the  schools  are  usually  supported  by  the 
State,  and  the  education,  from  the  lowest 
to  the  highest,  is  available  for  every  class 

Mr.  Mather 


in  the  community.    Anyone  looking  at 
our  curriculum  will,  I  am  sure,  almit 
that  we  have  not  been  sufficiently  prac- 
tical in  our  methods.  Happily,  at  last  we 
have  introduced  the  Kindergarten  sjatem 
into  our  infant  schools,  and  that  has, 
undoubtedly,  pointed  the  way  towards 
the  introduction  of  a  simOar  system 
into  our  higher  grade  schools.    Manual 
training  ought  to    be  combined  wi& 
class  subjects;   and   experience  shows 
that  children  who  have  had  the  former 
kind  of  teaching  are  able  to  excel  in  the 
class  subjects  prescribed  by  the  Educa- 
tion Department  those    children   who 
have  devoted  their  whole  time  to  those 
subjects.     Wherever  manual  dements 
are  introduced  into  elementary  educa- 
tion —  wherever  drawing  is  taught  at 
an  early  age  and  continued  up  to  19  or 
14,  and  is  also  associated  with  workshop 
training,  the  children  have  been  found 
far  more  apt  in  all  the  essentials  of  edu- 
cation than  those  who  had  not  had  such 
privileges.     I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wiU  well  consider  this  matter, 
and  see  if  he  cannot  improve  the  Oode 
in   this  respect.     This  is  not  a  Party 
question.     I  recognise  fully  the  desire 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  promote 
the  cause  of  education  in  this  ooontiy. 
I  believe  they  are  as  earnest  as  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of   the  House; 
but     we     can      no     longer      ignore 
the     fact    that    in     the      future     W9 
can    only    hope    to     hold     our    own 
among    the    nations    of     the     woiU 
by  securing  the  increased   intelligwaoe 
of  our  people,  and  developing  our  in* 
t-elleotuad  resources.  In  England  we  htfe 
natural  resources  superior  to  those  of 
all  the  other  nations  of  the  world ;  an! 
we  only  require  to  combine  with  Uiose 
resources  an  education  fitted  to  mafc 
our  working  classes  a  thinking,  inteOi 
gent,   and  sober  people,    in  order  \k 
hold  in  future  a  position  higher  eves 
than  that  which  we  now    possess.    A 
little  while  ago  we  were  engaged  in  dis- 
cussing the  Gbvemment   proposals  t» 
spend  a  large  sum  of  money  on  Navd 
defence.     WeU,  many  of  us  think  tin 
intelligence  of  our  people   is  our  fint 
line    of    defence,    and    acme     of    fha 
money  might  be  better  spent  on  ills 
education  of  the  children  of  our  working 
classes,  with  a  view  to  enabling  them  t^ 
make  the  best  use  of  the  resources  with 
which  bounteous  nature  has  endowed  UB» 
and  thereby  ensuring  still  greater  pios* 
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pnttj  for  this  oountr;  in  the  future 
WIlbd  tiis  OaTemment  come  forward 
DBilSemoii  with  their  new  Code  and 
l&eir  otiitr  propoaalB  relaljag  to  ednca- 
t'oB,  I  trart  that,  as  the  question  is,  not 
4  Futf  one,  we  ebsll  all  unite  with  one 
ucord  in  endeavonring  to  bring  oar 
«diMti(>nsl  ayitam  into  harmony  with 
tlflvutiof  the  age  and  the  reqnire- 
noiU  of  the  nation. 

Ml.  JOHN  Q.  TAI^OT  (Oxford 
Unirvraitj) :  The  speeeh  we  have  jast 
litfnMd  to  is,  I  think,  a  sadefaotoiy 
«i«iip[tfioation  of  the  tone  of  this  De- 
bata;  but,  iinfortunatelj,  when  we  oome 
toprsctiMl  oonclnaionswedonotalwaji 
*grae  ss  to  the  method  in  which  the 
[nfiKiplM  to  which  we  give  expression 
thoald  be  carried  into  effect.  It  Is  easy 
^cragh  in  this  House  to  lay  down  a 
am  or  iem  sound  theory  as  to  the 
prindples  on  which  education  sbould  be 
mndnrted,  and  say  that  it  ought  not  to 
(w  treated  as  a  Party  question.  No  one 
4ebcMi  that  sentiment  more  thaa  I  do^ 
Out  when  hon.  Q«ntlemeii  on  this  side 
<if  tiie  Honse  oome  forward  and  ask  that 
thit  sentiment  may  be  oarried  into 
pMt:ce,  and  chat  no  Party  oonsideration 
^tU  prevent  eTen-banded  justice  from 
Mug  dealt  oat  to  them,  they  suddenly 
bd  all  the  forces  of  the  Party  to  which 
B*^  do  not  belong  mustered  together 
*inmiit  them,  and  any  concession  to 
vhtt  is  called  the  voluntary  principle  is 
iBBsdiately  denounced  in  this  House, 
•>(  by  the  more  powerful  agencies  out- 
■ibof  it.  I  hope  that  this  will  be  an 
■option  to  the  general  rule,  and  that 
rta  this  question  comes  to  be  more 
Vt  ud  more  completely  considered  by 


cation;  hat  they  contend  that  the  system 
inauffurated  in  1870  was  intended  to  . 
supplement  and  not  to  supplant,  and  - 
should  be  maintained  in  its  efficiency ' 
and  integrity,  at  the  same  time  not 
forgetting  the  important  servioe  which 
has  been  rendered  by  the  voluntary, 
principle  to  the  cause  of  education. 
Our  action,  therefore,  has  been  based' 
on  a  conviction  that  we  are  bound 
by  the  traditions  which  we  value,  and 
by  the  interests  which  we  represent,  to  : 
see  that  in  the  new  Code,  which  we 
believe  to  be  a  great  and  new  departure, 
the  interests  of  voluntary  schools  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  suffer,  and  that  fair ' 
play  shall  be  extended  to  both  sides. 
That  principle  underlies  the  action  we 
took  upon  the  qnestinn  of  technical  edu- 
cation. We  value  technical  education 
as  much  as  anyone,  but  we  were  deter- 
mined that  in  this  matter  all  the  schools 
should  be  placed  on  an  equality.  And 
now,  having  made  these  few  preliminary 
remarks,  I  ask  the  permission  of  the 
House  to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reference 
to  the  reoommendstioas  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Education.  I  acknow- 
ledge, Mr.  Obsirman,  that  you  have 
been  very  indulgent  to  ue  to-night,  for, 
although  we  .are  apparently  discussing 
the  Education  Estimates,  we  have  been- 
permitted  to  refer  to  the  Oode  which 
has  been  withdrawn,  andlam  afraid  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemao  who  opened 
the  Debate  set  us  the  first  example  in' 
this  matter.  Oneof  the  points  on  which 
the  Education  Commission  Itud  parti- 
cular stress  was  the  question  of  transfer 
schools,  and  in  regard  to  that  the  Com- 
miss! oners  said — 

Tlut  in  aaj  troth  eJucationol  legisUtioo  it 
■bonld  be  enitcted  that  no  tnntter  o(  &  school' 
held  imdeT  tmit  ahoald  take  place  without  ths 
consent  of  s  majority  of  the  truKees,  mi  that 
the  Department  ihoiud  not  sanction  aach  terma 
of  tnualer  as  iaterfete  with  the  oTigioal  tmat 
bcnrond  what  is  required  tor  the  parpoee  erf  the 
EdDCStion  Acts,  and  that  proTiaion  ahoald  be 


This  is  the  point  on  which,  if  I  may 
venture  to  say  so,  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  should  take  care  that  io  any 
further  legislation  on  this  subject, 
whether  by  Oode  or  by  law,  due  security 
is  provided.  A  great  deal  of  oomplmnt 
has  been  made  in  the  past  that  voluntary 
schools  have  been  transferred  to  School 
Boards  by  the  merest  of  a  temporary 
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Board  of  Manager^,  and  that  theoonaaot 
.  of  the  Truttees  has  nei|her  beea  aaked 
for  nor  given  to  the  transfer.  ThaJb 
BoeaM  to  me  to  be  a  Tory  ineauitable 
elate  of  things,  and  henee  it  received  the 
attention  of  theEdueattonCopimissioners* 
Another  point  as  to  which  I  would  like 
to  6a(y  a  word  or  two  anuses  upon  the, 
reeoBiQiendation  of  the  Oommissioner^ 
as  to  the  limits  of  primary  and  secondary 
education*  On  this  poii^t  th^  fiisport 
says— 

'*That,  as  the  meaning  and  limits  ol  the 
tenn  '  elementary '  have  not  been  defined  in  the 
Edncetion  Acts,  nor  by  any  judicial  or  antbori- 
tiitive  interoretation,  but  depend  only  upon 
the  annual  Codes  of  the  Department  on  whose 
power  of  framing  suoh  Codes  no  Um!t  has 
nii^erto  been  impMed,  it  woold  ap{FBarto  he  of 
absolute  necessify  that  some  definition  of  the 
instruction  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates  and 
taxes  should  be  put  forth  by  the  Legislature. 
UntQ  this  is  done,  the  limits  of  primary  and 
secondary  education  cannot  be  defined." 

No  doubt  there  is  a  certain  amount  of 
restleMness  on  the  part  of  hon.  Oeotlo- 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House  on  this 
subject  of  education.  They  are  never 
satisfied,  and  possibly  they  ought  not  to 
be  satisiSed;  they  ought  always  to  be 
trying  to  get  something  better.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think  they  ought  to  re- 
member that,  excellent  and  admirable  as 
ednoatioB  is,  there  is  a  limit  to  the 
pubKo  purse,  and  representing,  as  we  do, 
the  taxpayers  of  the  oouatry,  we  should 
bear  in  mind  that,  however  desirable  it 
may  be  that  the  children  of  any  class 
should  have  a  thoroughly  good  educa- 
tion, too  much  ought  not  to  be  done 
at  the  public  expense.  I  remember 
that  some  years  ago  I  was  vei^ 
much  struck  by  a  remark  made 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whose  death 
this  House  has  so  much  cause  to  deplore 
— I  mean  Mr.  John  Bright— who  said 
that,  for  his  part,  elementary  education 
meant  giving  a  child  the  power  of  read- 
ing intelligently,  of  writing  a  good 
huid,  and  of  adding  up  simple  sums. 
Some  people  think  there  ouffbt  not  to 
be  anv  limit  to  the  instruction  in  our 
schools.  They  would  not  only  proidde 
technical  education,  but  they  would 
teach  Latin  and  French,  and  would  go 
on,  until  they  had  adopted  practically 
the  curriculum  in  force  at  Eton,  at 
Harrow,  or  at  Winchester.  I  say,  let 
the  people  face  this  question.  I  do  not 
represent  a  popular  constituency,  but 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  do,  and  I  would 

Mr.  John  Q.  Talbot 


sD^esC  that  they  should  aaoenib 
what  is  the  feeling  of  their  oona^ta* 
ents  on  this  matter.  Now,  Sir,  tia» 
is  another  subject  on  which  I  woild 
say  a  word  or  two.  I  find  a  raeooi- 
mendatton  of  the  Boyal  ComoiiisiaQ 
points  out— 

"The necessity  for  having  aoiBs  lom  d 
eyeoing  school  for  the  purpose  of  fiziiig  tad 
making  permanent  the  day  school  inskmottoA/ 
and  that  it  would  be  worth  the  while  of  ihe^ 
State  to  spend  more  money  on  suoh  sdkoA." 

That,  I  think,  is  a  reasonable  and 
lo^cal  suggestion.  The  gre«(  difficulty 
19,  that  the  children  when  they  leave 
the  elementary  schools  are  apt  to  tomt 
what  they  have  learnt,  and  f  shoaldU 
very  glad  to  see  if  something  could  be 
done  in  the  way  of  establishing  evening 
schools  which  would  give  peroiaiieney 
to  the  dav  school  instruction.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  been  challenged  eometimee  to 
say  what  it  is  we  want  in  the  wav  of 
additional  assistance.  We  have  beea 
told  that  we  are  very  unreasonable  not 
to  rest  content  with  what  we  obtained 
in  the  Code ;  but  if  I  may  sum  up  ift 
a  very  few  words  what  we  want  and 
what  we  did  not  get  under  the  new 
Code,  it  is  simpfy  this:  Additional 
burdens  were  laid  on  the  volontaij 
schools;  but  while  you  put  those buxdens^ 
unon  Uiem  you  did  not  provide  flie 
additional  income  which  was  neceeiiif 
in  order  to  meet  the  extra  requin*! 
ments,  and  I  think  we,  at  ai^ 
had  a  right  to  expect  that 
thing  woula  be  done  in  that  diiectic 
I  shall  be  rather  surprised  if  my  v( 
hon.  Friend  contradicts  me  when  ti 
I  do  not  imagine  he  has  made  anv 
vision  in  his  Budget  this  year  lov 
increased  gprant  for  elementary  e~ 
tion.  t  should  be  very  glad  if  he 
assure  us  he  would  do  so  next 
0ntil  I  get  a  positive  assurance 
the  Government  that  we  may 
little  more  grant  from  the  Got 
ment,  I  shall  remain  of  oy 
that  whilst  the  burdens  are  pro] 
to  be  increased,  the  means  of  mi 
those  burdens  are  not  int 
to  be  proportionately  increased, 
ask  for  additional  assistance  to 
us  to  meet  the  additional  burdens  wl 
are  to  be  thrown  upon  us.  It  doea 
seem  to  be  unreasonable  to  raise 
17s.  6d.  limit  to  20s.,  as  proposed  hj\ 
Commission,  any  more  than  it  wl 
raise  the  15s.  limit  to  ITa.  6d.    We 
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lim  tk«  20a.  now  raptflMBte  half  the 
■rwut  ooat  of  th«  edaontion.  t  do  not 
nujc,  tben,  that  oar  TMuest  is  an  tot: 
nHMibls  on«,  ohliouga  it  is  a  very 
nadne  faroor  to  ^A  for  tba  Toluntu; 
woli.  X  am  aware  that,  in  regard,  ta 
tha  Surd  aoboola,  it  ii  oaly  a  quMtion 
Hpottmg  your  hand  into  one  pocket  or 
lllaotker;  bat  I  am  sure  the  mui^gen 
of  t^  Board  schools  are  anzioni  to  beep 
dsn  their  expenses  as  muofi  as  p6BsibIe, 
no  wonid  be  glad  to  jiava  this  in- 
auwd  grant.  What  I  ask  for  the 
nuati^^  SDhools,,  1  am  readj  also  to 
vue4»  to  the  Boatd  sohoole-  As  to  the 
ittnig  of  tha  scheoti,  the  etroitg  argu- 
vijkt  vhich  has  been  advanced  is  that 
dja  ponae  is  alreadjr  committe<)  to  the 
pdaoiplB  of  exemption  in  the  case  of 
tbs  Snaday  and  rag^  schocjs,  and  it 
•ems  almost  unfair  that  whilel  ex- 
AVliof  them  yon  shoald  not  except 
<itwMnr  Bohools  whioh  give  education 
Msflujs  of  the  veei:.  ^ere  is  one 
otM*  natter  on  which  I  should  like  to 
MK  nj  riekt  hon.  Friend's  attention, 
^an  u  a  very  sore  feeling  oa  the  part 
of  a    limited    nnmber    of    ^e    older 
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s  of  this  coantiy,  and  I  think  if 
■f  ii|^t  hon.  Friend  can  remore  that 
Mn^belfiig  be  will  be  doing  a  very 
VBTtshla  and  wise  act.  Ijord  Lingen, 
«w  vaa  Seoretai;  to  the  fidacation  De- 
fMment  in  1869,  and  afterwards,  for 
Mnntl  years,  Seoretoiy  to  the  Traasary, 

71  he  did  not  know  of  the  esolnsion 
(fca  two  olasses  of  teachefS  1  refet 
1^  bom  tlie  benefits  of  the  pension 
tfttBL    The  contention  is  that  many 


I  will  only  say,  in  oonolnuon,  that  I 
think  t  can  aosnro  my  right  hon  Friend, 
if  I  know  anything  of  those  with  whott 
i  have  the  honour  of  acting  on  tm* 
aide  of  the  Honsa,  th^  any  prpposBjl^ 
he  may  make  in  an  Educational  Act 
next  year  will  be  received  by  us  wittt 
every  desire  to  co-operate  with  hitt  iii 
the  ^:eat  work  in  whioh  we  are  engaged. 
We  do  not  yield  nne  jot  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers oppowte  in  our  desire  to  promote 
the  true  education  of  the  country ;  bui 
W9  say  that,  representing  to  some  cbll- 
sidenable  extent  the  vofuijtary  scbooltf 
of  the  countiy,  we  are  determined  tfiaf 
by  no  aot  of  onrs  shall  the  volunt^/ 
eystam  suffer. 
•M»,  a.  DIZOK  (Birmingham,  fiii^- 
baston) ;  I  have  been  waiting  to  hesit 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  what 
their  reasons  were  for  attemp^ng  Ui 
delay  the  passing  of  the  New  Q>de. 
We  DOW  &now  accurately  and  definitetjr^ 
from  perhaps  the  greatest  authority  la 
this  House,  what  those  reasons  ate. 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  tJnitersif^ 
of  Oxford  (Mr.  Talbot]  has  told  us  that 
the  obj,ectioQ  to  the  New  Code  is  mainly 
if  not  exdasively,  that  it  ca&s  ^f 
greater  efficiency  on  the  part  of  VdA' 
voluntary  schools  and,  at  the  same  tim^r 
it  does  not  provide  for  them  a  largei^ 
amount  of  grant.  The  hon.  Membe^ 
for  Shropebire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leighton) 
told  OS  earlier  in  the  evening  that 
'  there  had  been  on  the  part  of  the  up- 
holders of  the  Board  Schools  a  viola- 
tioa  of  the  Oonoordat  of  1870.  No#, 
one  thing  perfectly  clear  from  th» 
Debates  at  that  time,  and  the  principled 
upon  which  the  £lducation  Aot  «aa 
based,  was  that  whilst  every  con* 
sideration  should  be  given  to  existing 
voluntary  schools,  and  the  grants  to 
those  schools  should  be  increased  in 
order  that  they  might  meet  the  demand 
for  better  education,  in  no  case  was  th» 
grant  made  from  Imperial  resources 
to  exceed  the  amount  levied  in  the 
locality  of  the  eohool.  No  doubt  iti 
some  coses  this  grant  was  to  exoeed 
half,  but  that  was  merely  becanse  som» 
of  tfie  Bohools  were  extremely  poor, 
and  the  limit  was  made  of  ITs.  6d.f 
beyond  that  limit  the  grant  was  not  to 
exceed  halt  of  the  entire  cost  of  th» 
school.  But  what  becomes  of  the 
Concordat  of  1870  if  we  are  to  acquieBC» 
in  the  demuid  of  the  hon.  Miember 
for  Oxford,  and  to  give  grants  to  tho 
P2 
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flchools  beTond  that  which  thej  levy 
In  the  localities  ?  It  has  been  said  that 
the  poor  schools  in  agricultural  dis- 
tricts would  receive  greater  grants 
under  the  New  Code,  but  the  complaint 
inade  is  that  voluntary  schools  in  large 
towns  are  not  to  be  benefited.  But 
what  is  the  condition  of  the  schools  in 
the  large  towns  which  require  assist- 
ance and  in  whose  interest  a  Valuable 
Code  is  to  be  suspended  ?  These  are 
the  schoolH  almost  invariably  without 
any  contribution,  or  at  any  rate  with 
a  mere  minimum  of  contributions  ftoih. 
flQ-called  subscribers.  I  am  speaking 
that  which  I  know,  because  as  Ohairman 
of  the  Birmingham  School  Board  I  am 
well  acquainted  with  voluntary  schools. 
It  has  been  the  Board's  policy  to  treat 
them  with  every  possible  consideration. 
Por  years  past  many  of  these  schools 
have  not  had  the  funds  required  to 
carry  them  on,  and  special  efforts  to 
obtain  increased  subscriptions  have  not 
been  attended  with  success.  It  was 
supposed  at  last  that  the  remedy  would 
be  a  general  subscription  amongst  all 
ihe  voluntaryists  in  the  whole  district  to 
help  the  poor  school?.  Yet  the  schools 
remain  as  before,  and  the  contribu- 
tions are  so  small  that  we  are  expecting 
^ntinually  that  some  of  them  will 
fall  through.  Depend  upon  it 
that  if  the  proposals  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  to  be  carried 
oat,  and  whenever  the  funds  of 
these  poor  voluntary  schools  fall  short 
they  are  to  be  made  up  out  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, there  will  be  a  principle  eistab- 
lished  which  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  the  countrv  will  not  approve  of.  We 
have  been  told  that,  while  the  contribu- 
tions to  these  schools  have  fallen  off,  the 
number  of  scholars  attending  them  has 
increased.  It  has  been  said  to-night 
that  there  has  been  a  decrease  of 
£30,000  in  the  annual  contributions  to 
Toluntary  schools  during  the  last  10 
years.  But,  supposing  you  act  on  the 
principle  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  when  these  schools  are  in  diffi- 
culties you,  because  they  are  religious 
^hools,  give  them  a  srant  from  the 
Exchequer,  do  you  think  the  voluntary 
contributions  would  increase  ?  No,  they 
would  diminish  still  more,  and  you  would 
have  to  come  forward  with  larger  and 
larger  sums  to  meet  the  falling  off  of 
the  voluntary  contributions.  Let  me 
remind  the  House  and  the  country  that 

Mr.  O.  Dimon 


these  voluntary  schools,  for  which  so 
much  is   said,  and  in  order  to  asntt 
which   they  haye  upset  this  valuable 
Oode,    are    not    equal    to   the  Bond 
Schools.     They  are  far  inferior.    We 
haye    been    told    that    the    volantarj 
schools  must  be  nearly  equal,  beeanae 
the  grant  is  nearly  equal.     But  eveiy 
expOTt  knows  perfectly  well  that,  in  tk& 
respect,  the  grant  is  no  g^ide  whatever. 
It  was  one  of  the  g^eyanoes  of  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Shropshire  that  the  nev 
Cbde  was  to  require  more  space  Mr 
child ;  and  that  simply  means  thai  uie 
y<4untary  schools  do  not  provide  ^t 
amount  of  cubic  space  for  scholars  whioli 
the  Department  thinks  necessary.    In 
fact  many  of  the  schools  are  too  crowded, 
and  are,  therefore,  in  an  insanitary  con- 
dition, which  is  a  serious  hindrance  to 
their  educational  work,  as  well  as  an 
injury  to  the  health   of  the  children. 
That  is  not  idl ;  the  kind  of  education 
given  in  these  schools  is     necessarily 
very  inferior.  I  do  not  complain.  I  have 
never  ceased,  from  the  time  I  took  an  in- 
terest in  elementary  education*  to  say  as 
much  as  I  possibly  could  in  honour  of 
and  to  show  my  esteem  for  what  had 
been    done    by   the    volontaryists   np 
to  the  passing  of  the  Education  Aic^ 
But  because  I  honour  them  for  what 
they  have  done  and  say  that  thmr  work 
was  a  self-sacrificing,  a  noble,  and  a 
very  valuable  work,  it  does  not  foHov 
that  this  great  country  is  to  atop  atthfi 
point  which  they  have    happened   to 
reach,  and  that  we  are  not  to  make  any 
effort  to  meet  the  constantly  prog^esdvs 
demands  for  the  further  ediu^ation  of 
the  great  masses  of  the  people.    ^ 
the  Act  of  1870  an  enormous  advanes 
was  made  in   the  nrovision    of  meant 
for  the  education  of  the  people.    Aad 
who  opposed  the  establishment   of  a 
national  system  of  educatioii  ?  It  was  die 
ftriends  of  the  voluntary  aystem.     Aad 
what  have  they  to  say  now  9     They  W* 
knowledge  that  the  education  giyen  I9 
the  Board  Schools  is  a  good  edaoatioa;ikt 
any  rate,  that  it  is  equ^  to  the  eduea^ea 
they  give.    We  say  it  is   inferior.    We 
have  now  got,  protlably,  acoommodafion 
enough  for  the  children  of  the  ooontiy. 
We  have  got  ^at  used    to    be  eoa^ 
sidered  fairly  efficient  education  for  iffl; 
but  we  who  have  the  subject  continaa% 
before  us  see   that  the    improyemMiii 
made  are  far  fh>m  sufficient,  and  that  3 
we  do  not  want  to  lose  a  g^reat  part  tA 
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Uuit  whidL  we  liave  obtuoed  by  the  ex- 
paoditare    of    iheee     £3,000,000     or 
£4,000,000  of  granto  by  the  State,  we 
ffloit  1^  further.     The  proper  way  to 
deal  wiUi  this  queetion  is  to  say  that 
the  School  Boflffds  iaterested   in   the 
edacadoo  of  the  people,  or  the  volun- 
tuy  managerfl^  if  they  oare  to  do  it — 
we  do  not  object  to  their  doing  it — 
most  do  more  than  was  supposed  to  be 
oaeeflMiy  in  1870.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  XTniyersity  thinks,   as  Mr. 
Bright  thought  20  years  ago,  that  to 
teach    the    children    in      elementary 
•chools  to  read  and  write  is  enough. 
Let  me  tell  hon.   Gentlemen  opposite 
that  we  do  not  think  so  now.    The 
eountry  does  not  think   so,   and    the 
working  men  do  not  think  so.     Perhaps 
the  hon.    Gentleman    opposite     (Mr. 
Talbot)  will  be  surprisea  when  I  tell 
Inm  that  the  working  men  of  Birming- 
ham are  really  in  adwance  of  the  School 
Board ;  they  are  continually  pressing  it 
forward ;  their  complaint  is  that  it  does 
Bot  do  enough ;  they  watch  the  course 
of  legislation  on  the  subject;  and  they 
upress  in   the  strongest   terms  their 
dinadsfaction    at   delay.    The  School 
Board  feels  that  it  is  their  duty  to  do 
mora  than  the  law  permits  them  to  do. 
We  feel  it  is  our  duty  to  give  what  is 
•OfDetimes  called  secondary  education, 
to  supply    future  workmen    with    the 
oiMis  of  acquiring  the  elementary  and 
ideotific  knowledge  alluded  to  by  the 
^  Member  for  Manchester  (Sir  H. 
B<*ooe)  and  to  proyide  evening  con- 
tittoatiun  schools  to  enable  workers  to 
Mam  what  will  make  them  more  sue* 
flieifttl  in  their  particular  trades.     And 
we  are  met  by  the  National  Society  and 
tfcs  voinntaryists  in  this  way — **You 
ikall  not  have  these  advantages  unless 
you  will  giTo  more  money  to  the  volun- 
(•ly  schools.*'     The  great  mass  of  the 
*Mors  in  the  country  will  not  permit 
tke  education  of  the  working  classes  to 
he  retarded  by  such  motives.    It  is  an 
'Btiie  mistake  to  suppose  that  increased 
ptMU  to  voluntary  schools  will  put 
fken  on  a  lewel  with  Board  Schools. 
^^  half-crown  addition  to  the  grants 
*3I  have  to  be  followed  by  another 
^   the     subscriptions  fall    oS;    and 
3^  astther    the    taxpayers  nor    the 
Mapayers    would  .be    represented  in 
Ae  iMaagenoent     of    these    schools 
BAs  so-«aUed  oompact  of  1870  were 
^  be  violated,  jou  may  rely  on  it  that 


the   country   would    be   up    in    arme 

against  you  ;  and  even  if  you  succeed 
for  a  moment  your  success  will  be  but 
fleeting,  and  before  many  years  are  over 
the  principle  you  are  now  laying  down 
will  be  swept  away. 

•Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
N.E.,  Darwen) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  need  not  bo 
afraid  that  we  on  this  side  are  anzioua 
to  confine  elementary  education  to 
merely  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic. 
We  fully  acknowledge  the  feeling  of  the 
country  in  favour  of  higher  education^ 
and  we  are  determined  to  act  upon  it^ 
If  anything  were  wanted  to  show  how 
determined  we  are  to  pursue  a  policy  of 
that  kind  it  would  be  found  in  our 
attitude  towards  technical  education.. 
We  fully  admit  that  the  feeling  of  tho 
country  is  in  favour  of  introducing  tech- 
nical education,  especially  in  the  higher 
schools;  but  even  in  elementary  schoola 
we  are  willing  to  give  effect  to  that  feel- 
ing. We  maintain  that  any  assistanoo 
given  for  the  purpose  naturally  ought  to- 
fuUow  the  lines  of  the  original  Act,  and 
must  be  equally  given  to  both  classea 
of  schools  recognised  by  that  great 
settlement  in  1  b70.  Before  I  deal  witb 
the  larger  question,  perhaps  the  Com- 
mittee will  allow  me  to  say  a  word  or 
two  on  a  question  particularly  interestinfi^ 
to  my  own  constituency — namely,  hal^ 
time.  I  venture  to  ask  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to  take  this  question  into  con- 
sideration, whether  it  would  be  possiblo 
to  re-introduce  the  provisions  that  ex- 
isted in  the  Act,  1876,  but  were 
abolished  in  1880.  I  know  it  will 
require  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  do  it — 
namely,  to  allow  a  standard  of  previous 
attendance  to  count  as  an  alternative  to 
educational  efficiency  in  permitting- 
half-time  employment.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  does  not 
think  so. 

Mr.    MUNDELLA:     It    is  utterly 
imoossible. 

♦ViscoiTOT  OBANBORNE :  That  may 
be  so  in  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  that  is  not  the  view  in 
the  manufacturing  districts.  A  number 
of  children  who  are  i^ot  able  reach  tho 
same  standard  of  proficiency  as  others^ 
are  kept  back  for  a  considerable  time 
from  half-time  employment,  and  this  ia 
resented  by  the  parents.  I  think  that 
by  such  an  arrangement  these  children 
might  be  allowed  to  become  part  of  the 
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wage-earners  of  the  fSamily,  and  in  tiiat 
way  edacation  of  the  children  would 
become  more  popular  with  their  parents. 
"This  Tiew  has  been  pressed  upon  me  by 
«li  important  Local  Board  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Preston,  and  also  by  the 
Teachers'   Association    of    Blackburn. 
1  would  press  this  upon  the  eoasidMra- 
*tlon  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  between 
-this  and  next  year.    And  now  let  me 
^tum  to  the  new  Code  and  the  reasons 
-for  its  failure.    I  do  not  for  a  moment 
^hink  that  any  attack  was  intended  by 
"my  right  hon.  Friend  upon  Toluntary 
schools.    For  my  own  part,  I  give  the 
OoTemment  great  credit  for  haTing  in- 
troduced a  system  totally  different  from 
the  old  payment  by  results  under  which 
we  have  so  long  sufi'ered.     But  though 
the  Oode  in  its  main  outlines  was  a  good 
Oode,  no  doubt  it  was  among  yoluntary- 
ists  all  over  the  country   widely   un- 
popular.     It    contained    certain    pro- 
Tisions  of  an  irritating  character,  and 
a  good  deal  that  was  vague,   but  we 
should  have  believed  that  the  vagueness 
would  haye  been  interpreted  in  a  proper 
sjnrit,  and  that  the  provisions  that  were 
irritating  would  have  been  carried  out 
eo  as  to  inflict  no  hardship  upon  volun- 
tary schools  if  only  we  coula  trust  the 
authorities  who  would  administer   the 
Oode.      We  do  not  distrust  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board ;  but  we  have  a  profound  dis- 
trust of  the  Eiducation  Department,  not 
merely    because    in    the  changes    and 
-chances  of  political  life  the  right  hon. 
O^itloman  the  Member    for   Sheffield 
may  resume  his  seat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench — and  of  course  from  our  point  of 
yiew  that  would  be  a  public  disaster — 
but  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  left  his  spirit  behind  in  the  Educa- 
tion Department ;  and  though  my  right 
lion.  Friend  does  his  best  to  restrain 
that   spirit,    we  see  it  peeping  out  in 
every    direction.      Let    me    take    two 
instances.     There  has  been  a  question  of 
increased  cubic  space  in  the  New  Oode. 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  Government 
intended  that  provision  to  apply  to  exist- 
ing schools;    but   in  its  words  it  did 
apply  to  them,  and   we  found  a  most 
extraordinary  reluctance  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  withdraw  that  pro- 
vision.    Then  there  was  the  question  of 
£xed  grants.    I  am  myself  of  opinion 
that  the  method  of  assigning  the  grant 
iti  the  New  Oode  was  a  very  good  one. 

VUoount  Oranhoms 


I  presume  tJiatttieOovemmentfaiteBdsd 
that  tiie  lowest  grsnt  ef  lis.  wsa  acAio 
be  withlidd  except  in  eases  of  gron  ia- 
efficiency.     That  is  what  my  right  faoa. 
fViend  would  probably  say.    Bst  these 
who  represent  voluntatj  sohods  have 
no  eonmlenoe  that  this  provision  wtnU 
be  interpreted  in  this  harmless  maimer, 
so  it  became  our  duty  to  put  dom 
Amendments  to  make  the  meaning  deer, 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that,  die^roeliiig 
the  Departaient  as  we  did,  Ihe  proceed- 
ings of  the  Government  did  not  reaasare 
us.    Hon.  Gentlemen  are  well  awate 
that  this  is  not  the  only  Ohamber  is 
which   these    discussions    take  place. 
Listening    to    the    utterances  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  taken  as  a  whole, 
we  could  not  feel  sure  that  there  was 
this  determination  to  interpret  all  that 
was  vague  and  irritating  in  a  manner 
fair  to  voluntary  schools.     We  ooald 
not  feel  sure  that  that  was  the  ease. 
Speaking  for  myself  I  do  not  share  eU 
the  fears  that  have  been  expressed ;  but 
what  I  urge  on  the  Government  is  this— 
that  between  now  and  next  year  thej 
should  make  their  intention  clear.  If  they 
would  make  all  these  points  clear  before 
next  year  I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Government  will  experience  any  diffi- 
culty from  those  who  sit  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  at  any  rate,  in  passing  their 
New  Oode.   And  now  I  turn  to  the  ques- 
tion that  has  been  discussed  to-night 
Hon.   G^tlemen  opposite  are  always 
telling  us  we  must  not  attempt  to  bring 
about  a  change  in  the  Oonoordat  of  1870. 
The  Act  of  1870  gave  a  certiun  period 
in  which  voluntary  school  managers  were 
invited  to  establish  voluntary  spools  all 
over  the  country,  and  ParOament  thuf 
entered  into  an  engagement  of  honour 
froui  which  it  cannot  eecape  so  loi^  aa 
voluntary  schools  do  their  duty.    ^  Sinee 
1870,  again,  a  great  mcuiy  new  eireani- 
stances  have  come  into  existence ;  there 
is,  in  the  first  place,  the  astonishing  mul- 
tiplication of  voluntary  schools,  whieh 
I  do  not  think  was  anticipated  by  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member  tot 
Mid  Lothian  or  by  Mr.  Foreter  at  thai 
time.      The    voluntary     schools   hate 
become  by  far  the  most  important  edoea* 
tional  agency  in  this  country.      They 
educate     a     far    larger     number    ot 
children  than  the  Board  Schools  do; 
according  to  the  reports  of  1886*7  th^ 
numbers  are  in  the  propoFtion  of  3S  to 
18.  Then  there  is  the  enormous  iuueuae 
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in  tite  eost  of  education  which  was  not 
<!OBtempUted  at  the  time,    and  which 
thioirt  an    enormons    burden  on  the 
ntoe  and  also  on  the  Toluntary  sub- 
Bcnbets.  The  hon.  Member  for  Edgbas- 
ton  laid  that  die  Toluntary  subscriptions 
had  fallen  off  in  the  last  1 0  years,  but 
the  hon.  Member  forget  tliat  for  the 
mo0t  recent  period,  from  last  year  to  the 
present  day,   the  Toluntary    subscript 
&<ma  have  practically  remained  at  the 
same  figure,  and  even  in  the  period  men- 
^<med  they  haye  only  fallen  away  by 
the  oomparatiyely    small    amount    of 
£30,000,  and  eren  this  has  been  made 
iip  by  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
endowments.      If  hon.  Members  doubt 
that,  they  will    find   from  the  Report 
(A    the     Oommission     that     is      so. 
Bnt    there     is     a     third,      and     a 
mnoh  more  important,  event  which  has 
taken  place  since  the  settlement  of  1870. 
The  Nonconformist  witnesses  before  the 
^iojtl  Commission  have  declared  that 
no  religion  whatever  is  possible  in  the 
Board  Schools.     I  know  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman   the   Member  for  Sheffield 
believes  in  the  religious  education  given 
m  the  Board  Schools,  and  I  will   not 
ny  a  word  ag^nst  it.    I  am  glad  to  feel 
that  there  is  some  sort  of  relig^on^ught 
in  the  Board  Schools,  but  the  witnesses 
to  whom  I  have  referred  showed  that  it 
▼w  impossible  or  of    no  value.    The 
wnbKc  opinion    in    this    coimtry  is  in 
hrtmr — strongly  in  favour — of  religious 
Question.      Does  anyone  deny  that  the 
P^le  of  this  country  are  profoundly 
UDpressed  with  the  importance  of  teach- 
ing religion  to   their  children  ?    Does 
>M)t  the  Sunday  school  itself  show  the 
^Qermous  desire  the    people  have    for 
'bK^us  teaching  ?    I  have  shown  that 
A«  Board  Schools  had  failed  to  provide 
''J^ous  education,  and  I  entirely  re- 
^&te   the  Tiew  of  the  Member   for 
fiinoingham  that    the  electors  in  this 
•watry   are  opposed  to  the  voluntary 
«*ool  ^stem. 

*li».  G.  DIXON :  I  did  not  say  they 
*•»  opposed  to  the  Toluntary  schools. 
What  I  said  was  that  they  were  in 
wtNor  of  makinfir  their  education  more 


•TttooOTT  ORANBOBNB:  I  apologise 
'^  tile  hon.  Member.  I  have  no  doubt 
I M  ndsquote  him  slightly.  What  the 
te.  Ctotieman,  I  think,  wished  to 
^^^  was,  that  the  people  of  this 
•iwj  would  not  allow  religious  oon- 
•iMintions  to  stand  in  the  way  of  educa- 


tional progress.  I  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  wrong.  I  believe 
the  people  do  not  care  for  very  adyanced 
educational  systems,  and  that  they  do 
care  for  religious  education.  When  I 
think  of  the  constituency  the  hon. 
Member  represents,  I  am  surprised  at 
the  line  he  has  taken.  A  country  dis- 
trict might  have  a  feeling  against  a 
voluntary  school  which  the  N'oncon- 
formists  were  obliged  to  attend,  but 
how  Birmingham  can  find  anything  to 
complain  of  in  the  existence  of  voluntary 
schools  I  do  not  know.  In  the  con- 
stituency I  represent  there  is  no  Board 
School  at  all.  Every  denomination  has 
its  own  school,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Tomlinson)  represents  such  another 
constituency.  But  in  the  case  of  a 
country  district  where  there  might  be  a 
theoretical  objection.  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  nothing  is  more  instructive,  in  read- 
ing the  Beport  of  the  minority  of  the 
Oommission,  than  the  account  which  they 
give  of  the  action  of  the  Oonscience 
Olause.  The  Oonscience  Olause,  they 
agree,  is  not  violated ;  but  they  say  it 
has  been  ineffective.  It  has  been  in- 
effective because  the  Nonconformists  do 
not  make  the  slightest  use  of  it ;  that 
is  to  say,  they  are  content  with  the 
present  settlement.  That  being  so, 
we  have  to  consider  the  position  in 
which  we  are  now  placed.  After 
the  Keport  of  the  commission  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  remain  exactly 
where  we  are.  The  majority  of  the 
Commission  reported  that  the  two 
systems  ran  along  side  by  side, 
but  the  pressure  is  becoming  almost 
more  than  the  voluntary  system  can  bear, 
and  that,  unless  something  is  done  for 
its  relief,  we  must  look  to  the  time  when 
the  voluntary  system  must  gradually 
disappear.  We  must  not  merely  look  at 
the  rights  of  the  voluntary  system.  The 
hon.  Member  said  the  voluntary  schools 
have  no  right  to  expect  assistance  from 
the  State  unless  they  made  every  effort  to 
maintain  their  subscriptions.  I  have  no 
doubt  they  will  do  that,  but  I  look  at  the 
matter  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
community.  It  would  be  a  profound 
disaster  to  lose  these  voluntary  schools, 
and  I  would  go  a  long  way  to  prevent  it. 
Some  hon.  Members  seem  to  think  that 
we  who  touch  their  educational  system 
are  poachers.  Well,  we  will  be  no 
longer  considered  poachers.  We  have  a 
distinct  line.  We  enjoy  the  support,  I 
believe,  of  a  majority  of  the  electors. 
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We  certainly  enjoy  that  of  the  majority 
of  the .  House,  and  we  intend  to  nee  the 
power  placed  in  our  bands.  I  do  not 
fliay  that  any  Member  will  propose  that 
direct  rate  aid  should  be  given  to  the 
voluntary  schools.  The  time  is  not  yet 
rtne  for  that  ipreat  question,  but  no  con- 
siaeration  will  restrain  us  from  making 
the  demand  if  we  think  fit.  In  the 
case  of  technical  education,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  declared  in  tbe  most 
emphatic  manner  that  he  will  not 
allow  any  assistance  to  be  given 
to  voluntary  schools.  We  are  sorry 
hon.  Members  take  that  line,  but  we 
are  determined  to  meet  them.  Next 
Session  we  hope  to  meet  them  in  the 
open  and  defeat  them  in  the  Division 
Lobbies.  Let  not  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
that  at  the  next  Election  they  will  be 
able  to  throw  it  in  our  teeth  that  we 
stopped  technical  educatiou,  for  we  fully 
intend  to  carry  it  out  ourselves.  We 
are  often  told  in  these  discussions  that 
we  are  being  defeated  by  other  countries 
in  tbe  great  competition  that  exists  at 
the  present  day,  but  I  am  not  convinced. 
When  I  look  back  on  history  I  find 
that  we  have  not  always  followed  the 
example  of  foreign  nations,  and  yet  we 
have  been  successful  and  they  have 
failed.  I  find,  too,  that  there  has  been 
one  undoubted  characteristic  to  be  recog- 
nised— the  religious  character  of  the  I 
English  people.  How  do  we  know, with  ' 
all  our  technical  education  and  the  rest 
of  it,  an  irreligious  England  would  pro- 
duce the  same  result  as  in  the  past? 
We  insist  on  religious  teaching  as  a 
basis.  We  insist  on  the  maintenance  of 
our  denominational  schools,  whether  for 
Oatholics,  Methodists,  or  Church  of 
England,  and  we  believe  we  shall 
suooAod 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  glad. 
Sir,  that  when  I  rose  before  I 
had  not  the  good  fortune  to 
catch  your  eye,  for  it  has  given  me  the 
opportunity  of  hearing  the  admirable 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Dixon).  There  is  no  man  in 
the  House  more  thoroughly  qualified  to 
■peak  on  the  work  of  education,  and  I 
may  tell  the  noble  Lord  that  though  he 
seems  to  doubt  it,  no  Member  in  the 
House  has  done  more  for  the  religious 
education  of  children  than  my  hon. 
Friend  has  done  in  Birmingham. 
He  cannot  be  surprised  if  I  say,  speak- 
ing from  my  experience  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  that  no  Member  has 

Vi%oinmt  Cranboms 


done  more  for  voluntaiy  schools  thia 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dixon).  I  hav^ 
known  him  put  his  hand  into  his  pocket, 
to  advance  thrai 

•Viscount  CBANBOBNE :  Looking  at 
what  they  have  done  in  the  past,  I  should 
be   rash  to  predict  the  collapse  of  ths 
voluntary  schools ;  but  I  do  think  there> 
is  a  risk  that  they  may  be  over* pressed,, 
and  I  desire  to  protect  them  against  it 

Mb.   MUNDELLA:    That  was  the* 
burden  of  the  noble  Lord's  speeoh--thaV 
having  in  view  the   burden  they  are^ 
bearing  and  the  difficulty  they  experi- 
ence   in    competing    with    the    Board. 
Schools,  something  should  be  done  by 
the  Oovemment  for  the  voluntary  sohookB^ 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  think  the  ¥in^ 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  thank  the' 
noble  Lord   for  his  speech,  and  I  am^ 
certain  that  the  noble  Lord  has  made* 
the  task  of  the  Vice  President  very  much 
more  difficult  than  it  was.     And  before 
I  pass  on  I  should  like  to  refer  to  whit 
I  think  was  much  to  be  regretted  in  th^ 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  what  I 
think  he  himself  will  one  of  these  days- 
reg^t,  if  he  does  not  f  •'el  ashamed  of  it.- 
The  noble  Lord  attacked  the  EdnoatioQ 
Department ;  he  said  he  believed  in  the 
good  intentions  of  the  Government,  bat 
that  he  had  no  faith  in  the  Eduoation 
Department. 
•Viscount  CRANBORNE:  Hear,  hear. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Tee,  he  applauds- 
that  statement.     The  noble  Loiti  said 
I  had  left  my  spirit  behind  me  in  the 
Education  Department.      I  wish  I  was- 
sure  of  that ;  but  I  will  say  thia  to  the 
noble  Ijord — that  it  is  disg^raeef  ul  that  a 
Member  of   the  House   should    attack 
officials  when  they  cannot  defend  them- 
selves.    {^Afintstmiml  crtsM  of  **  Order  l"\ 
It  is  a  shabby  thing,  at  least,  to  attack 
permanent  officials  when  they  are  not 
present  to  defend  themselTes,  and  have 
no  one  to  do  so  for  them  ;  but,  speakiiig' 
from  what  I  know  of  the  Department, 
and  of  its  traditions  under  every  Vice' 
President,  I  believe  that   it  has  been 
perfectly  impartial   in   all   its  dealings^ 
with  Board  and  voluntary  schools;  sad 
if  it  has  had  any  leanings,  they  hare 
been  almost  always  in  the  direction  of 
the  voluntary  schools,   which   they  are 
anxious  to  prevent  from   going  to  the 
walL    I  am  afraid  the  refrarenoe  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  entirely  confined  to  oa^ 
important  Member   oi    the    fidooaboo 
Department — namely,   the  Secretary  to 
the  Department,  for  I   heard  his  namfl 
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cdladont  bT  the  htm.  Gaatl«iwn  the 
Vmtwforuie  LoashborooghDiTisioii. 
•Vuoomn-  OfiANBOBNE:  I  murt 
inlanipt  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  I 
dnline  to  bava  any  vords  pat  into  m; 
mooth  b«7oiid  thoM  I  used  and  to-vhich 
I  uUmis.  I  am  not  xeepoiuible  for  any 
iateRQptionB. 

Ml  VQNDEUA  :  He  is  not  rea- 
potuible  fyi  intarrnptions,  bat  he  is 
tvpooaibla  for  hia  vord^  and  when  he 
^etla  of  the  Ednoaticm  Department  ha 
mint  remember  that  the  onief  of  the 
Dcputeent  is  responnble  for  all  the 
otheroffidals,  and  I  traet  that  the  Viae 
IWdent,  when  ha  rieea  to  speak,  will 

Sv  tlia  aoble  Lord  a  pieoe  of  hie  mind 
the   attack   he   has   made  on   the 
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mt  offioialB,  beoauee  I  hold  it  to 
M  the  duty  of  every  chief  not  to  allow 
hii  aubordinates  to  be  attacked.  Did 
toe  noble  Lord  ever  bear  impatatlons  of 
ihii  kind  made  from  this  side  of  the 
Hnuef  Bo  long  as  I  waa  at  the  Edu- 
cation Department  I  always  received  the 
fongeatpublicteatimoiiy  from  the  heads 
oftbeOhuroh  to  which  tbenoble  Lord  be- 
loon,  from  the  late  and  the  present  Aich- 
biataap  of  Oanterbniy,  from  most  of  the 
Bubopa,  that  I  held  the  balanoe  equal, 
ud  toied  to  administer  the  law  as  I 
wiadit;  and  I  believe  every  Mi  Dister 
•iU  endeavour  to  do  that.  The  hon. 
wnber  for  Oxford  University  admitted 
tbat  the  defeat  of  the  Code  and  of  the 
"""^inioal  education  echeme  was  entirely 
dae  to  the  apprehension  that  the  volnn- 
tU7  schools  would  suffer.  Thus,  after 
Inree  years  and  three  Bills— after  the 
t*HK>nate  appeal  made  two  years  ago 
b  Haaoheater  by  the  OhanoelloT  of  the 
wiheqaex,  that  the  Oovemment  would 
»«  allow  the  Irish  to  obstruct  their 
good  intentiona  with  respect  to  technical 
■^Bsation — the  House  has  not  been 
Sivsn  a  chance  during  all  this  time  to 
nia  on  the  qaeation  of  technical  eduoa- 
ten.    The  noble  Ijord  and  his  friends 


when  religions  instmotion  is  given  t  Haa 
he  seen  the  syllabus  of  religions  teaohihg?' 
I  believe  that  there  is  more  and  better 
religions  teaching  to-day  than  at  any 
time  during  this  oentnry.  The  noble 
Lord  talked  about  a  "religiona  Eng- 
land," and  said  we  were  posnbly  in 
the  way  of  having  an  "  irrebgiona  Eng- 
land ; "  but  he  forgets  that,  whereas  a 
oentnry  ago,  Joseph  Lancaster  h^an  to 
teach  children  for  5b.  a  year,  to  read 
and  spell  texts ;  now  there  are  4,600,000- 
children  under  iDstruction,  and  almot 
every  child   reoeiving  good,    solid  r^- 

Sions  education.  A  clergyman  of  the 
hurch  of  England,  a  member  of  the- 
School  Board,  and  Chairman  of  the 
E«ligiouB  Instmction  Committee,  wrote^ 
me  a  letter  stating  that  the  religions  in- 
stmctioa  of  the  School  Board  in  liOndon 
is  at  least  equal  to,  and  in  moat  cases- 
better,  than  the  religious  instmotion  of 
the  voluntary  schools ;  and  I  know  that 
is  so,  not  only  in  London,  but  through- 
out the  oountry.  There  are  in  propor- 
tion to  the  population  40  per  cent  more- 
in  Sunday- Bohools  than  there  were  in 
1861,  and  the  number  on  the  register  is- 
5,200,000,  or  5U0,U00  more  than  on  tho 
register  uf  day  schools.  What,  then,  ' 
does  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  talking  aa- 
if  the  religious  element  was  entirely 
monopolised  by  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  we  were  advocates  of  irreligious- 
instruction  ?  There  is  no  justifica- 
tion for  any  statement  of  that  kind.  I- 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  0tt> 
what  I  may  call  the  ordinary  statement 
of  automatic  progress  in  the  aumbers- 
nnder  education  in  our  elementary 
Bohools.  ISo  far  ae  aumhera  are  eon- 
eemed,  nothing  could  be  more  satisfac- 
tory. In  1870  the  number  in  average 
attendance  was  1,160,000,  in  1876, 
under  the  Act  of  Lord  Sandown,  it 
rose  to  about  2,200,000,  in  1880  it  was- 
nesrly  3,000,000,and  it  is  now  8,800,000. 
During  the  past  ln  years  what  has  been 
going  forward  in  regard  to  education?' 
First,  we  have  brought  the  ohildreo. 
into  tiie  Bchools,  and  then  we  have  given, 
them  a  minimum  of  instruction ;  but  I 
have  DO  hesitation  in  saying,  after  the- 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission,  we- 
are  in  the  presence  of  a  state  of  thinga- 
which  demands  a  new  departure.  It  is 
impossible,  in  the  existing  state  of 
things,  to  continue  the  present  moral 
and  pecuniary  waste.  A  few  weeks  ago- 
attention  was  colled  by  the  Bishop  ot 
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IMiUM  to  tiM  great  blot  upon  flie 
IBduofttkmAetB  thatohildreii  are  leaving 
aoheol  at  earlier  agee  every  year.    The 
iMaaoa  is  that  the  ohiidren  are  better 
tang^hty  and  every  year  theypaas  through 
their  ataodarda  earlier.  In  Standard  XL 
last  year  there  were  661,000  children,  in 
•Standard  m.  561,687,  in  Standard  IV. 
the  number  fell  to  481,000,  in  Stan- 
dard V.  to  809,000,  and  in  Standard  YI. 
there  were  only  129,000  children.    In 
more  than  half  the  rural  pariahes  in 
England  the  standard  of  exemption  is 
^Standard  IV.,  the  chil^ben  are  passing 
from  school  i^  10  years  of  age,  and  very 
soon  they  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
forgetting  all    they  have    learned    at 
school.  We  are  spending  between  seven 
and  ei^ht  millions  a  year  on  elementary 
odnoation.    So  few  children  reach  the 
•tipper  standiurds,  in  consequence  of  the 
early  age  at  which  they  pass  the  stan- 
dard of  exemption,  that  they  lose  in  a 
few  years  all   they  have    learned    at 
-school.    A  great  many  of  them  do  not 
work;  if  they  did  they  might  become 
'half-timers.      The    Ohairman    of    the 
Birmingham    School    Board,    in    his 
address       on      last      year's       work, 
csaid  that  the  parents  were  powerless  to 
enforce  their  own  wish,  and  there  being 
no  law  to  touch  them  these  lads  are  a 
law  to  themselves;  they  will  neither 
earn  or  learn,  but  loaf.    That  is  a  state 
^    things    which    certainly    urgently 
demands  a  remedy.    The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Universi^  of  Oxford  says  we 
have  no  standard  of  what  elementary 
education  ought  to  be,    and  that  we 
seem  to  be  adding  first  one  subject  and 
then  another  which  was  not  in  contem- 
plation when  the  Education  Act  was 
passed.  I  have  not  time  now  to  quote  Mr. 
Torster*s  speeches,  but  I  may  point  out 
that  in  opening  several  of  the  higher 
elementary  schools  he  said  that  it  was 
always  contemplated  that  this  education 
-should  be  equal  with  any  in  Europe. 
Will  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  Uni- 
versity consult  the  authority  of  his  own 
Oommission,   which  was    sent   on  the 
Oontinent  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
elementary  education  of  Europe  ?     Mr. 
Alfred  Arnold,  the  best  autiiority  we 
liave,  in  his  Report,  which  is  one  of  the 
most  important  documents  in  relation  to 
elementary  education  ever  submitted  to 

this  House,  says— 

**  The  release  of  a  child  fk^HB  et^ool  at  10  or 
U  beoaose  he  could  pais  the  Fifth  Standard 
would  be  thought  in  Oermany  ahsord  and 
tfnost  ii^jarioas.'*^ 

Mr.  Mu^ddh 


I  am  afraid  the  noble  Lord  opposite  is 
not  acquainted  with  that  B^ort   The 
rigM  hon.  Oendemaa's  Code  was  in 
many  respects  an  advance,  and  I  verj 
much  regret  its  withdrawal.    I  do  not 
com^ain  of  the  right  hon.  Qenflsin^ 
but  I  tiiink  he  has  been  badly  treated 
at  the  hands  of  his  chiefs.    I  know  die 
trouble  it  invcdves  to  prepare  a  New 
Oode,  and  make  it  fair  idl  round,  nid  I 
say  that  to  prepare  one  and  place  H  oa 
the  Table    of  tiie  House,    and  let  it 
lie  there  for  six  months  to  be  Aot  stbj 
all  who  misunderstand  or  misrepresent 
it,  and  never  to  give  it  one  moment's 
chance  of  discussion,  is  to  afford  verj 
scurvy  treatment    to    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Oouncil.    I  have  often  been  disposed 
rather  to  commisserate  with  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  than  to  blame  him.   I 
have  regarded  him  more  with  sorrow 
than  with  anger  for  all  the  miserable 
shortcomings  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment during  the  past  three  years. 
Mb.  BITOHIE  :  Hear,  hear. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  hope  the  Mht 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  cheering  mat 
statement,  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government     Board,     will    take    his 
full  share    of  the   blame.    The  Vice 
President  of  the  Oouncil  is  not  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  and  any  Minister  who  is  with- 
out a  seat  in  the  Oabinet  has  but  a  very 
poor  chance  of  obtaining  the  considera- 
tion of  any  important  subject  it  isWs 
1  lot  to  bring  betore  the  House.    I  hope 
and  trust  the  day  is  not  far  distant  when 
we  shall  deal  not  only  with  questions  of 
administration,  but  with  the  more  im- 
portant question  which  was  before  the 
House  five  or    six  years  ago,    and  in 
favour  of  which  a  Committee  reported 
unanimously — namely,    the    establish- 
ment of  a  Minister  of  Education.    ITntu 
you  have  such  a  Minister  you  will  neter 
have  your  work  properly  performed-- 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  win 
never  be  able  to  exercise  proper  infltt* 
ence  over  Her  Majesty's  OovemmSflt 
What  I  want  to  say  with  regard  tote 
Code  is  this,  that  do  what  you  wiB, 
shuffle  the  cards  as  you  may,  you  caano* 
by  any  system  of  administration  reme^ 
the  great  defects   which   are  now  too 
apparent  in  the  Educational  system.   I* 
is  not  possible  by  meauB  of  a  Code  to 
lengthen  the  school  life  of  a  child  whkn 
has  been  stereotyped  by  our  low  t^^ 
dards.    The  majority  and  theminon^ 
of  the   Education    Oommission  wer 
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rthat  yon  moat  raise  the  staDdard 
and  atso  tits  minimmn  standard 
br  biU^tine  and  (all-time  exaaiiaa- 
tim   I  Aiak  tliey  reoommended  that 
n  ihcrald  plam  Eagland  on  the  aam« 
loolinir  u   Sootland  in    that   reapeot 
The^ird  and  Fifth  Btandardji  should 
In  tlie  miaimiim   in    England    aa    in 
SnUand,   otherwise    ve    are    Tasting 
aaatj  in  a  lavish  and  almost  proii^te 
asaner.      Beoaiue  £6,000,000  a  year 
«p«nt  in  elementorj    edaoation    when 
mora  than  half  the  c^ldren  do  notoom- 
pteta  t&eir  ednoation  is  simply  robber; 
of  the  taxpayer.     Nov,  there  was  some 
^nastion  raised  as  to  the  progress  made 
in  certain  sabjeots  whioh  the  right  hoa. 
Omtlsman   the   Vioe    President    said 
titet  domeatio  happiness.     Oookeiy  and 
domettio  eoonomy    are    two    of    these 
•sbJKti  and  they  require  little  or  no 
appsratns.     But  where  are  they  taughtf 
Ipnt  the  question  to  the  noble  Lord. 
Tas  teschiag  does  not  take  place  in  the 
Tolaniary  eehools.     Of  42,000  children 
*bo  reoeived  grants  in  cookery  during 
tbs  past    year  35,000  were  taught  in 
Boart  SchooU,  and  only  5,31B  in  the 
Ifatiooal    Schools    of    the    Oburoh    of 
&i|lBnd   to    which    Church  the    rast 
"jyority  of  the  Toluntary  sohooU  belong. 
What  is  the  reason  of  this  ? 
^  hen.  Mkmbbb  :  The  rates. 
Ul  MUNDELLA  :  But   the   noble 
I'xd  insists  that  the  Toluntary  schools 
w>aU  hare  the   same  means  to  enable 
lum  to  teach  technical  educatioo  as  the 
8ohool  Board    schools.      The  voluntary 
fcliool*  have  the  same  grants  for  tesch- 
<Bg  cookery  as  the  School  Board  schools 
,Wb,-  and  because  they  will  not  teach 
It  or  cannot  teach  it  are  they  to  remain 
**  do^  in    the    manger,    refnsing   to 
^IW  it  to  be  taught  to  any  one  else  ? 
^  ve  to  wait  fur  teohnical  education 
nr  our  children  until  such  time  as  the 
faiantary  schools  can  share  the  rates 
*ith  tbe  Board  Schools,  and  that  will 


for  the  towns,  as  they  are  where,  while 
eduoatiou  ranks  lowest  and  is  poones^ 
the  highest  fees  are  paid — in  somecapea 
actually  double  what  are  chained  in 
Sohool  Board  towns.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir  B. 
Temple}  talked  about  the  extravaganoe 
of  the  Iiondon  Sohool  Board,  both  in  the 
oase  of  the  last  Board  and  the  present 
Well,  the  hon.  Baronet  had  a 
majority  on  his  side  at  both  Boards- 
how  is  it  he  did  not  manage  to  ke^ 
down  the  extravagance?  The  fact  U 
the  education  of  the  Loudon  Sohool 
Board  is  too  good  to  be  much,  cheaper 
than  it  is,  and  the  hon.  Uember  in  Ms 
heart  of  hearts  kuows  it.  There  are 
voluntary  sohoals  that  ^ive  as  good 
instruotioa,  but  it  costs  just  as  much. 
It  is  useless  to  say  that  the  voluntary 
schools  cost  less  than  the  Board  Schools. 
I  am  grateful  for  what  the  voluntary 
schools  have  dons,  and  have  no  desire  to 
see  them  injured  where  they  do  their 
work  as  well  as  the  Board  Schools,  but 
I  say  they  cannot  survive  unless  they  do 
that.  We  have  no  right  to  maintain 
inferior  schools  and  force  the  children 
to  attend  them,  trithout  choice  to  the 
pareols,  and  waste  the  school  life  of  the 
children,  which  must  happen  if  they 
have  not  good  instruction.  A  strong 
appeal  was  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Uember  for  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton)  on  the  question  of  inspection, 
and  he  spoke  of  the  Inspector  as  the 
great  terror  of  the  sohool.  Well,  some 
of  them  are  not  only  a  terror  to  the 
school,  but  a  terror  to  the  Department. 
Bat  how  does  this  come  about  ?  Why, 
by  the  exercise  of  political  patronage, 
and  putting  men  into  the  Inspeotion 
Department  because  they  were  the  sons 
or  relatives  of  this  man  or  that.  When 
you  get  the  men  there  they  do  not  turn 
out  to  be  what  is  wanted.  During  nx 
years  something  like  80  University 
men  were  appointed,  and  many  of  them 
were  whoUy  unfit  for  the  work— men 
who  bad  no  sympathy  with  child  life, 
DO  desire  to  study  their  duties — in  iaot, 
no  desire  to  do  anything  but  reaeiva 
their  salaries.  Well,  we  had  to  pat 
end  to  that.  A  Beturn  before  the 
House  shows  that  between  1880  and 
1889only  two  Inapectora  were  appointed 
who  were  members  of  Uni*ereitie«, 
and  one  of  them  was  a  Welsh  .speaking 
Inspector  who  was  wanted  in  Wales. 
We  improved  tbe  position  of  the 
teachers  and  promoted   them  to  these 
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an  ezoeedingly  poor  country  in  oom- 
parison  witb  England.  There  are,  no 
doubt,  some  districts  where  the  minerals 
are  very  rich,  but  the  large  proportion 
of  Wales  is  exceedingly  poor  when 
compared  with  England.  Then  the 
Welsh  people  are  exceedingly  anxious 
for  education,  but  the  public  endow- 
ments for  intermediate  education  and 
for  all  charitable  purposes  fall  far 
below  the  endowments  in  England.  I 
believe  it  has  been  computed — and  I 
get  this  from  the  same  source — that  in 
England  the  average  endowments  for 
all  charitable  purposes,  per  county, 
amount  to  someming  like  £55,575  per 
annum,  whereas  similar  endowments 
in  Wales,  per  county,  amount  to  only 
£  i ,  921 .  If  we  take  the  endowments  in 
particular  counties,  of  course  they 
vary  extremely.  Some  counties  have 
much  larger  endowments  than  others, 
but  whereas  the  most  poorly-endowed 
county  in  England,  Oomwal^  has  an 
endowment  of  over  £4,000  a  year,  the 
large  County  of  Glamorgan,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  something  over  half  a  million, 
has  endowments  only  to  the  amount  of 
£1,921.  I  hear  that  my  noble  Friend 
cheers  that  statement,  and  therefore  I 
hope  he  will  ag^ree  with  me  that  the 
necessity  for  some  additional  endowment 
for  intermediate  education  in  Wales  is 
conclusively  shown  by  the  figures  which 
I  have  declared.  My  noble  Friend  said 
it  was  better  to  leave  the  endowment  of 
intermediate  education  to  the  private 
munificence  of  individuals,  but  now  is 
it  that  in  Wales  this  private  munificence 
has  nofc  created  the  endowments  neces- 
sary for  intermediate  education?  I 
think  if  there  had  been  a  large  desire 
to  do  there  what  has  been  done  in  many 
parts  of  England — ^namely,  to  endow 
intermediate  education,  we  should  have 
seen  much  larger  endowments  in  that 
oountry  than  now  exist  there.  I  there- 
fore do  not  at  all  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  that  we  ought  to  stay  our  hands 
and  refuse  to  assist  this  poorer  country 
in  regard  to  intermediate  education ;  for, 
from  all  I  have  seen  and  heard  on  the 
subject,  I  believe  that  if  something  is 
not  done  in  the  manner  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  this  Bill,  intermediate  educa- 
tion will  not  thrive  in  Wides.  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  at  too  ^reat 
length  on  this  subject,  nor  shall  I  go 
into  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  shovld 
like  to  refer  to  one  matter  besides  that 


to  which  my  noble  Friend  has  Teferrsd. 
I  should  like  to  mention  one  important 
clause  in  the  Bill  which  deals  with  the 
initiation  of  schemes.   Hiat,  to  a  oertain 
extent,  is  a  new  method  of  dealing  with 
charitable  and  educational  endowments. 
Hitherto,  it  has  been  neoessaiy  either 
for    the  Governors    of  an   institntion 
to    propose    a    scheme,    or  for   the 
Oiiarity     Commissioners      themeelves 
in     certain     cases     to     do     it.     It 
was    found    that    this,     eepeciaUy  m 
Wales,    prevented    any   new  sohamea 
being  brought  forward  at  all,  and  there- 
fore it  has  been  proposed  in  variona 
ways  to  create  some  body,  directed  by 
popular  opinion  in  the  oountry,  to  stait 
new  schemes  where  new  schemes  are 
necessary.    I  think  originally  we  pro- 
posed a  different  scheme  to  this.     A 
different  method  for  giving  inidation  to 
schemes  was  proposed  by  the  Oorern- 
ment  of  which  I  was  a  Member  in  the 
year  1885  ;  but  since  that  time  a  great 
change  with  regard  to  all  Local  Qovem- 
ment  has  taken  place  owing  to  the  great 
measure   which    was   pamed   by  Her 
Majesty's     (Government     last    year— 
namely,  the  measure  whioh  oonaiitated 
Oounty  Oouncils  throughout  England. 
That  gives  at  once  a  popular  body  whicii 
can  deal  with  matters  of  this  sort,  and 
though  I  confess  I  should  have  preferred 
to  have  seen  the  initiation  of  sehemee 
given  also  to  these  Ooundla,  I  diink  the 
comiHromise  which  has  been  anrived  at 
between  the  Qovemment  and  those  who 
promoted  this  Billis  a  wise  one.  Nowthat 
the  County  Oouncils  are  started,  there  ii 
a  body  created  which  wonld  be  aUe  to 
initiate  any  schemes,  and  also  to  refonn 
some  of  the  old  endowments  whioh  hare 
not  the  confidence  of  the  oonntry.  Thoee 
two  points — namely,  ihat  of  granting 
direct   assistance   to   the  intermediate 
sehools  in  Wales,  and  that  of  giving  a 
new  body,  partly  elected  from  theOcontf 
Oouncils,    power   to   initiate  soheoea, 
seem  to  me  very  important  points  to  be 
dealt  withy  and  I  heartily  rejoice  to  M 
them  form  part  of  this  mearare.    Ify 
Lords,  I  shall  not  detain  tHie  House  aiqr 
longer,  but  I  sincerdy  trust  that  ^ 
hopes  which  have  been  entertained  in 
Wales  with  regard  to  the  poeaifaUity  of 
enjoying  an  enlarged  system  of  inter- 
mediate education  by  a  measure  of  this 
sort  will  not  be  disappointed,  b«t  tM 
this  measure  will  bdar  esraeUent  M^ 
and  will  give  the  people  of  Wsks  vte 
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n  DDid>  deaire  it  an  easy  and  efficient 
ntu  of  intermediate  education  for  tbeir 

*BiiL  P0RTE8CUE:    My  Lords.  I 

tA  jou  kind  indalgenoe  wnile  I  offer 

1  nw  nmarke  on  this  Bill,  and  I  the 

num  require  yonr  indnlgenoe  because  I 

tike  the  tame   view  which  my  noble 

Friend  did    who    answered    the    Lord 

Pnddsnt  of  the  Oounoil.    I  am  afraid 

Acta  riews  are  not  shared   by   very 

muj  of  yonr  Lordships.     My  noble 

Nend  tmly  remarked  that  now  for  the 

fint  time     Parliament     is    preparing 

fcnmally   to    aathoriee    the    establish- 

ant  and  maintenance  of  schools  for 

•eeondon  or  intermediate  education  by 

DMsi  of  ratee  supplemented  by  grants 

'■cm  the  Treaanry,  which  are  in  no  ease 

to  be  more  than  equal  to  what  ia  raised 

hr  the  rates.   As  I  eipeoted,  the  prinoi- 

pe  of  aid   to   education,    above    mere 

elsmentary  education,  by  the  State  has. 

it  has  been  urged,  been  recognieed  by 

tkenants  whian  have  been  made  latterly 

to  Welsh  Universitiea.    The  noble  Earl 

vbo  baa  just  spoken  gare  what  he  oon- 

Bitnd  oonolusiTe  evidence  of  the  value 

of  those  grants  and  of  their  good  effect, 

1  nut  say  it  seems  to  me  a  very  different 

thing  giving   a  grant  to  a  tTnivereity 

vkidi    the     Welsh     would     certainly 

mU   national  —  at    any    rate    it  can- 

sot     be     oonaidered     as     lens     than 

prorinoial — in     comparison     with     the 

MtbUsbment    of    a    number  of  local 

msmiediate     acliools     supported     by 

Kwal  lataa.     This  is  the  first  instanoe  of 

t^  sxtenaioD  upwards  (with  the  excep- 

<><n  of  those  grants  to  the  TTuiverdties) 

io  the  middle  class  of  that  system  of 

pobUe  edooational    alms    which    was 
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years.     And,  seoondly.  there  is  the  evil 


reearda  oontrihutions  by 
ne   KJad  of  property  only, 


lataaftDin  one „  p._^..._,   __._,, 

^  jnopevty,   less  than  30  years  ago, 


of  discouraging — in  fact,  more  than  dio- 
couraging*— of  extinguishing,  praoti- 
oally,  all  ohauoe  of  voluntary  gifts  or 
bequests  being  made  for  educational 
endowment.  Who  does  not  lament 
that  there  has  not  been  in  Wales  in  past 
times  more  public  spirit  and  educational 
zeal  shown  ?  Take  the  rich  County  of 
Glamorgan,  with  its  wealth  of  minerals, 
and  we  shall  see  that  Wales  has  no 
reason  to  he  proud  of  that  absence  of 
educational  endowments  which  we  have 
just  heard  described.  No  one,  after 
these  cantributionB  from  rates  and  taxes 
have  been  estahliabed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, would,  as  I  say,  be  at  all  likely 
to  give  or  bequeath  anything  for  the 
purpose  of  educational  endowment;  and 
perhaps  all  the  leas,  because  confidence 
in  the  devotion  of  endowments  to  the 
purposes  which  were  dear  to  those  who 
have  founded  endowments  has  been 
very  mnoh  shaken  by  some  of  the  legie- 
lation  which  has  t^en  place  latterly. 
But  beaides  those  two  evils,  there  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  third,  and  a  very  serious 
one,  that  of  subjecting  the  higher  edu- 
cation of  the  oountry,  at  least  tiie  higher 
seoondary  education,  as  distinguished 
from  the  elementary,  to  bureancia- 
tic  control.  For  the  first  time  we  find  the 
Education  Department  brought  into 
official  connection  with  secondary  edu- 
cation. The  tendency,  I  fear,  will  be 
to  increase  the  applioations  for  grants, 
and  assistanoe  from  rates,  and  with 
these  increased  applications,  if  th^  are 
yielded  to,  will  come  a  very  natural,  and 
I  cannot  say  otherwise  than  a  legitimate 
demand  for  control  and  interferenoe  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  I  know 
that  one  ex-Uinister  of  Education,  Mr. 
Mnndella,  has  avowed  again  and  again 
his  earnest  desire  to  see  the  Eduo^ion 
Department  entrusted  with  ooneiderable 
control  over  the  secondary  education 
of  the  oountry.  Well,  if  the  Education 
Deportment  is  armed  with  such  greatly 
inoreased  ^wers  as  he  and  some  othera 
desire  for  it,  instead  of  looking  to  onr 
great  ancient  Universities,  we  shall  find 
those  engaged  in  the  seoondary  and 
higher  education  of  the  country  looking 
to  it  for  guidauoe  and  leading.     It  is 

![uite  true  that  the  Universities  for  a 
ong  time  were  too  stagnant  and  too 
obstructive ;  but  now  for  some  time  they 
have  been  awakened  to  their  resmmsi- 
bilitiet  and  duties;  and  now,  tnoogb 
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Ammidment  propoeed,  in  Obuee  1| 
liB#34y  inflert*- 

"  To  provide  a  sabway,  bridge,  or  footway 
aA  any  station  of  the  company  wbere  it  shafi 
appear  tiiat  any  eonaiaerable  number  ol 
penoBS,  whether  paeeengere,  or  railway  aer* 
yantik  or  others,  are  daily  oompelled  to  oroes 
the  lines  in  nassing  from  one  part  of  sach 
slatfon  to  another  part  thereof ; 

*'To  provide  all  passenyer  trains  with  aa 
efficii^t  means  of  ooBununicacion  between  the 
pSHsnTigers  and  the  guard  aod  driver.'* — iUr. 
Vhanmng.) 

«>8ia  MIOHAEL  HIOES  BEAOH :  I 
I  «a&  only  say  I  feel  myaelf  b^ond  en 
this  Amendment  ae  on  the  fnrmer  one* 

Aiiienidment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Question  proposed,  *^That  Olause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill.'' 

♦Mb.  W.  M.  MUEPHT  (Dublin,  St. 
Patrick's):  This  Bill  was  not  read  a 
second  time  till  Friday  night,  and  al- 
though I  desire  the  insertion  of  several 
Amendments,  I  only  had  the  opportuinty 
of  patting  them  down  to-nignt,  and  I 
think  it  ia  yery  desirable  that  they 
shottM  appear  on  the  Paper.  Tkere- 
foM,  while  I  have  no  desire  to  delay  or 
obstruct  the  Bill,  I  beg  to  move  to 
report  Progress.  Vj  Amendments  are 
ptfopesad  in  the  interests  of  weak  eom- 
pa&iee. 

Motion  made,  ''ThattheOhairmando 
rq^rt  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
agaili.'* 

'Wflim  MIOHAEL  HIOKS  BBAOH  2 
May  I  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  the  Qaestion  has  already  been  put 
that  Olause  1  stand  nart  of  the  Bill,  and 
ii»  aa  I  understand,  his  Amendmemta 
avets  that  olause,  it  is  too  late  to  put 
them  ?  If  he  will  place  them  on  the 
PApev^  or  in  any  way  eommunioate  wiQi 
Be»  I  shall  be  happy  to  consider  them. 
I  may  explain  that  I  have  already 
altered  the  wording  of  the  olause  in  order 
ta  meet  the  very  cases  to  whioh  the 
hon.  Member  refers,  and  I  would  aak 
him  to  let  tiie  clause  pass  so  that  we 
may  nroceed  with  the  Bill  aa  f ar  aa 
poesiDie. 

♦Mb.  E.  K.  CAU8T0N  (Southwark, 
W.) :  I  should  like  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  the 
fact  that  I  have  myself  given  liotioe  of 
a  new  olause  to  this  Bill  with  the  object 
of  securing  the  printing  of  fares  on 
passenger  tickets,  and  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 


Hokiae*  if  the  right  hon.  Oeatleflvuk 
eannot  aoeept  it^ 

Ma.  A.  i.  UITNDELLA:  I  riie  to^ 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Geatlemao  U  l^  thit^ 
Btll  proceed,  and  t  may  remind  him 
that  thert  ia  no  part  of  Her  MMes<y 0^ 
dominions  where  a  Bill  of  Aiskiooii- 
more  requind. 

♦Bin.  MUBPHT:  I  hay«  said  belm 
I  have  no  desire  to  obstruct  the  BiU.  I 
tiiink,  however^  we  should  have  an  op* 
portunil^  ef  discussing  the  Amendmeal^. 
and,  tberetoro»  I  eonnet  witbdiav  my 
Motion. 

*Sm  MIOHABL  HICKS  BEACH  r 
With  rs^pard  to  Ae  remarks  of  the  ium. 
Member  for  Southwark,  I  do  not  think 
tfie  question  of  ptioting  Aires  on  tiek«t» 
is  of  first-rate  importance.  I  hope  he 
will  not  press  it  so  as  to  defeat  the  Bill. 
I  would  also  ask  the  hon.  Member  tor 
the  St.  Patrick^  Dividott  of  Dublit  to 
place  his  Amendment  on  the  Pbper. 
Mb.  MUBPHY  :  I  have  done  eo. 

Oonunittee  Bepoit  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to^-morsew. 

COTTON  CLOTH  FACT0BIB8  BILL 

(No.  294.) 

Considered  in  Oommittee,  and  le- 
ported  ;  Bill^  as  amended,  to  be  printed 
[BiU  366];  >e-oommitted  fat  Wed- 
nesdajF*  . 

TRUCK  AMENDMJfiNT  ACT  (1887) 
AMENDMENT  (No.  S)  BILL  Qlo.  9^) 

Order  for  Seoond  Beading  goad,  aaA 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
SUCK  DRAINAGE  filLL  (Ko.  260.) 

Beported;  BepoH  to  lie  VLfon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed. 

SUCK  DRAINAOfi  [PROVIfflON  OF 

FUNDS.] 

Oommitlee  to  consider  of  a«thorisEag^ 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  ptfe* 
vided  by  Parliament,  ot  a.  partiaa  of 
the  Costs,  Charges,  and  Expenses  which 
have  been  or  may  be  incurred  by  Hi^ 
Drainage  Board  for  the  Siver  Susk 
Drainage  District;  and  of  making othsr 
provision  in  relation  thereto  (Queen's 
recommendation  signified)  to-morrow. 

Home  a^ionnied  at  twenty  ndnvlie 
after  Twelve  &tkotiu 
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l\it$daf,  6th  diiffutt,  1889. 


OOMMITTEB  OP  8RLE0TION  FOR 
STANDINQ  COUMIITEES. 

IE«port  from,  That  the  Uommitt»e 
lutre  added  Che  Lord  Elphiostone  aad 
lAe  Lord  Harris  to  the  Standing 
Ooouiuttee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law, 
fei  for  the  oundderEition  of  the  Offiaial 
8M9«tA  Bill,  Bead,  and  ordered  to  lie 
(» the  Table. 

UBOBAHT  SHIFPINO  AOIS  AMEND- 
HBNT  BILL.  (No.  101.) 
Reported  from  the  Standing  Oom- 
aitt«e  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &a., 
vith  Araendmenta  :  The  Beport  thereof 
'•Mtnd;  and  Bill  re-oommitted  to  a 
Oaminittee  of  the  Whole  Hoaee. 

ARTILLBBT    AITO    BNGINBBBS  COM. 
UISSIONa 

QUnnoiTI.— OBBBRTATIOlra. 

Tbk  Eau.  of  MILLTOWN:  Uj 
Wds,  eeeioif  the  noble  Lord  the 
Ondor  Searetarj  of  SUte  for  War  in  his 


a  former  oooasion,  when  oommiuions 
were  thus  allotted,  and  it  seems  to  me 
rather  an  injustice  to  exclude  that 
School  when  it  is  turning  out  the  highest 
doss  of  engineers.  What  the  auUiori- 
ties  of  that  School  ask  is  either  to  be 
allowed  to  compete  with  the  Ooopers 
Hill  men,  or  that  a  certain  number,  saj 
BIZ,  of  those  oommisaiaas  should  be 
allotted  to  them,  or  that  the  allotted 
commiseionB  should  be  thrown  open 
generally  for  competition  to  such  ITni- 
Tersities  as  poeaesB  engineering  schools. 
It  ssAOia  to  me  rather  hard  that  the 
Ooopers  Hill  School  should  be 
allowed  that  advantage  against  older 
colleges  and  schools.  Uy  Lords,  the 
University  of  Dublin  asks  no  favour, 
but  only  justice  in  thia  matter,  and  I 
trust  my  noble  Friend  will  be  able  to 
give  a  favourable  answer  to  the 
question. 

Thb  TJNDEB  8E0KETABT  op 
STATE  TOE  WAB  (Lord  Harris): 
My  Lords,  the  offer  of  80  commissiona 
in  the  Boyal  Artillery  and  Boyol 
Engineers  having  now  been  made  to  the 
Ooopers  Hill  cadets,  it  will  nut  be  pos- 
sible to  thruwthe  oompetition  open  to  all 
educational  establishments  where  there 
are  engineering  schools.  Ooopera  Hill 
was  selected  for  the  offer  of  these  oom- 
misaions  because  the  Uilitary  Authorities 
found  on  previous  occasions,  when  other 
establishments  than  the  Royal  Military 
Academy  supplied  auocessfiu  candidates, 
that  those  who  came  from  Ooopera  Htll 
required  no  more  training  at  the  School 
of  Uilitary  Engineering  at  Chatham 
than  Woolwich  cadets,  whilst  those  who 
entered  by  open  oompetitton  required  a 
year  longer  at  Ohatham — namely,  three 
years  instead  of  two.  As  these  gentle- 
men are  admitted,  as  it  is,  some  years 
laterthan  Woolwii^  cadets,  thia  deu^  ia 
obvioasly  a  seriooa  matter. 
Q 
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JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BELL. 

(No.  202.) 

Beported  from  the  Standing^  Oom- 
mittee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  &o., 
without  Amendment ;  aid.  re^oommitt^d 
to  a  Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Thursday  next. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Standing     Ordefs     eonsidered     and 
any^dftd,  and  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  213.) 

INTBRMEDL^TB  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
BILL.    (No.  201.) 
SBOOND  RSADnra. 


Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 
♦The   lord    PRESIDENT  op  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbawkeook)  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  to  ask  your  assent  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  a  ICeasure 
wMoh  I  hope  will  settle  a  oontroversy 
which  has  existed   for  a  considerable 
period.     In  the  year  1881  a  Oommittee, 
wbicb  was  appointed  by  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  who  then  fillea  the  place  which 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  ocoupy,r^^orted 
in  favour  of  a  system  of  intermediate 
education    for  Wales    at   consider^le 
length  and  in  considerable  detaiL  Since 
that  time  many  attempts  have  been  made 
to  legislate  in  the  matter;  but  either 
from  want  of  time,  or  more  particularly 
from  the  want  oi  unanimity  on  the  part 
of  those  interested,  legislation  has  not 
taken  place,  and  Bills  which  have  been 
brought  in  on,  I  think,  three  or  four 
occasions  have  passed  away   into  the 
limbo  of  Bills,  alike  unfortunate,  and 
have  not  come  to  any  real  result.    I  am 
▼cry  sorry  that  on  this  occasion  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Aberdare,  who  was  Chairs 
man  of  that  Commission,  is  absent,  and 
unhappily  from    illness,    but    I    hare 
his    assurance    that    if  he  had  been 
here  he  would  have  giyen  his  hearty 
support  to  the  Bill  whi(£  I  have  brought 
before  the  House.    My  Lords,  the  Sill 
is  a  very  simple  one,  and  I  do  not  pro- 
pose, in  sa3ring  a  few  words  in  its  flavour 
now,  to  make  any  remarks  upon  the 
Bills  which  have  preceded  it,  except  to 
say  that  with  regard   to  ^e  measure 
introduced  this  year  in  the  other  House 
it  was  read  a   second    time    with  the 
assent  of  the  Qovemmeot,  on  the  dis- 
tinct    understanding    that  it  was  not 

L0rdMmrru 


assumed  to  be  accepted  in  its  dstailft, 
but    that    the    interests   of    interme- 
diate education  in  Wales  were  of  sooh 
a  character    that  it  was  desirable,  at 
all  events,  that  a  measure  should  be 
passed  in  the  course  of  the  present  Bee- 
sion.    In  consequence  of  that  under- 
standing we  took  the  Bill  into  consideia- 
ti<m,  and  by  degrees  framed  Amend- 
ments which  have  been  accepted  by  the 
au^^s  ei  that  Bill ;  Mid  Aaaf^y^ 
haps,  they  may  not  have  been  satisfied 
wim  everything  done  by  us,  they  have 
seen  that  it  is  likely  to  advance  edu- 
cation in  Wales,  and  they  have  con- 
sidered it  advisable  to  give  way  en  some 
Saints  m  order  to  ensure  that  resoli 
y  Lords,  Wales  has  been  for  a  long 
time  in  a  very  peculiar  position,  bdng 
poor  and  without  endowments  for  this 
purpose.      Within   recent  years  three 


colleges  have  been  established  at  Aber 
ystwith,    Cardiff,    and    Bangor,    and 
the  Government  have  giv«n  &eB  eon- 
uderable  grants  of  money  by  whioh 
they   have  been    able   to  do    an  ia- 
cfeadng  work.    But  day  by  diy  itja 
found  tiiat  the  young  men  who  coma 
up    to    them     are    very    ill-pr«jsfed 
fo^   the  education   whiw  tiie  coUegee 
have   to    offer.      There    are    not  the 
means  of  providing  adequate  ednsatte 
within  the  Principality,  and  this  Bill 
has  been  pressed  on  all  handawith  a 
view  of  supplying  that    deficiency  m 
secondary  schools.  This  will  be  the  fitft 
occasion  upon  which  the  GtoYBoaDmt 
has  given  tot  this  land  of  education  tte 
promise  of  a  direct  grant  of  money  to  aid 
thecontributionflof  Uieceontiea.  TbcBiQ 
provides  that  the   oountieB  may  hafs 
power  to  rate  themselves  up  to  |d.  a 
the  £1,  and  provision  is  made  that  n 
upon  inspection  the  schools  aae  fiNndio 
be  adequate  for  their  purpoee,  and  toks 
carrying  on  work  which  is  advanlagpni 
to  the  Principality,  a  grant  maj  be  !■•*« 
in  no  case  exceeding  the  sum  tonad  Ig 
the  counties.    But,  my  Lords,  the  mm 
in  which  we  have  dealt  with  the  ^f^ 
tion  in  this  instance  need  not  be  mm»^ 
precedent  elsewhere,    for    the  ciMMr 
stances  existing  in  Wal^  as  I  kiM 
pointed  out,  are  very  peculiar.    Bflri|] 
any  of  the  counties  in   Wales  have  et 
dowments  of  any  value,  for  those  wiM 
exist  are  very  small  ones,   so  that  i 
comparison  with  England  th^  sfs^ 
deficient  in  those  means  of  eduuHi* 
which  we  supplied  to  so  large  a  degli 
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m  the  EngKiih  ocmntieB.     In  the  en- 
dowed Bohools  of  Wales  there  is  room 
lor  8,846  fioholars,  but  the  attendance  is 
only  1,646 ;  nor  is  the  edaoation,  though 
ia  some  instances  extremely  good,  such 
ts  to  be  practically  suitable  for  the  class 
of  boj8  who  generally  need  interme- 
dnie  schools.    Your  ]!iordships  observe 
diit  this  is  a  Bill  for  proviaing  inter- 
mediate or    technical    education.      It 
embraces  the  two,  and  by  the  definition 
which  is  giwen  in   the  Interpretation 
(Sums  you  will  see  that  it  is  intended 
,     thisihoiild  be  rather  a  kind  of  scientific 
and  oommercial  education  than  the  usual 
dsiml  education  given  in  such  schools. 
Ilindades  branches  of  science,  such  as 
ttofs  for  which  grants  are  made  by  the 
I)*partment  of  SDience  and  Art,  the  use 
€f  tools,  modelling  in  clay,  shorthand, 
ud  Bubjeets  whicm  maybe  of  use  to  the 
yvvths  in  trade  or  commerce,  but  it  will 
not  ioelnde  the  teaching  or   practice 
of  any    trade,    industry,    or   employ- 
msii     So    that  your   Lordships  will 
•68  tile  desiflpi    of   this    measure    is 
that    throughout  Wales  schools    may 
k  provided  at  which  boys  will  receive 
^  kmd  of  education  which  will  best 
fit  tiiem  for  commerce  or  for  the  trades 
in  which  they  may  afterwards  be  en- 
8*ged.      Under    the   Bill   which   was 
ivsfioaaly    introduced,    provision   was 
mttde  that  there  should  De  a  Board  of 
ttoattion  for  the  whole  of  Wales,  which 
^  to  snperBede  the  Oharity  Commis- 
^■BMrs.     We  did  not  think  that  was 
^ttar  workable  or  a  good  system  in 
iWf^  for  there  would  not    exist  the 
i^tfCiality    which    is  found    in    the 
Qmiri:^  Oommiamoners.    Besides,  there 
dialed    to     be     no   reason   why  the 
Oharify  Oommioaioners  should  be  ex- 
dalfld  from  the  work  which  it  has  been 
4iin^  extremely  well,  and  which  it  is 
SHMfiy  competent  to  do.    We  prmose, 
■  ftisBin,  that  there  shall  be  a  Joint 
Ifaaaftion  Oommittee  of  five  in  each 
iVnty,  three  of  the  members  being  ap- 
MbM  hj  the  Oounty  Council  and  two 
W^  Qowerainent,  and  that  the  Oharity 
MHdsiiQnera  shall  send  an  assistant 

to  sit  with  them  but  not 

In  that  way  the  initiation  of  the 

win  begin  with  thoee  who  have  a 

knowledge  of  Wales,  and,  at 

time,  the  Oovemment  will  be 

paaifliiii  to  take  part  in  the  deliber- 

and  to  gi^e  raect  to  its  wishes. 

~  *  Ips  will  observe  that  in  the 


later  part  of  the  Bill  the  matter  is  to 
be  taken  up  in  the  ordinary  way  by  the 
Oharity  Commissioners,  and  that  though 
powers  are  given  to  this  Joint  Oom- 
mittee to  commence,  there  is  no  power 
given  thcDi  to  carry  into  effect  projects, 
but  that  the  Oharity  Commissioners 
are  to  exercise  their  functions  as  in 
ordinary  cases.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
very  much  in  accordance  with  what  was 
designed  by  the  Oommittee  appointed 
by  the  noble  Earl  opposite.  The  Keport 
says  that  it  may  be  hoped,  when  the 
wishes  of  the  Welsh  people  come  to  be 
properlv  understood,  those  with  whom 
the  settlement  of  the  question  rests  will 
make  the  necessary  changes,  and  that 
they  will  act  wisely  in  changing  the  cha- 
racter of  the  education,  as  time  and 
alteration  of  circumstances  may  prove  it 
to  be  unsuitable  and  unnecessary  for  any 
useful  purpose.  There  will  be  an  op- 
portumty  of  changing  the  kind  of  edu- 
cation on  the  part  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  and  they  will  be  em- 
powered to  form  schemes,  even  where, 
though  there  are  no  endowments,  there 
are  payments  made  out  of  the  rates  on  the 
part  of  the  ratepayers  and  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  out  of  the  public  funds. 
The  Joint  Committee  might  find  a  diffi- 
culty in  entirely  formulating  schemes, 
and  therefore  they  have  power  to  put 
forward  proposals  for  schemes  which 
the  Charity  Commissioners,  with  their 
staff  and  means  of  carrying  them  into 
effect,  will  undoubtedly  be  able  to  do 
more  effectually  and  efficiently  than  a 
Body  which  may  be,  perhaps,  even 
more  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
wants  of  Wales,  and  which  may  there- 
fore very  well  be  eoipowered  to  bring 
forward  proposals.  In  this  way  the 
feeling  of  the  body  of  ratepayers  in 
Wales,  who  have  been  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent irritated  at  finding  themselves  con- 
tributing largely  out  of  the  rates  to 
elementary  education,  without  having 
educational  resources  for  themselves,  has 
been  consulted.  My  Lords,  I  do  not  pro- 
pose now  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill.  It  will  work  with  the  Endowed 
Schools  Acts,  and  will  be  made  part 
of  them,  and  they  must  therefore  be 
read  together.  First  of  all  will  come 
the  initiation  of  some  scheme  by  the 
Joint  Committee,  the  composition  ahd 
constitution  of  which  I  have  described. 
Those  schemes  will  then  be  carried  to 
the  Oharity  Commissioners,  and    they 

Q2 
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will  then  come  before  the  Education 
Department  in  the  way  in  whioh  all 
Charity  schemes  are  dealt  with.  If 
Uiere  be  any  legal  questions  to  settle, 
they  will  have  to  be  disposed  of  by  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  therefore  there  is  every  oppor- 
tunity provided  lor  anybody  who  ob- 
jects to  anything  under  this  system  to 
object.  Finally,  if  still  opposed,  the  pro- 
iects  will  be  laid  on  the  Tables  of  both 
Mouses  of  ParliAment,  and  there  will  be 
ample  opportunity  afforded,  therefore,  for 
discussing  them.  I  think,  therefore,your 
Lordships  will  ag^ee  that  we  have 
taken  care  that  no  rash  schemes  shall 
be  either  initiated  or  completed  by  any 
one  of  the  parties  who  are  entrusted 
with  this  work.  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  doing  any  good  by  goinff  into  the 
details  of  the  bill,  which  will  be  more 
properly  reserved  for  the  Committee 
stage ;  but  I  chink  I  have  explained  to 
your  Lordships  sufficiently  that  this  is  a 
bill  which  meets  a  want  which  has  been 
put  forward  and  advocated  strongly  ever 
since  1881.  It  is  a  Bill  which,  I  confess, 
to  my  surprise,  I  have  found  accepted  by 
all  parties  in  Wales.  Those  who 
objected  to  the  Bills  hitherto,  on  the 
ground  that  they  interfered  too  much 
with  the  old  system  in  operation,  are 
ready  to  take  advantage  of  this  Bill ; 
and  though  they  who  were  alarmed  at 
the  measure  read  a  second  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons  are  quite  ready  now 
to  g^ve  their  adhesion  to  the  Bill  before 
your  Lorships.  My  Lords,  I  believe 
there  is  now  an  opportunity,  such  as  there 
has  never  been  before,  of  securing 
by  this  Bill  a  general  system  of  secon- 
dary education  in  Wales;  and,  there- 
fore, I  commend  it  to  your  Lordships, 
and  request  for  it  a  Second  Beading. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2*."— (  Fw/joan^  Cranhrook.) 

♦LoBD  NORTON:  My  Lords,  I  must 
beg  the  House  to  consider  this  Bill  for 
a  moment  in  a  different  aspect  from  that 
in  which  it  has  been  presented  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil. The  details  he  has  referred  to  are 
no  doubt  very  good,  and  the  amend- 
ments which  the  Government  have 
introduced  into  the  Bill  render  it  a  much 
safer  measure  for  effecting  its  object. 
But  what  I  want  to  call  your  LDrdships' 
attention  to  is  the  grave  principle  in- 
volved in  the   Bill,  which   was  hardly 

Ormiirook 


alluded  to  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  which 
was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  alluded 
to  in  the  other  House  or  in  any  of  the 
Debates  on  this  measure — I  mean  the 
principle  of  subsidising  from  general 
taxation  the  intermediate  and  technical 
education  of  the   country.    That  is  a 
principle    which    is    not    reoogmBsd— 
distinctly  disavowed — in  England.  The 
educational  Treasury  grants  given  in 
England     to     national     schools    are 
restricted  to  elementary  education.    I 
am  well  aware  that  attempts  are  benns 
made  to  stretch  the  term  ''  elementary 
very  considerably,  and    from  time  to 
time  it  has  been  stretched  by  what  1 
cannot  help  oonsiderine  the  very  dan- 
gerous by-legislation  which  is  now  pn- 
mitted  by  Departments  of  State^  and 
over  which  Parliament  has  very  little 
control.    In    fact,    Parliament   hardly 
hears  of  what  is  done  in  the  OounoO 
Office  until  it  is  too  late  to  be  mo^fied 
or  rectified.     But,  although  the  Edu- 
cation    Department,     by     its     Code, 
seems  to    have   stretched    elements^ 
education    over  a    great    deal  that  is 
very    much    higher   than    elementary, 
it   professes,    or   the  Acts    of  Parlia- 
ment profess,   to   restrict   the  ohaxgo 
upon  general   taxation   in  respect  of 
education  to  what  is  elementary,  and 
so  far  the  poorer  taxpayers    of   diii 
country  are  assured  that  they  will  not  be 
called  upon  to  pay  the  expenae.of  tk* 
education  of  the  richer  daseee.     It  ii 
this  assurance  which  has  led  to  a  much 
better  kind  of  provision  for  intermediate 
education  and  for  teohnical  instraetioB 
in  this  country ;  that  is  to  say,  the  foo- 
vision  which  is  made  by  private  inters^ 
by  great  manufiacturera,   by  goUds,  by 
endowments,  and  from  private  aoorossol 
every  possible  kind.    That  suits  bettv 
not  only  the  spirit  of  this  ooontry,  bat  tw 
interests  of  intermediate,  and  still  men 
of  technical  education.    It  is  better  th^ 
education  of  that  kind   should  be  pA> 
vided  by  those  who  are  interested  in  H 
and  who  are  far  more  competent  to 
ply  it  appropriately  than  the  State 
possibly    be  under  any    ciron 
whatever.  This  Bill  represents  a 
on  the  part  of  Wales   for  exoep' 
treatment  in  this  respect.     ITpon 
ground  is  Wales  to  make  a  demand 
exceptional  treatment   in  this 


Wales  distinctly  claims  it  tfi  /hrmdf^ 
perii^  upon  what  has  been  osltei  ^ 
the  otber    House  ''  the    generoaty 
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ftgiand."    They  say  that  they  haye 
fewer  endowments  in   Wales  than   in 
Epgluid.    The    land    of    Wales,    the 
minenb  of  Wales,  the    enterprise    of 
Wales,  are  quite  sufficient  for  all  public 
porposee  required     by    that    country. 
Why  have  they  not  provided  by  endow- 
ments for  this  purpose  in  Wales  as  in 
England?     Endowments    are    the  se- 
cond contributions  of  past  Tolunteers. 
Ai   (o    poverty,    unless    they    mean 
poferty  of  spirit,  there  is  no   ground 
vhaterer  for   making   such  a   claim. 
The  fact  is,  as  one  can  only    gather 
incidentally   from    the     Debates,    the 
Ming    is    not    so    much    that    the 
endowments  for  education  are  small, 
n  that  the  endowments  for  that  pur- 
poee  in  Wales  have  been  chiefly  made 
by  Ohnrohmen.     It  is  an  anti-Ohurch 
feelmg,  which  is  gradually  diminishing 
in   Wales ;    it   is    kept  up    only    by 
igjtetum,  and  by  the  plan  of  share- 
licUing  in  Dissenting  chapels  there. 
That  is  clearly  the  ground  on  which 
thii  demand  is  made.     What  can  be 
f  better  p^f  of  it  than  the  clause 
20   this    Billf     which    provides    that 
the  oohools  which  are  to  be  supported 
\ff  jmblic  taxation  are  not  to  have  any 
^utuwttve  religious  instruction  what- 
ever, and   that  any   prayers,   in    the 
'b'umIs  from  day  to  day,  shaU  be  so 
■KtDged  that  tiie  scholars  can    con- 
miently  withdraw  from  them  ?    That, 
oy  Lords,  lets  out  the  spirit  of  the  Bill, 
lbs  question    is,   whether  even    that 

C  might  not  be  more  easily  met 
by  admitting  the  principle  of 
^  charge  on  public  funds.  The 
tans  of  endowments  might  be  widened. 
I  obaerre  that  Mr.  Gladstone,  almost 
Aa  only  Engliahman  who  took  part  in 
Am  Debates  (and  he  ispartly  a  Welsh- 
■n)  took  the  eleemosynary  lioe  too. 
&  aaid  that  Wales  had  been  neglected 
V  bgland.  Poor  Wales  neglected  by 
»  Fateon  I  I  thought  that  Wales  was 
fsit  of  England*  and  had  the  same 
J^  as  the  rest  of  the  country ;  but  he 
■wa^hlthat  Bngland  should  flhow  more 
ftmm^tfOft  Wales.  Mr.  Gladstone  has 
Ml  always  thought  so,  for  he  himself,  a 
mt  years  ago,  proposed  the  disendow- 
Matef  Aberyatwith  OoUege.  And  that, 
y  lords,  leads  noie  to  the  second  argu- 
ttM  wUoh  has  been  used  in  defence  of 
PUbBQl — namelj,  that  the  prindide  of 
MUbsojpport  for  higher  education  has 
MB  ainntlied  bj  tl^  public  giants  to 


Colleges  which  have  been  made  in 
Wales,  in  Scotland,  and  of  course  in 
Ireland.  I  maintain  that  public  grants 
to  national  colleges  are  no  precedent  for 
public  taxation  for  intermediate  schools. 
These  schools  are  local,  and  have  no 
similar  claim  upon  the  national  funds. 
Technical  instruction  also  is  special  with 
regard  to  various  kinds  of  trades,  and 
public  grants  to  national  colleges  are 
no  precedent  for  providing  out  of  pub- 
lic taxation  instruction  in  particular 
trades,  which  the  State  cannot  undertake 

fenerally  and  everywhere.  But  the 
anger  is  this :  if  we  extend  this  system 
of  grants  to  intermediate  schools,  and 
to  giving  technical  instruction,  what 
will  become  of  the  existing  schools? 
Poor  as  Wales  is,  there  are  a  good  many 
middle-class  schools  all  over  Wales,  and 
very  good  ones.  What  is  to  become  of 
those  schools  if  the  State  is  to  set  up 
schools  in  competition  with  them  ?  We 
know  something  of  the  competition  of 
State-aided  schools  against  the  higher- 
class  schools  in  England ;  its  effect  has 
been  to  starve  a  great  many  of 
them,  because  they  have  been  unable 
to  compete  with  the  Treasury  in  afford- 
ing the  same  kind  of  education  which 
can  be  given  in  State-aided  schools 
more  cheaply.  What  is  to  become  of 
those  schools  if  this  Bill  passes  ?  What 
is  to  become  of  the  private  munificence, 
which  is  now  being  shown  much  more 
readily  from  year  to  year  for  the  pur- 
poses of  intermediate  and  technical  in- 
struction, when  this  Bill  passes  for 
supplying  it  to  Wales  partly  at  the 
expense  of  the  Treasury  ?  Is  it  to  be 
stopped  ?  My  Lords,  it  certainly  will 
be  stopped.  I  observed  that  in  the 
^Debate  in  Oommittee    alarm    on    this 

5oint  has  been  already  taken  by  some, 
'hey  said — 

**  We  are  afraid  if  this  Bill  passes  that  soms  of 
the  efforts  which  are    now  being  made    by 
private  monifioence   will  cease,  such  as   the 
nant  recently  made  by  one  of  the  London 
Companies.'* 

I  think  it  was  the  Haberdashers'  Oom  • 
pany,  which  was  alluded  to.  That  is 
surely  a  dangerous  thing.  The  best 
education  from  private  sources  would 
be  stopped.  We  know  already  in 
England  how  State  undertaking  has 
checked  the  work  of  such  men  ^as 
Armstrong,  Mather,  Whitworth,  and 
others  who  ^ve  doing  the  work 
infinitdy     be'  ur    for     the     technical 
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inBtruetion  required  in  variouB  lines 
of  art  than  anything  the  State  can 
do*  We  Engliahmen  mi^ht,  perhaps, 
consent  to  let  this  bad  principle  be  in- 
troduced into  Wales  if  it  were  to  be  con- 
fined to  that  part  of  the  country ;  but 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  the  prin- 
ciple once  adopted  will  spread,  and  that 
we  shall  have  it  introduced  into  England. 
In  passing  this  Measure  we  shall  be  in- 
troaucing  the  very  thing  we  are  trying 
to  avoid.  In  the  other  House  the  first 
day  of  Oommittee  was  entirely  con- 
sumed in  urging  that  Monmouth- 
shire should  be  included,  and  lupon 
upon  the  second  day  of  the  Oommittee 
the  Government  gave  way  on  that 
point,  and  consented  that  Monmouth- 
shire should  be  included.  Depend  upon 
it,  my  Lords,  Monmouthshire  is  the 
thin  end  of  the  wedge  in  introducing 
this  principle  from  Wales  into  England. 
I  do  not  think  it  possible,  even  if  I 
wished  it,  to  arrest  tine  progress  of  this 
Bill.  For  various  reasons  it  has  been 
at  last  assented  to  after  eight  years 
of  discussion  in  Parliament,  from  the 
date  of  the  Beport  of  Lord  Aberdare's 
Oommittee,  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  President  of  the  Ooundl, 
which  by  the-bye  expressly  stated  in  its 
Beport  that  these  intermediary  schools 
should  precede  the  colleges.  The 
colleges  have  made  more  rapid  progress 
in  Wales.  They  found  there  a  most 
favourable  soil  for  the  growth  of  de- 
mands upon  the  Treasury  of  England. 
Mid- Wales  having  obtained  the  grant, 
the  people  of  North  Wales  said  they 
must  have  one  too,  and  immediately 
South  Wales  said  the  same ;  and  now 
there  are  three  grants  of  £4,000  a 
year  each  for  those  three  colleges,  which 
Lord  Aberdare's  Oommittee  said  should 
certainly  not  precede  the  schools  re- 
quired to  give  tne  requisite  preparatory 
education  Upon  that  there  has  been 
framed  a  Measure  which  seems  to  me 
to  be  a  somewhat  lax  mode  of  acting 
upon  the  principles  of  that  Beport. 
I  should  have  thought  that  the  right 
kind  of  Bill  would  have  been  one  which 
would,  in  the  first  place  have  relaxed  and 
widened  the  too  narrow  endowments 
in]Wales;  and,  secondly,  have  encouraged 
more  endowments  being  made  as  in 
England  for  these  purposes.  Wales, 
moreover,  comes  upon  England  to  assist 
her  a9^  if  England  had  a  surplusage  of 
endowments;  but  the  endowmMite  o£ 


England  for  educational  furpoMS  v« 
not  equal  to  her  own  roquirementi  at 
this  moment.  We  look  to  those  eadoir- 
ments  as  our  chief  private  aid  to  sapply 
the  middle  dass  education  required.  All 
the  endowments  in  England  fbr  this^- 
pose  do  not  exceed  £200,000  a  year,  a 
sum  perfectly  unequal  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  middle-class  in  England  for 
intormediato  education.  We  have  to  do 
for  ourselves  England, as  diflUngnlahed 
from  Wales,  a  great  deal  more  than  tlniy 
are  called  upon  to  do.  Dep^id  upoa  it, 
the  only  thing  to  prevent  mischief  being 
done  will  be  their  doing  what  is  wanted 
as  it  is  effected  in  England,  that  is,  \>j 
local  self-support  I  do  not  propose  to  ar^ 
rest  the  progress  of  this  Bill;  but  Idesiie 
that  hereafter  nobody  shall  ba  able  to 
say  the  Measure  was  passed  withoot  a 
protest  against  Government  auj^poft  tos 
intorme&ite  and  technical eduoation^aod 
without  a  most  hearty  outoiy  againit  Ae 
extension  of  that  principle  now  to  be 
introduced  into  Wales  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  English  educatioa. 

Eabl  SPENOBB:  My  Lcnrds,  I  ahaU 
presently  say  a  word  or  two  upoa  the 
argumento  which  have  beea  pot  xorward 
by  my  noble  Friend  who  hem  just  sat 
down ;  bat  before  I  come  to  thoeeargn- 
mente  I  have,  on  the  part  of  my  noble 
Friend  Lord  Aberdare,  who  I  am  lORI 
should  be  absent  from  this  Debate^  te 
express  the  great  reffret  he  laeU  at  hi* 
inability  to  be  in  his  place   to-night 
My  noUe  Friend  has  all  through  hislife 
been  a  true  friend  of  education,  an&h»a 
devoted  great  attention  to  this  aabjeci  is 
Wales.    He  has  especially  done  mfpd 
service  there  by  the  part  he  has  tSkm 
with  regard  to  intermediate  edusstion. 
'I  therefore  deeply   regr^    my   bcUa 
Friend's  absence,  fuid  the  caose  wUcb 

frevento  him  from  being  ia  his  pisdi* 
rejoice  that  this  important  sol^solhaa 
reoeived  so  much  attention  dwruig  ihB 
present  Session  of  Parliaoient^  aa&  tkai 
a  Measure  of  intermediate  edusstisa 
for  Wales  has  safely  paoood  ihio«|^ 
the  difficulties  which  have  hidtsctaovsr* 
whelmed    it    in     another      place.     I 
sincerely  trust,  differing  from  mj  asU* 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down,  thai  Iks 
Bill  will  pass  safely  throaf^h  youar  \M^ 
ships'    House,  and   will    beoonae   Imm. 
Now,    niy  Lords,   the   Report  of  tM 
Oommittee  appointed  in  isltfl  haa  T 
roEerred  tA»  and  I  should  like  to 
sometidn^  upon  it,  as  I 
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ivtiiA  tp»8in(hiMif  of  that  Oomniitlee. 

Sbm  ihen  m  great  dtal  haa  been  dona 

to  moiote  liigher  aduoatiM  in  Wales 

bj  Uaivemtj  eoetenakm  and  attempts  at 

MMtiag  inlennediate  eduoation.    Tke 

ooble  Lord  aaid  the  reoommendation  of 

hn^  Aberdare's  Oommittee  was  that 

iotarnMdiate  edneation  should  have  been 

atendel  before  higher  eduoation  was 

•xtended  in  that  oonntry.    I  ann  not  sure, 

If  I  imve  not  been  aUe  to  refor  to  the 

ptasige  in  the  Beport,  whether  he  was 

^^^ogtOker  sozreet  in  his  statement ;  but 

tbiy  did  laj  stress  on  the  necessity  of 

tB  in^roTM    system  of   intermediate 

•doeslKm  in  Wales,  with  the  view  of 

pispaiing  yomiff  men  for  the  higher 

•doostion  which  has  also  been  demanded 

iathai  oovatiy.    The  OoTcrnment   of 

vhiohl  was  a  membev  is  responsible 

fiv  makla|^  the  aid  gi^eK  to  University 

^aeation  in  Wales  precede  any  measure 

vitb  regard  to  intmnediate  education. 

Wedid  it  for  this  reason,  that  we  saw 

tkcte  would  be  Tsty  great  advantages 

in  carrying    any   measure   for   inter- 

■Mdiale  eduetttMu  through  ParHameat ; 

ttd,  on  the  other  hand,  we  were  able  of 

w  own    moikm   to   give   grants   to 

>Mnase  and  improve  TTntversit^  edvca- 

tioiim  that  eonstry.    My  Lords,  I  think 

fte  cowee  we  took  has    been  ampLy 

JMlSM  by  the  event.    There  certainly 

me  been  very  considerable  difficulties 

IB  dealing  witii  this  subject,  and  eight 

JMs  have  gone  by  wiAout  any  measure 

wmg   bem   earned  widi  regard  to 

i^tBrsradiale  edecatkm.    First,  as  to  the 

••■lit  of  our  aetion  in  recommending 

ftat  gsaale  ahoold  be  madi^  to  sever^ 

^hii9inity  ealle^ss   in   Wales.    They 

■m  ameut,  I  think,  to  £12,000  a  year, 

a4 JOO  a  yeav  bemg  f^rea  to  nouth 

Wales  for     a    Unxvermty    college    at 

OniUt,  jB4,000  to  Noftii  Wides  for  a 

Camnii^  cattege   at  Bangor,  and  to 

Vid^Wakea  tita  grant  to  the  University 

•oBife   at   Abmystwitii  was    at    ^nt 

'Mies  but  it  haa  now  been  increased 

ti  i^OOa  ior  that  college  also.    The 

^Mlt  haa  been  eztrem^  satisfkotory. 

^hcB  fli»  Bepovt  of  the  Oommittee  was 

only  n  public  Univer- 

m  Wales  67  students.    The 

of  stadents  at  Abetyst- 

bean  far  iba  last  three  years 

Mt;  liia  mmnste  at  Oasdiff  has  been 
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at  the*  Uniiwrsity 
^Baasor  175.    That,  my  Lords; 


I  maintain  it  justifieathe  actios  whieh 
the  Gk)vemmeut  of  that  day  took  in 
giTing  those  grants  towards  Umvetsity 
education  in  Wales  before  they  deedt 
with  intermediate  eduoation.  There 
certainly  is  great  need  for  the  increase 
el  intermediate  eduoation  in  Wales. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Ooancil  put  forward  one  matter  as 
an  argument  in  favour  of  it,  but  I  will 
add  another  which  oan  be  found  in  this 
very  Beport  of  Lord  Aberdare's  Oom-^ 
mittee.  It  is  there  stated  that  it  has 
been  calculated  that  to  give  proper 
intermediate  education  to  the  people  in 
England  thereought  to  beaocomtoodation 
at,  I  think,  the  rate  of  16  per  1,000  of 
the  population.  If  that  rate  were 
applied  to  Wales,  there  ought  to  be 
accommodation  for  15,700  pupils.  B«t 
the  accommodation  in  public  interme- 
diary schools  in  Wales  really  only 
amounts  to  something  over  2,000,  and 
the  noble  Lcnrd  the  Lord  President  of  tiie 
Oouncil  mentioned  that,  owing  to 
various  circumstances,  the  nnsnitability 
of  the  education  provided,  and  possibfy 
the  constitution  of  the  Qoveming  Body, 
not  nearly  that  number  are  found  ia 
the  places  of  intermediate  e<kicatien  in 
Wales.  I  say,  therefore,  that  that 
argument  is  a  very  strong  one  as  to 
the  necessity  of  supporting  intermediate 
education  in  Wales.  Now,  I  wiH  eomfe 
to  another  point  which  my  n<ybie'  Friend 
also  referred  to— namely,  the  fact  that 
for  the  first  time  a  proposal 
is  made  to  give  direct  grants  to  inter- 
mediary schools.  He  ebjected  to  that, 
but  I  confess  I  do  not  agree  with  him, 
and  certainly  not  wiUi  regaivd  to  Wattes; 
where,  I  believe,  it  was  absolutely 
essential  that  some  assii^ance  of  this 
sort  should  be  given.  It  may  be  SaM 
that  up  to  the  present  time  asBistattce 
has  been  given  to  intermediate  edttca* 
tion  through  the  instrumentality  of 
8ou^  Kensington,  and  the  laarge  pay-^ 
ments  which  are  made  for  sdenoc^  and 
art  subjects  through  that  por^cia  of  Ate 
Bducation  Department.  But  those 
grants  are  entiroly  given  for  parlftcniai^ 
subjects.  They  indirectly  help  a  sdMObl, 
but  they  do  not  directly  h^  it,  and 
they  certainly  would  not  start  an  iiriter^ 
mediate  school  in  a  locality  where'  am 
latenrmediate  school  is  wanted.  Now, 
the  reasons  why  in  Wales  tltferedssttslli  el 
need  for  tikis  Qovemment  g¥ant  a!i^ 
WMy  plain.    Wdes,  it  may  be^said;  ia 
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an  exceedingly  poor  country  in  com- 
parison with  ^gland.      There  are,  no 
doubt,  some  districts  where  the  minerals 
are  very  rich,  but  the  large  proportion 
of  Wales  is   exceedingly    poor    when 
compared   with    England.     Then    the 
Welsh  people  are  exceedingly  anxious 
for  education,  but  the  public   endow- 
ments for  intermediate  education   and 
for    all    charitable    purposes    fall    far 
below  the  endowments  in  England.      I 
believe  it  has  been  computed — and  I 
get  this  from  the  same  source — that  in 
England  the  average  endowments  for 
all    charitable    purposes,   per    county, 
amount  to  something  like  £55,575  per 
annum,   whereas   similar    endowments 
in  Wal^s,  per  county,  amount  to  only 
£  1 ,  921 .     If  we  take  the  endowments  in 
particular    counties,    of    course     they 
vary  extremely.     Some  counties  have 
much  larger   endowments  than  others, 
but  whereas  the  most  poorly-endowed 
county  in  England,   Oomwid),  has  an 
endowment  of  over  £4,000  a  year,  the 
large  County  of  Glamorgan,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  something  over  half  a  million, 
has  endowments  only  to  the  amount  of 
£1,921.    I  hear  that  my  noble  Friend 
cheers  that  statement,  and  therefore  I 
hope  he  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
necessity  for  some  additional  endowment 
for  intermediate  education  in  Wales  is 
oonclusively  shown  by  the  figures  which 
I  have  declared.     My  noble  Friend  said 
it  was  better  to  leave  the  endowment  of 
intermediate  education   to  the  private 
munificence  of  individuals,  but  now  is 
it  that  in  Wales  this  private  munificence 
has  nofc  created  the  endowments  neoes- 
sary  for  intermediate    education?     I 
think  if  there  had  been  a  large  desire 
to  do  there  what  has  been  done  in  many 
parts  of   England — ^namely,  to  endow 
intermediate  education,  we  should  have 
seen  much  larger  endowments  in  that 
country  than  now  exist  there.    I  there- 
fore do  not  at  all  agree  with  my  noble 
Friend  that  we  ought  to  stay  our  hands 
and  refuse  to  assist  this  poorer  country 
in  regard  to  intermediate  education ;  for, 
from  all  I  have  seen  and  beard  on  the 
subject,  I   believe  that  if  something  is 
not  done  in  the  manner  proposed  to  be 
adopted  by  this  Bill,  intermediate  educa- 
tion will  not  thrive  in  Wales.  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  wish    to  dwell  at  too  ^reat 
length  on  this  subject,  nor  shall  I  go 
into  the  details  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  shovld 
like  to  refer  to  one  matter  besides  that 

» 


to  which  my  noble  Friend  has  referred. 
I  should  like  to  mention  one  importtnt 
clause  in  the  Bill  which  deals  with  the 
initiation  of  schemes.   That,  to  a  certain 
extent,  is  a  new  method  of  dealing  with 
charitable  and  educational  endowments. 
Hitherto,  it  has  been  necessary  either 
for    the  Gtyvemors    of   an    institntioii 
to    propose    a    scheme,     or  for   ^e 
Oiiarity      Oommissioners      themselves 
in     certain     cases     to     do     it     It 
was    found    that    this,     especially  m 
Wales,    prevented    any   new   schemes 
being  brought  forward  at  all,  and  there- 
fore it  has  been  proposed  in  vaiionf 
ways  to  create  some  body,  directed  by 
popular  opinion  in  the  country,  to  start 
new  schemes  where  new  schemes  are 
necessary.    I  think  originally  we  pro- 
posed a  different  scheme  to  this.     A 
different  method  for  giving  initiation  to 
schemes  was  proposed  by  the  Gofem- 
ment  of  which  I  was  a  Member  in  the 
year  1885 ;  but  since  that  time  a  great 
change  with  regard  to  all  Local  Qovem- 
ment  has  taken  place  owing^  to  the  great 
measure    which    was   passed    by  Her 
Majesty's     (Government     last    year— 
namely,  the  measure  which  oonstitated 
Oounty  Oouncils  throughout  England. 
That  gives  at  once  a  popular  body  which 
can  deal  with  matters  of  this  sort,  and 
though  I  confess  I  should  have  prefeired 
to  have  seen  the  initiation  of  sehemee 
given  also  to  these  Oouncils,  I  think  the 
comiHromise  which  has  been  arrived  at 
between  the  Government  and  tfaoee  who 
promotedthisBillis  a  wise  one.  Nowthat 
the  County  Oounoila  are  started,  there  is 
a  body  created  which  wonld  be  able  to 
initiate  any  schemes,  and  also  to  reform 
some  of  the  old  endowments  which  have 
not  the  confidence  of  the  oountry.  Those 
two  points — namely,  that   of   granting 
direct   assistance   to   the   intermediats 
sehools  in  Wales,  and  that  of  giving  a 
new  body,  partly  elected  from  ttie  Oountf 
Councils,    power   to    initiate  schemes, 
seem  to  me  very  important  points  to  bs 
dealt  with,  and  I  heartily  rejoice  to  see 
them  form  part  of  this  measure.    My 
Lords,  I  shall  not  detain  t^e  Hooae  an^ 
longer,  but  I  sincerely  ^rast  that  th« 
hopes  which  have  been  entertained  ii^ 
Wales  with  regard  to  the  poesilnlitf  oj 
enjoving  an  enlarged  system  of  intoj 
mediate  education  by  a  mesbsare  of  w 
sort  will  not  be  disaf^fKiinted,  bat  tlud 
this  measure  will  bear  exeelle&t  fna^ 
and  will  give  the  people  of  Weiss  whi 
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M  muob  desire  it  an  easy  and  efficient 
mMosof  intennediate  education  for  their 

♦Eabl  F0ETE8CUE:    Mv  Lords,  I 
ask  your  kind  indulgence  while  I  offer 
i  few  remarke  on  this  Bill,  and  I  the 
nMne  require  your  indulgence  because  I 
tike  the  same   view  which  my  noble 
Friend  did  who    answered    the   Lord 
President  of  the  Oouncil.    I  am  afraid 
those  Tiews  are  not  shared  by   very 
many  of  your  Lordships.     My  noble 
fnenki  tmly  remarked  that  now  for  the 
fint  time    Parliament    is    preparing 
fonnally   to    authorise    the    establish- 
ment and  maintenance  of  schools  for 
aaeondary  or  intermediate  education  by 
means  of  rates  supplemented  by  grants 
irom  the  Treasury,  which  are  in  no  case 
to  be  more  than  equal  to  what  is  raised 

5r  the  rates.    As  1  expected,  the  princi- 
e  of  aid  to  education,   above   mere 
e/ementary  education,  by  the  State  has. 
it  has  been  ursed,  been  recognised  by 
themots  whisn  have  been  made  latterly 
to  Welsh  UniTersities.    The  noble  Earl 
vho  has  just  spoken  gave  what  he  con- 
odsrsd  oonolusiTe  evidence  of  the  value 
of  those  grants  and  of  their  good  effect. 
I  most  say  it  seems  to  me  a  very  different 
thing  giving  a  grant  to  a  University 
whieh    the    Welsh    would     certainly 
atll   national  —  at    any   rate    it  can- 
^  ^  be     considered     as     less     than 
I*o?iiicial — in     comparison     with    the 
establishment    of   a   number  of  local 
^Btermediate     schools     supported     by 
heal  rates.     This  is  the  first  instance  of 
tks  extension  upwards  (with  the  excep- 
^  iii  those  grants  to  the  Universities) 
te  tte  middle  class  of  that  system  of 
pvtfic  educational    alms    which    was 
nMated  as    reeards  contributions  by 
oatefirom  one  kind  of  property  only, 
Ml  l»operty,   less  than  20  years  ago, 
itA  whIeh  have  been  supplemented  out 
of  general  taxation,  the  original  grant, 
^^say  small  one,  £80,000,  naming  been 
|i«<eB  just  half  a  oentury  ago.    &e  in- 
jMios  of  levyine  so  laim  a  contribution 
Vtax  apoQ  one  Idnd  of  property  alone 
IJNWiaisu     ratepayws    are    none    the 
*■*  taxpayers)    does    not    strike    me 
**   Beany    so    objectionable    as    the 
fvQ  ef  impairing  the  independence  of 
tte  auddle  class,  and  aocustoming  them 
te  Isok  lo  public  grants  and  public  aid 
ftia  the  rates  as  the  wage  classes  have, 
iil  have  alreadv  point^  out,  been  ac- 
to  x%Lj  iqpon  them  of  late 


years.  And,  secondly,  there  is  the  evil 
of  discouraging^ — in  fact,  more  than  dis- 
couraging— of  extinguishing,  practi- 
cally, all  chance  of  voluntary  gifts  or 
bequests  being  made  for  educational 
endowment.  Who  does  not  lament 
that  there  has  not  been  in  Wales  in  past 
times  more  public  spirit  and  educational 
zeal  shown  r  Take  the  rich  Oounty  of 
Glamorgan,  with  its  wealth  of  minerals, 
and  we  shall  see  that  Wales  has  no 
reason  to  be  proud  of  that  absence  of 
educational  endowments  which  we  have 
just  heard  described.  No  one,  after 
these  contributions  from  rates  and  taxes 
have  been  established  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, would,  as  I  say,  be  at  all  likely 
to  give  or  bequeath  anything  for  the 
purpose  of  educational  endowment;  and 
perhaps  all  the  less,  because  confidence 
m  the  devotion  of  endowments  to  the 
purposes  which  were  dear  to  those  who 
have  founded  endowments  has  been 
very  much  shaken  by  some  of  the  legis- 
lation which  has  taken  place  latterly. 
But  besides  those  two  evils,  there  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  third,  and  a  very  serious 
one,  that  of  subjecting  the  higher  edu- 
cation of  the  country,  at  least  the  higher 
secondary  education,  as  disting^shed 
from  the  elementary,  to  bureaucra- 
tic control.  For  the  first  time  we  find  the 
Education  Department  brought  into 
official  connection  with  secondary  edu- 
cation. The  tendency,  I  fear,  will  be 
to  increase  the  applications  for  grants, 
and  assistance  from  rates,  and  with 
these  increased  applications,  if  they  are 

r 'elded  to,  will  come  a  very  natural,  and 
cannot  say  otherwise  than  a  legitimate 
demand  for  control  and  interferenoe  on 
the  part  of  the  Qovemment.  I  know 
that  one  ex-Minister  of  Education,  Mr. 
Mundella,  has  avowed  again  and  again 
his  earnest  desire  to  see  the  Education 
Department  entrusted  with  considerable 
control  over  the  secondary  education 
of  the  country.  Well,  if  the  Education 
Department  is  armed  with  such  greatly 
increased  powers  as  he  and  some  others 
desire  for  it,  instead  of  looking  to  our 
great  ancient  Universities,  we  shall  find 
those  engaged  in  the  secondary  and 
higher  education  of  the  country  looking 
to  it  for  guidaiice  and  leading.  It  is 
quite  true  that  the  Universities  for  a 
long  time  were  too  stagnant  and  too 
obstructive ;  but  now  for  some  time  they 
have  been  awakened  to  their  responsi- 
bilities and  duties;  and  now,  though 
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happily  independent  of  State  control, 
they  are  very  much  under  the  influence 
and  guidance  of  the  tide  of  enlightened 
puhUo  opinion,  though  fortuna^y  un- 
influenoecl  by  the  mere  passing  waves  of 
popular  blame  or  applause.  It  would 
be  in  my  view  a  very  great  misfortune 
if  a  Political  Department  were  to  super- 
sede the  great  ancient  XJniyersities  as 
our  chief  guides  and  leaders  in  the 
higher  education  of  the  country.  But 
this  may  be  considered,  I  think,  as  a 
step  in  ihat  direction ;  my  fears  may  not 
be  all  realised,  but  I  would  venture  to 
predict  that  after  a  great  show  of 
advance  in  the  first  instmoe  we  should 
find  stagnation  and  routine.  I  will  give 
your  Lordships  an  illustration.  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  have  used  it  in  your 
Lordships'  House  before,  but  I  know  I 
have  used  it  elsewhere,  of  Brund's 
famous  block-machinery,  which  was 
much  in  advance  of  what  was  known  up 
to  that  time,  and  of  its  continuing  to  be 
used  and  proudly  shown  by  dockyard 
officials  long  afterit  had  been  superseded 
and  replai^  in  all  solvent  establish- 
ments by  newer  and  better,  and  more 
efficient  machinery.  I  think,  my  Lords, 
the  same  thing  would  apply  to  education. 
And  though,  as  re^fards  reidly  demon- 
taiy — ^not  what  la  called  ''advanced 
elementary  education '' —  which  that 
high  authority,  Bishop  Temple,  says 
ought  .  to  be  called  ''  non-elemen- 
taiy  education" — such  very  great 
changes  or  advances  in  the  mewods 
of  teaching  are  not  likely  to  be 
required;  anything  more  fatal  to 
national  progress  and  the  development  of 
the  nati<mal  intellect  than  stagnation  or 
routine  in  the  hieher  education  of  the 
country  I  can  hardly  conceive.  That,  I 
think,  is  too  likely  to  be  the  consequence 
of  the  higher  education  of  the  oountry 
being  entrusted  to  a  Political  Depart- 
ment. Then,  my  Lords,  there  is  the 
fuvther  fear  of  jobbery ;  because  though 
in  the  first  instance  the  right  man  is 
attziously  sought  to  fill  a  new  and  im^ 
portant  post,  after  a  while  it  is  not  the 
man  that  is  sought  for  the  place,  but  the 
plaoe  that  ia  sought  for  the  man ;  and 
pplitioal  results  are  often  what  are 
mainly  looked  to  even  now  as  they  have 
been  in  a  certain  number  of  instances 
within  my  own  lifetime.  Under  dem^ 
citttic  Governments,  and  our  own  is  one 
which  tends  to  become  more  and  vaxae 
demooiatiei  we  do  not  find  any  diminu* 


tion  of  jobbery  and  cowruption.  In  the 
United  States  jobbevy  in  politiflBl  bodiot 
and  in  administration  is  a  by-wotd 
among  the  educated  daaseB&ere.  Jm 
France  and  Germany  the  people  ace 
weighed  down  by  the  heavy  weight  oi 
taxation,  a  taxation  not  merely  le?i6d 
for  the  support  of  their  gigantic  armi^ 
ments,  but  also  to  provide  for  needleis 

flacemen  and  jobbers  in  public  works, 
t  is  this  fine  end  of  the  wedge  as  my 
noble  Friend  has  called  it,  this  intre- 
duction  of  Gbvemment  aid,  fluid  of  State 
and  rate  aid,  in  dealing  with  secoBdaiy 
education  that  I  oonfese  alarms  me.    I 
do  not  mean  at  all  tiliat  Her  Majesty's 
Government  or  its   opponents,  except 
perhaps  a  few  of  them,  are  oontemplv 
ting  any  such  dev^pment  of  the  pin- 
ciple  involved  in  tins  BUI   as  I  nsfs 
described.     I  believe  the  history  of  it  is 
very  much  more  simple.    We  now  find 
Wfldesputting  forward  a  plea  of  pevwtf , 
The  Welsh    found    the    Irish  puttiag 
forward  daims  on  the  ground  of  poptaty* 
and  getting,   by  a  certain    aa^vst  of 
lawlessness   and  by  much   elamoar,  a 
great  part  of  their  demanda.    Aweid- 
ingly  Wales  sought  also  to  get  aoae- 
thmg  from  the  Public  Treasozy.    The 
(Government,    beddea    this    object    of 
advancing    Welsh    secondary    edasa- 
tion,     has    undertaken    tke    task    of 
conciliating  Welsh  feeling   in  emola- 
tiiUL  of    weir    opponents    who,    il  is 
notorious,  attributed  to  the  oppoaitioa 
ot  the  Tory  Party,  a  good  daal  of  the 
delay  of  this  measure,  which,  whatever 
it  did  for  education,  it  waa  likely  to  eauss 
a  considerable  amount  <d  pubuo  mon^ 
to  be  spent  in  Wales.    But  what  wa  kavt 
had    urged   on    behalf    of    this  Billt 
founded  on  grants  to  the  Welsh  TJaiv«- 
sities,  shows  how  very  readilj  pveeedeols 
of  this  sort  are  followed.     Aa  my  noble 
Friend  said,  it  is  in  vain  for  ue  to  Msiat 
this  measure,  supported,  aa  it  isi  bjHer 
Majesty'sQoveromentandbjrtkMT  prede- 
cessors, who  had  previouafy  thenisolvai 
brought  in  a  measure  very  nmcb.  oC  the 
same  kind.    All  we  can  do  ia  eai  neatly 
to  protest  against  it,  and  to  entnsii  tfeii 
Oovemment  to  reflect  on  the  wmt^  aerieae 
consequences  of  the  further  devetopmsnt 
of  the  principles  involved  in  this  BiU* 

Thb  Duks  of  ABGTLLi  :  My  Loc*^ 
as  I  believe  no  noble  Lord  iabeadate 
mov^e  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  or  toaise 
it  really  any  serious  oppoaitioii,  and  ai 
I  believe  that  all  the  noble  Iitada  who 
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bt?a  spoken   a^iee   that  the    Welsh 
people  ire  mooh  interested  in  the  resnlts 
ffliiah  will  flow  from  this  measure*  I 
think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  suoh  a  Bill  as 
this  should  pass,  or  should  appear  to 
psasy  in  this  House  in  any  grudging 
roirii    I  think,  as  long  as  we  are  a 
unitod  Kingdom,  there  can  he  no  harm 
in  the  Government  doing  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  accused  them  of  doing,  for 
it  was  almost  an  accusation — that  is  to 
aay,  ooBoiliating  Welsh  feeling  in  this 
initlar.    And  there  is  no  doubt,  as  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  has  said, 
that  the  mrounustances  of  Wales  in  this 
xaalter  are  peculiar.     My  Lords,  I  have 
every  sympathy  with  the  opinion  ex- 
praised  by  the  aoble  Lord  who  began 
this  disousoLoQ^  that  we  are  very  apt  to 
adopt  new  printoi{dea  in  incidental  Bills, 
which  may  afterwards  have  a  wider  ap- 
plioation.    But  I  am  afraid  that  is  the 
▼hole  history    of  English  legislation. 
The  English   people  do  not  go  in  for 
grand  prinoijuee   idl   at   once  —  they 
go  step    by    step.      That    has    been 
the  wlhole  history  of  our  Oonstitution. 
SdU^  when  I  leojc  at  this  Bill  which  it 
it  add  embodies  a  principle  now  for  the 
^  time  introdnoea,  I  am  not  struck 
^ntti  the  great  dangers  which  are  in- 
volved by  it,  as  my  noble  Friend  has 
Qzged.  or  with    the  mischievous   ten- 
deMes  as  he  has  pointed  out  of  the 
new  prineiple  embodied  in  this  Bill.    He 
Bsjs  it  is  a  new  thing,  absolutely  new, 
for  the  State  to  give   public   money 
for  intermediate  education.     My  first 

Clion  is  what  is  meant  by  interme- 
ednofition?  Is  it  possible  to  draw 
uy  slear  Hne  of  distinction  between 
the  siUmemtarv  education  below,  and 
thesQferior  edi]49ati«m  above?  Where 
does  elsmeatary  education  end?  The 
Oosamment  liais  given  State  money 
hAfor  the  lower  education,  and  for 
tte  higber  edaeation.  But  our  whole 
i^stfloa  is  one  in  which  primary  educa- 
tjonis  nuxed  with  intermediate  educar 
tHML  I  may  recall  that  under  the  old 
psMsbial  system  of  Scotland  it  was 
^is  eommon  for  boys  to  go  high  up 
n  IiSim,  Qreeky  or  mathematics  for  a 
Tii7  small  addition  to  their  fees.  Those 
primsqr  soboole  in  Scotland  were 
nrtensA  by  Uie  State,  and  the  Univer- 
riljss  wsse  also  endowed  by  the  State. 
B|ya  KU.whioh.  is  now  in  your  Lord- 
ttfsT  Henee  a  Imrther  sum  a{  i^^QOO 
^ysas  as  to  be  givMi  to  higher  ednca- 


tion  in  Scotland  in  its  nniversitte^ 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  ask  what  is  the 
abstract  basis  of  a  principle  whdoh 
attempts  to  draw  the  line  between 
primary  education  on  the  one  hand,  and 
superior  education  on  the  other,  and 
distinguishing  intermediate  education 
for  the  middle  classes.  If  your  Lord- 
ships look  at  this  Bill  you  wUl  see  that 
practically  no  line  is  drawn  except  to 
exclude  schools  which  teach  nothing 
but  the  three  B's.    It  provides  that^ — 

''The  expresnon  intermediate  education 
means  a  course  of  education  which  does  not 
consist  chiefly  of  elementar^r  instruotion  in 
reading,  writing  and  arithmetic^  but  which  in* 
eludes  instruction  in  Latin,  Greek,  the  Welsh 
and  English  language,  and  literature,  modem 
languages,  mathematics  natural,  and  applied 
science,  or  in  some  of  such  studies,  and 
genenJly  in  the  higher  branches  o£  know- 
ledge, but  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  preven 
the  ^tablishment  of  scholarships  in  higher 
or  other  elementary  schools." 

No  line  is  attempted  to  be  drawn  there, 
and  I  hold  it  is  impossible  to  draw  a 
line  between  these  different  kinds  of 
education.  My  Lords,  this  Bill  is 
needed  for  Wales;  it  is  adapted  to 
Welsh  circumstances,  whether  they 
have  or  not  the  original  endowments 
which  we  possess,  and  I  see  no  reason 
not  only  why  we  should  dedine  to  assent 
to  this  Bill,  but  why  we  should  not 
assent  to  it  heartily  and  willingly. 

Lord  KENSINGTON:  My  Lords,  I 
should  be  very  loth  that  this  Bill  should 
be  read  a  second  time  without  taking 
the  opportunity  to  say  I  deeply  regret 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  £om 
behind  the  Government  Benches  should 
have  thought  it  his  duty  to  make  the 
strong  attack  whidi  he  did  upon  the 
Nonconformists  of  Wales.  I  think  it  is 
a  very  great  pity  for  any  sectatian 
quarrels  in  any  uiape  or  form  to  be  in- 
troduced in  diflcussing  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  which  has  been  demanded  for 
years  in  Wales  by  Nonconformists  and 
Ohurehmen  iJike.  I  will  not  follow  the 
noble  Lord  into  that  matter  in  any  shape 
or  way.  I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I 
think  he  was  mistaken  in  the  view  he 
propounded  to  your  Lordshipe  that 
grants  from  the  State  in  aid  of  these 
intermediate  sohoob  would  have  the 
effect  of  stopping  private  enterpriao  in 
suoh  undertalungs.  Haa  the  past  shown 
that  such  is  the  case?  Aa  soon  as 
the  Gwrenunmit  gave  grattlia  t»  the 
Oflilegea    of     Bmugm,.  GmOiO,    and 
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Jt  seems  to  me  a  strong  matter  that,  on 
^  question  of  finance,  upon  which,  as  I 

{ointed  out,  the  Sheriff  may  have  no 
nowledge,  lie  should  be  the  absolute 
firbiter  between  what  I  am  afraid  in 
$ome  cases  may  be  two  opposing  parties. 
I  think,  therefore,  there  is  a  great  deal 
^  be  said  against  the  Sheriff  voting  on 
ineasures  of  finance;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  noble  Earl 
proposes  to  carry  out  this  proposition  is 
not  a  very  convenient  one,  and  it  is  not 
^  very  convenient  thing  that  one  mem- 
"ber  of  a  Committee  should  be  restricted, 
.^nd  he  alone,  as  to  the  subjects  with 
which  he  is  to  deal.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  be  prepared,  therefore,  to 
support  the  noble  Earl  in  that  particular 
Amendment ;  but  I  think  it  does  show 
that  the  position  of  the  Sheriff  on  the 
Finance  Committee  is  a  very  incon- 
-yenient  one. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOYLL  :  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  general  tone  of  the  obser- 
Tations  of  mynoble  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  do  WD.     The  Sheriff  is  not  a  rate- 
payer necessarily  on  the  one  hand,  and 
•on  the  other  hand  it  would,  I  think,  be 
invidious  in  the  form  now  proposed  to 
exclude  him  from  voting  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  he  is  a  member.    I  do 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  in  the 
suggestion  that  the  Sheriffs  have    no 
knowledge  in  these  votes.    I  think  they 
liave.      They    are    in     communication 
with  all  parties  in  the  county,  and  they 
have  by  virtue  of  their  ofiice  and  posi- 
-fion  a   judicial    and    impartial    mind. 
Speaking  generally  of  the  gentlemen 
wno  occupy  the  position  of  Sheriffs,  I 
feel  sure  that  they  are  weU  qualified 
and  I  should  always  be  very  glad  to 
liave  their  opinions  even  on  questions 
connected  wtth  expenditure.     I  hope, 
ijierefore,  the  Amendment  will  not  be 

pressed.  

Lord  NAPIER  and  ETTEICK:  I 
-would  submit  to  the  noble  Duke  that  it 
is  not  a  question  of  g^viug  an  opinion 
merely.  Xet  the  Sheriff  retain  his  seat. 
"He  would  be  at  liberty  to  g^ve  his 
opinion,  he  would  be  there  as  a  member 
though  not  as  a  voter.  Up  to  the 
present  time  the  Sheriff  has  been  a 
member  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply ; 
he  sits  there  as  I  have  often  seen  him. 
He  is  frequently  referred  to  there  by 
^he  members  of  the  Commissioners* 
4y,  but  I  think  he  abstains  a  great 
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deal  from  voting.  He  is  a.CoDsaltati?6 
officer  ilnd  he  does  not  Vote.  When 
there  is  the  least  suspicion  of  any  ques- 
tion of  his  beiog  afterwards  called  upon 
to  act  in  his  judicial  capacity  he  aoei 
not  vote,  and  I  do  not  think  practically 
he  would  vote,  at  least  in  my  ooonty, 
on  money  questions. 

Thb  Eabl  OF  CAMPERDOWN  :  I  sin- 
cerely hope  this  Amendment  will  not  be 
agreed  to,  because  this  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  valuable  provision.  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  mistaken  if  he  supposesthat 
the  Sheriff  is  not  there  acting  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  with  as  fall 
powers  as  the  rest.  It  is  certainly  not 
my  experience  that  if  present  he 
abstains  from  voting.  But  if  the 
suggestion  were  carried  out  to  make 
him  merely  a  Consultative  member  and 
not  to  vote,  the  Sheriff  would  ^  away 
if  he  could  not  back  up  his  opmion  by 
his  vote.  I  venture  to  think  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases,  if  there  is  to  be 
any  serious  conflict  between  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply,  the  Members  of 
the  Committee,  and  the  Eleotoral 
Members,  which  I  certainly  hope  will  not 
be  the  case,  that  to  have  gentlemen  of 
this  description — these  judicially  minded 
persons—  on  the  Committee  would  be  a 
most  valuable  thing,  and  though  the 
Sheriff  might  not,  if  he  felt  there  was  a 
pinch,  record  his  vote,  still  I  venture  to 
think  he  would  give  his  vote  upon 
broad  general  grounds,  and  really  I 
have  every  confidence  chat  if  it  comes  to 
contests,  which  I  hope  it  will  not  as  I 
have  said  before,  between  the  County 
Councillors  and  the  Commissioners  w 
Supply,  you  bould  not  put  the  decision 
of  any  questions  which  may  come  before 
the  Committee  in  safer  or  better  hands 
than  those  of  the  Sheriff  or  his  substi- 
tute. I  hope,  therefore,  the  clause  will 
be  adhered  to. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  LOTHTAN  :  Hie 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elgin)  talked  of  the 
opinion  I  expressed  upon  this  matter; 
but  I  think  he  was  mistakeo 
in  what  he  said.  What  I  recoDeei 
to  have  said  was  that  it  was 
not  incumbent  either  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Supply  or  the  Ooosty 
Councillors  to  appoint  the  fiill  naiid>6r 
of  seven.  If  the  noble  Lord  will  look 
at  the  clause  it  says,  ''  sudb.  number  not 
exceeding  seven.''  That  shows  thAt 
the  numbiers  need  not  come  up  to  aeroL 
It  also  states  that  six  shall  form  a  qno* 
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i!800  a  year.      This  went  cm  for  22 
yean.  Far  from  being  alarmed  in  those 
dajB  at  the  number  of  persons  who  were 
qualified  to    take    part,   thongh    they 
frsqoently  did    not  all  do  so,  in  the 
Ootuty  Government,   in  the  year  1854 
the  numbers  of  those  persons  were  very 
largfely  extended.    The  qnalification  of 
OommiMioners  of  Supply  up  to  the  year 
IB54  was  the  possession,  as  I  have  men- 
tioned before,  of  lands  or  heritages  of 
the  Talae  of  £30()  a  year.   At  that  time, 
by  a  Valuation  Bill  applying  to  Scot- 
Ittid,  the  qualification  was  lowered  to 
£100  a  year,  and  so  I  believe  it  remains 
•t  the  present  time.    There  are  many 
raaiona  why  it  is  not  desirable  to  limit 
the  number  of  these  Oounty  Cbuncils. 
I  eannot  understand   the  ahsurm  which 
Mems  to  be  felt  by  the  Government  in 
•0  narrowly  limiting  their  number.    It 
ii  reiy  undesirable,  I  think,  that  you 
•hoold  prevent  people,  who  have  aright 
to  take  part  in  Oounty    Ghvemment, 
participating  in  it.    I  am  not  acquainted 
pwctioally  with  more  than  one  or  two 
ooonties,  but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
I  have  never  seen  the  least  inconvenience 
uw  from  the  fact  of  the  numbers  of 
the  Commissioners,  though   they    are 
considerable,  being  so  large  as  they  are. 
Itfainkasregardsoountiesyou  shouldcon- 
nder  that  you  have  to  take  your  members 
tethe  counties  from  long  distances,  and 
that  it  is  sometimes  extremely  incon- 
▼snient  for  them  to  attend ;  and  it  is  on 
tiiat  mund  inconvenient,  I  think,  to 
Hmit  the  number  of  persons  who  might 
dmte  themselves  to  the  business  of 
Owmty  Gk>vemment.    Then   you    may 
often  have  a  difficulty  in  finding  persons 
to  do  Oommittee  work,  and  sometimes 
difficulties  may  even  be  experienced  in 
finding  a  quorum.    Those  occasionally 
we  matters  of  difficulty,  and  the  result 
tt  that  persons  in  the  immediate  vicinity 
of  the  town  are  more  called  upon  to  act, 
Mid  that  those  who  live  at  a  greater 
putance  do  not  take  the  part  which  it 
>•  desirable    that   they  should  do  in 
••nying  on  the  work  of  Oounty  Qt)vem- 
■•ttt.    I  wish  to  show,  my  Lords,  how 
^frj  large  and  serious  the  reduction  of 
Btimbers   is    according  to  the  scheme 
ittd^this  Bill.     It  is  very  possible  that 
PWiwis  who  are  oonnectea    with    the 
^ttge     aad    populous     counties    may 
have    an    experience    difPerent    from 
Ahw,      bat      I      wish      merdy      to 
ihow    how    great    the    ohange   is   in 


point  of  numbers  under  this  BilL  I 
will  go  to  the  lai^^  oounty,  though  I 
admit  it  is  scarcely  a  fair  test,  as  it  is 

2uite  an  exceptional  county,  and  that  is 
lanarkshire.  The  number  of  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Supply  there  is  674.  The 
proposal  under  this  Bill  is  that  the 
OounoiUors:  shall  be  90  in  number. 
According  to  my  proposal,  which  is  that 
one  representative  should  be  added  to 
the  Oouncil  for  each  parish  within  the 
county,  that  would  add  40  more  members 
to  the  Oounty  Oouncil,  and  even  adding 
that  number  would  only  bring  such  a 
county  as  Lanarkshire  up  to  the  total  of 
ISO  instead  of  the  674  persons  who  are 
at  present  privileged  to  take  part  in  the 
Oounty  Government.  Then  in  the  other 
counties  the  same  contrast  prevails.  Li 
Ayrshire  there  are  310  Oommissioners 
of  (Supply,  and  the  proposal  under  this 
Bill  is  that  the  Oouncil  shall  be  only  62 
in  number  henceforth.  I  would,  by  my 
proposal,  add  40  representatives  of 
parishes,  and  that  would  bring  up  the 
total  to  nearly  100.  I  maintain  that 
nearly  100  Oommissioners  for  so  large  a 
oounty  as  Ayr  is  not  too  numerous.  It 
is,  in  fact,  a  very  small  number  to  ap-i 
point.  I  will  not  go  through  all  the 
other  counties,  but  I  may  mention  that 
in  the  county  of  Perth  there  are  263 
Oommissioners  of  Supply,  and  the  pro* 
posed  number  of  OounoiUors  for  that 
county  is  50.  Fife  has  242  Oommis- 
sioners  of  Supply,  and  the  proposed 
number  of  Oouncillors  is  60,  and  so  on 
in  the  same  rate  of  proportion.  I  think 
your  Lordships  will  agree  that  that  is  a 
very  larg^  diminution  indeed.  Then 
for  the  less  populous  parts  in  the  South- 
East  of  Scotland,  in  which  I  am  more 
interested  personally,  aud  which  I  have 
gpreater  knowledge  of  than  other  parts, 
the  county  of  Berwick  has  92  Oommis* 
missioners  of  Supply,  and  it  is  only 
henceforth  to  have  34  Oounty  Oouncil- 
lors. If  my  proposition  were  accepted, 
32  more  would  be  appointed,  making 
66  in  all.  Then  the  oounty  of 
Roxburgh  has  155  Oommissioners 
of  Supply,  and  the  number  of  Oom* 
missioners  will  be  36.  So  that 
you  are  to  choke  off  two- thirds  of 
those  who  have  already  had  the  duty  of 
attending  to  this  county  business,  and 
unless  there  is  some  very  good  reason 
for  such  a  large  diminution  I  venture  to 
think  that  the  proposal  which  I  make  to 
increase  their  numbers  is  a  very  desir- 
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able  one,  and  aooordin^y  I  move  the 
Amentdment  wfaioh  etaiidB  in  mj  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  1,  line  1 6, 
to  leave  out  **the  OounoQlorB  of.*' — 
lH^  JSarl  of  Minto.) 

Thb  8E0BBTABY  von  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  LoTHiAir) :  My  Lords, 
I  have  listened  with  the  greatest  interest 
to  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl  in 
moving  his  Amendment,  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  all  he  has  stated 
might,  it  seems  to  me,  have  been  much 
better  said  on  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  Bill,  because  the  whole  of  his  pro- 
posal would  go  directly  against  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  as  it  has  passed 
the  Kouse  of  Oommons  and  in  this 
House  the  other  evening.  ISie  whole 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  that  the  oountieB 
of  Scotland  should  be  divided  into  single 
electcMral  divisions,  and  that  each  one 
of  them  should  return  a  single  member. 
The  noble  Lord's  first  remark  was  that 
there  would  not  be  sufficient  variety 
under  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  Know  that  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Earl — namely,  that  in 
every  single  district  there  should  be 
members  from  the  Parochial  Boards, 
that  is  to  say,  from  every  parish,  would 
intit>duce  variety,  I  tlunk  no  variety 
would  be  added  by  tiiat ;  and  not  only 
io  I  ^ink  so,  but  I  think  that  under 
the  proposals  of  the  Bill  there  will  be 
sufficient  provision  for  variety  in 
the  representation  on  the  Oounciis.  I 
do  not  think,  therefore,  ;that  liie  pro- 
posal of  the  noble  Earl  would  have  any 
beneficial  effect.  Then  the  noble  Earl 
objects  also  to  the  reduction  in  the  num- 
bers of  the  Gounty  Cbuncils.  As  I  said 
just  now,  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  not  directly  to  reduce  tne  number 
of  those  who  woidd  have  to  administer 
Oountv  business,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  uie  principle  and  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  transfer  the  powers  at  present 
ezercdsed  by  existing  to  new  bodies,  and 
I  think  the  figures  given  by  the  noble 
Earl  himself  go  rather  to  show  that  the 
proposals  in  the  Bill  will  have  rather 
a  beneficial  effect.  He  stated  that 
in  the  county  of  Lanarkshire  there  are 
674  Commissioners  of  Supply.  Now, 
the  House  of  Oommons  consists  of  only 
670  Members,  and  does  the  noble  Ean 
really  mean  to  say  that  to  administer 
the  oounty  business  of  Lanarkshire 
requires  as  many  representatives  as  to 
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Iter  the  entire    bunitess  of  Ato 
United  Kingdom  of  Ghreat  Britain  mi 
Ireland?    I  think  in  the   Ooimfej  d 
Lanarkshire,   at    any    rate,  it  is  fety 
desirable  that  the  business  of  tiie  coaaij 
should  be  administered  by  a  smaUar 
body  than  now  exists*  and,  as  I  hava 
indicated  before,  I  am  quite  unaUe  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Bail. 
It  would  bo  quite  contrary  to  the  apiili 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  would  entirely  apaet 
the  oonstitotion  of  the  Oounty  CoudoIb; 
because,  if  that  were  carried  out,  tbe 
leading  members  or  some  of  the  most 
importont  members  of  ihem  would  ba 
those  not  selected  by  tke  oounty,  wfaioh 
is  the  intenibn  of  ihe  Bill,  but  tiioia 
selected  by  the  parochial  bodies.    As  I 
have  said,  that  would  be  entirely  eon* 
trary  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  on 
those  grounds  I  am  afraid  I  am  unable 
to  accept  the    proposal    of  the   nobis 
Earl. 

Thb  Earl  OF  MINTO:  I  may  remind 
the  noble  Marquess  that  on  the  Beooai 
Beading  of  the  Bill  I  took  occasion  to 
pronounce  a  strong  eulogium  on  the 
manner  in  whidi  the  present  qrstem  hat 
been   worked  in   S(x>tland,    and  that 
system  was  one  by  which  much  largcff 
numbers  were  qualified  to  take  part  in 
the  county  business  than  ttotuaily  did 
take  part  m  it.    The  tendency  of  that 
was  that  the  persons  who  did  partiaipate 
and  give  their  time  to  the  business  of 
the-  county,  did  their  work   wdl  and 
efficiently,  though  the  great  majority  of 
the    674    were    absent.       The    great 
majority  of  the  Oommissionera  of  Sumy 
in  Lanarkshire  stayed  awmy,  but  omen 
did  the  work  exceedingly  welL    I  have 
the  noble  Marquess's  own  vouohec  in 
support  of  that  statement. 

Amendment  negatived. 

LoBD  NAPIER  AKD  ETTBIOK :  1^ 
Lords,  in  moving  the  Amendmevt  whin 
stands  in  my  name,  I  have  only  to  point 
out  that  the  principle  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  framing  thk 
Bill,  is  that  there  shall  be  one  Member 
for  each  electoral  division.  I  tiiink,  hi 
this  respect,  it  may  be  regretted  that 
there  is  the  disadvantage  attMhed  to 
this  system,  as  it  appears  to  me,  that  ia 
Scotland,  at  least,  it  will  make  a  oontasti 
in  the  first  instance,  almost  inevitafals 
in  every  place,  and  if  you  had  largar 
electoral  divisions  each  represented  by 
two     members,     a    door     would    ba 
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opMfld  to  ooDoiKftiiuii  and  oompromiso 

MliOtti  ^iffeMiit  pafties  and  difforfiffit 

peiiOM  wproeonting  different  interestis, 

adlthini:  &at  there  would  be  yeiy 

liMf,  in  some  oaees,  at  least,  a  har- 

numiona  agreement  to  elect  representa- 

firte  to  represent  the  different  mtereets. 

it  the  present  moment  there  will  be 

MiliinlT  a  greater  number  of  contests 

under  this  system  as  proposed  by  Her 

Majesty's  .  GoTemment.     Oontests  are 

to  be  regretted   in   themsdres,  they 

are  a  ponllye   erfl,    first,    inasmuch 

IS  ftey    will    be    productire    of    a 

oonaiderable    amount   of   expenditure, 

sad  eeeondly,  beeanse  they  will  leave 

anfaieaities  and  misunderstandings  be- 

Uut  them.    But  in  addition  to  this,  I 

agree  wi&  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 

wat  tike  result  of  the  various  contests  of 

this  nature  in  Scotland  will  very  pos- 

ttUy  be  the  election  of  persons  of  a 

▼eiy  bf erior  character.    In  these  small 

mtord  divisions  contemplated  by  this 

fiSI  m  Scotland  there  will  probably  be 

in  niimanms  cases — ^in  almost  every  case 

--a  majority,  sometimes  perhaps  a  small 

Quijorily,  but  still  a  majoriW,  of  a  single 

oomnlezion.    I  think  it  likely  that  Sie 

result  in  many  oases  will  be  the  election 

ef  a  uniform  dass  of  persons  in  whom 

there  will  be  a  very  inadequate  repre- 

mtation  both  of  Oonservative  feeling 

iBd  of  proprietary  interest.    My  Lords, 

I  do  not  wish  to  embark  on  the  perilous 

eoarse  of  political  prediction,  in  which 

Pttsons  of  much  better  judgment  than 

i&yieH  are  apt  to  be  confuted  by  the 

^aa^  and  X  trust  the  results  of  the 

paseot  measore  may  be  better  than 

those  which  I  anticipate  from  the  want 

of  variety  in  the  character  of  the  persons 

fleeted.    But,  at  any  rate,  the  Amend- 

Biflnt  which  I  have  ^  l&ced   upon  the 

^^er  does  not  contemplate  any  radical 

^Heration  of  the  principle  which  has 

heeo  adopted  by  Her  Maiesty's  Govem- 

Bnot     I  do   not  attack  the    general 

principle  here  of  one  Member  for  each 

viactoral  division.  My  Amendment  con- 

twiiptates    conferring    a    discretionary 

power  upon  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 

to  meet  a  difficulty  which  I  am  a&aid 

viH  be  found  in  framing  these  electoral 

firiiioni«      I  think    there    are    small 

Bovrtiaa  in  Scotland  in  which  the  per- 

■m  flharged  with  the  duty  of  framing 

Aa  aleetoral  diivistons  will  not  find  it 

pHasiMi   to    so  constitute  a  sufficient 

■amber  of  thoee  electoral  divisions  if 


they  are  properiy  constituted  as  to  give 
a  sufficient  number  of  persons  to  form  an 
efficient  Oounty  Oouncu.  I  instance,  as 
examples  of  those  small  counties,  the 
County  of  Selkirk,  the  Oounty  of  Peebles, 
the  Oounty  of  Nairn,  the  Oounty  of  Kin* 
ross,  the  Oounty  of  Bute,  and  some  others. 
I  win  take  the  Oounty  of  Selkirk  as  an 
example  with  which  I  am  more  particu* 
larly  familiar,  as  I  am  connected  both 
by  birth  and  property  with  that  county* 
My  Lords,  I  understand  it  is  the  inten* 
bion  of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  to 
adopt  20  as  the  minimum  number  of 
members  of  the  Oounty  Oouncil.  Let  us 
see  how  that  principle  will  be  a|^plied  to 
the  Oounty  of  Selkirk.  The  noble 
Marquess  proposes,  I  beHeve,  to  have 
12  electoral  divisions  in  the  county,  and 
he  intends  to  add  to  those,  eight  dele- 
gates from  a  single  Boyal  and  Parlia- 
mentary burgh  in  order  to  complete  this 
minimum  number  of  20.  Now  what  is 
the  constituency  in  the  Oounty  of 
Selkirk  ?  There  will  be  approximately 
759  voters  iriio  are  to  sel^  12  Oounty 
Oouncillors.  Divide  756  by  12  and  you 
will  find  there  will  be  only  63  electors 
for  each  electoral  district,  a  very  inade- 
quate number  as  it  seems  to  me.  But  I 
would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  con- 
sider this.  The  complement  of  20  in  the 
Oounty  of  Selkirk  is  filled  by  sanctioning 
eight  representatives  from  a  single  Par^ 
liamentary  bureh,  and  that  Parliament 
tary  burgh  at  this  moment  has  less  than 
7,000  inhabitants.  But  my  Lords  in  a 
very  short  time,  probably  before  two 
years  have  elapsed,  the  Burgh  of  Selkirk 
will  have  more  than  7,000  inhabitants, 
and  then  that  burgh  wiU  have  a  claim — 
I  do  not  know  whether  that  would  be 
so  absolutely,  but  certainly  an  equitaUe 
claim — to  be  withdrawn  from  the  county 
and  to  become  a  perfect  municipality  by 
itself  in  all  respects.  The  eignt  repre- 
sentatives must  therefore  be  struck  out 
of  the  Oounty  Oouncil,  and  then  how  will 
the  noble  Marquess  get  eight  represent 
tatives  to  make  up  the  20  from  the 
Oounty  ?  He  will  have  to  divide  this 
little  thinly  populated  county  into  20 
electoral  districts,  and  in  that  case  each 
representative  will  be  elected  by  38 
persons !  Now  I  think  that  is  really 
reducing  matters  to  an  absurdity,  and 
the  same  result  will,  more  or  less,  be 
discovered  in  other  counties.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  go  into  particulars  on  the 
subject.    My  proposal  is  to  give  to  the 
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Seoretary  for  Scotland  a  diaoretioiiary 
power  of  sanctioning  the  election  of  two 
representatiyes  for  one  electoral  division 
wnen  he  finds  that  properly-constitnted 
electoral  divisions  cannot  be  formed  and 
that  the  proper  number  of  competent 
Oouncillors  cannot  be  elected  upon  that 
system.  The  power  given  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  simply  a  discretionary 
power  only  to  be  used  in  case  of  neces- 
sity.  I  beg,  my  Lords,  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  moved  in  sub-section  1> 
page  1,  line  20,  after  '*  electoral  divi- 
sion," insert — 

^*  In  OMe,  howerer,  the  Secretory  for  Sootland 
should  be  satisfied,  after  due  inqmiy,  that 
under  the  foregoing  proyision,  in  conseqaenoe 
of  exceptional  con£tionB  affecting  anjr  county, 
a  sufficient  number  of  County  Oouncillors  for 
^he  efficient  transaction  of  business  would  not  be 
obtainable,  it  shall  be  competent  for  the  Secre- 
tary for  Sootland  to  direct  the  election  of  two 
County  Councillors  for  eaoh  electoral  division 
in  (hat  county. "'(The  Lord  £ttrick  [Lvrd 
JVapt#r.] ) 

«LoKD  WATSON  :  My  Lords,  I  should 
have  thought  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
of  the  noble  Lord  if  this  Bill  had  not 
already  made  jurovision  a^ndnst  the  evil 
which  he  anticipates.  He  fears,  ap- 
parently, an  absorption  in  course  of  time 
of  part  of  the  county  constituency  in 
.burghs.  If  that  should  be  the  case 
.it  would  be  competent  for  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  at  once  to  double 
the  number  of  the  Oounty  Council  by 
directing  that  two  Ooun^  OounciUors 
should  be  elected  for  each  division  in- 
stead of  one.  My  Lords,  the  60th  sec- 
tion of  the  Bill  provides  that 

'*0n  tiie  repreeentotion  of  a  County  Council " 

— ^which  I  apprehend  will  be  the  first  to 
eiperienoe  the  want  of  members — 

'*  or  of  a  Town  Council  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land may  at  any  time,  after  the  expiry  of  the 
powers  of  the  Boundary  Commissioners,  by 
order  proTide  for  all  or  any  of  the  following 
things  :••— 

I  need  hardly  read  them  all,  but  the 
first  Sub-section  (a)  is — 

**  For  altering  the  number  of  County  Ooun- 
cillors, the  nuinber,  oontents»  and  boundaries  of 
electoral  divisions,  and  Uie  assignment  of  Coun- 
cillors to  counties  and  burghs.* 

It  appears  to  me  that  these  provisions 
are^  amply  calculated  to  meet  the  evil 
which  is  anticipated  should  it  ever  exist, 
and  that  it  gives  a  discretion  of  a  much 
more  unlimited    kind  than    the  noble 
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Lord  proposes,  because  it  does  not  di] 
that  the  Oounoil  shall  be  at  once 
doubled,  but  that  such  number  of 
members  shall  be  dded  to  it  as  shall 
be  necessary  to  make  it  an  efficient 
body.  

LoBD  NAPIEB  AiTD  ETTRIOK :  As 
I  read  it,  this  clause  does  not  authorise 
the  election  of  more  than  two  repre- 
sentatives for  each  electoral  area. 
«LoBD  WATSON :  That  is  so,  but  that 
it  seems  to  me  is  not  an  unqualified  evil. 
Power  is  given  to  deal  with  electoral 
divisions  as  well  as  with  the  number  of 
representatives. 

Lord  NAPIEB  ahd  ETTRIOK:  Then 
you  will  reduce  the  oonstituenqy  to  so 
snudl  a  number  that  there  will  bearepre- 
sentation  for  10,  20  or  30  electore;  so 
that  you  will  produce  this  inevitable 
result  that  in  the  Gounty  of  Selkirk 
there  would  be  a  representative  for  38 
persons.  It  seems  to  me  that  would  be 
a  ridiculous  result,  and  I  would  ask 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  have 
more  representatives  for  a  larger  area 
than  a  single  representative  for  so  amall 
an  area. 

Thb  Mabquxss  of  LOTHIAN: 
My  Lords,  there  is,  no  doubt,  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  regard  to  the  foree  of 
some  of  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  But  at  the  same  time,  I  muat 
point  out  that  in  introducing  his  remazka 
ne  at  once  traverses  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  that  there  should  be  one  repre- 
sentative for  the  area.  That  ia  the 
principle  which  he  objects  to  haTiag 
enforc^.  

Lord  NAPIEB  and  ETTBIOK  :  la 
exceptional  cases. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN  :  la 
a  Bill  of  this  kind  it  is  undesirable  to 
have  exceptional  cases,  and  I  think  it  ia 
very  much  that  the  principle  of  tlie  Bill 
should  be  carried  out  throughout  Croa 
beginning  to  end.  With  regard  to  As 
county  of  Selkirk,  of  which  the  noUiQ 
Lord  has  spoken,  he  is  puf eotly '  ri^h^ 
in  saying  that  20  would  be  the  nuLnimnoi 
number  of  Oouncillors,  but,  at  XXxa  eai 
time,  I  have  pointed  out  that  thexe 
nothing  final  m  that  number,  aad  ^ 
the  Secretary  for  Sootland  has  powi 
increase  or  decrease  those 
to  whatever  may  be  thought 
in  the  interest  of  any  Oounty 
If  it  turns  out  that  the  repreoentatt 
for  the  Gounty  of  Selkirk  sice 
small  in   number^  it  ia  quite    ia 
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TMommendation  of  the  OommiesionerB 
of  Supply  of  the  oounty  with  whioh  I 
lun  oonneoted.    I  doubt  not  that  those 
•eyik  are  fiilly  recognised  by  the  noble 
Haiqaees,  who    has   become  well  ao- 
•QQainted    with    the   condition    of   ihe 
Highland  districts  by  recent  inquiry, 
iod  who  is,  familiar  with  the  wants  of 
the  Border  Districts  by  the  ties  of  birth, 
nroperty,    and    hereditary    association. 
The  noble  Marquess  may  contend  that 
the  instrumentaUty  of  the  agency  which 
1  lecommend  on  this  occasion  is  not 
the  right  remedy,  and  I  therefore  ask 
your  Lordships  to  put  to  yourselyes  the 
•question  what  are  the  alternatives  before 
Q8.     If  the  districts,  which  are  now 
without  telegpraphic  aod  telephonic  com- 
munication, are  to  be  furnished  with 
those  facilities  which  are  so  necessary 
in  modem  L'fe,  it  must  be  either  by 
▼duntazy  combination  on  the  part  of 
the  people,  or   by  the  action    of  the 
Goremment,  or  by  the  action  of  some 
Looal  Authority,  acting  in  co-operation 
with  individuals,  and  with  the  GK>yem- 
ment     I  wish  I    could  believe    that 
tiioee    disadvantages    and    disabilities 
afieoting     extensive    portions    of    the 
country   are  likely  to  be  remedied  by 
Ample    spontaneous    action.     I    think 
that  action  must  either  be  on  the  part 
of  the  proprietors,  or  the  tenants,  or  it 
may  be  both.    As  far  as  I  have  been 
abb  to  ascertain,  we  cannot  expect  to 
obtain  a  general  facility  or  remedy  of 
this  character  from  the  proprietors.    In 
some  oasee,  no  doubt,  an  opulent  pro- 
Ikrietor,    or    a  rich     shooting    tenant, 
may  of  his  own  motion,  or  for  his  own 
purposes,  obtain  telegraphic  communi- 
cation either  by  paying  down  a  round 
sum  to   Government,   or  by  engaging 
his  property  or  his  credit  for  a  certain 
number  of  years.     But  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  ascertain  much  is  not  to 
be  hoped  £rom  the  proprietors.     In  the 
district  to  which  I  haire  referred,  many 
of  the  proprietors  are  not  resident,  that 
foe  not    therefore  keenly  alive  to  the 
necessitiee  of  the  case.    In  others,  the 
proprietors    are    suffering    from    great 
pecuniary  disabilities  and  discourage- 
nients,  and  they  are  either  unwilling  or 
oaable  to  subscribe,  and  even  those  who 
~wonld  be  able  or  willing  to  subscribe  to 
•eaeh  a  parpose,  cannot  join  in  such  con- 
tracts,   aa    they    would   be   unable  to 
trasamit  them  to  their  heirs  and  suc- 
The  proprietors  cannot  form 


an  incorporated  body  which  would  be 
able  to  make  engagements,  and  under- 
take  contracts  with  the  Postmaster 
General,  or  with  the  companies  whidbi 
are  concerned  in  these  constructions. 
With  regard  to  the  tenants,  the  case 
is  even  worse,  because  the  position 
of  the  tenantry  is  at  this  moment 
so  precarious  and  transitory  in  some 
parts  of  Scotland  that  one  could 
not  expect  they  would  pledge  their 
credit  or  their  property  for  any  pro« 
longed  period.  Now  it  may  be  said 
that  the  duty  should  be  undertaken  by 
the  Qovernment.  Government  has  not 
remained.  I  am  glad  to  say,  insensible 
to  the  claims  of  the  Highland  districts 
in  this  matter,  but  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  possible  to  expect  that  Govern- 
ment should  supply  this  want  entirely 
at  their  own  risk.  The  Government  i 
think  would  do  well  to  come  to  the 
assistance  of  localities  which  cannot  help 
themselves.  They  would  do  well  to 
incur  some  temporary  loss  if  necessary, 
but  they  could  not  be  expected  to  do 
everything.  Their  action  would  be 
facilitated  no  doubt  if  some  co-operation 
were  afforded  to  them  on  the  part  of  the 
Oounty  Councils.  There  should  be,  in 
fact,  some  local  agency  which  would  have 
power  to  enter  into  contracts  and  en- 
gagements with  the  Postmaster  General, 
to  afford  guarantees,  it  may  be,  against 
loss,  to  raise  a  rate  or  to  have  the  power 
of  raising  loans,  though  I  think  that 
would  not  be  necessary  for  this  purpose. 
If  this  power  were  once  conferred  upon 
a  recognised  authority  the  rest  would  be 
ecusy.  It  may  be  urged  that  in  principle 
it  would  be  unjust  for  the  Local  Autho- 
rity to  tax  the  whole  area  of  the  country 
for  the  benefit  of  the  more  distant  and 
the  less  favoured  portions  of  it.  I  admit 
it  would  be  necessary,  perhaps,  if  the 
Oouncil  undertook  this  duty,  that  they 
should  underKO  some  partial  loss  and 
some  burden  ^r  a  short  period.  I  con- 
tend, however,  that  the  burden  put  upon 
the  ratepayers  would  not  be  an  excessive 
one.  I  do  not  think  too  much  is  to  be 
expected  from  voluntary  agencies  in  the 
way  of  entering  into  direct  contracts 
with  the  Government  for  the  execution 
of  such  works ;  but  I  do  think  if  the 
Oounty  Oouncils  were  empowered  to 
enter  into  such  contracts,  the  execution 
of  those  works  within  the  county  might 
be  carried  out  much  more  economicfuly 
than  would  be  the  case  if  the  works  were 
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as  the  Boad  Trustees,  who  represent 
tenant  farmers  as  well  as  owners. 
Again,  I  maj  take  suoh  an  authority  as 
the  Local  Authority  with  regard  to  the 
administration  of  the  CatUe  Diseases 
Aots.  I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  listen 
to  any  representations  which  may  be 
made  by  any  public  bodies  of  the  sort ; 
because,  after  all,  we  have  only  one 
object  in  view  now  thi.t  we  are  giving  a 
largely  increased  popular  representa- 
tion in  this  matter  of  county  govern- 
ment— we  want  the  Bill  to  be  such  as 
will  satisfy  the  counti-y,  and  I  would 
point  out  that,  while  it  is  perfectly  true 
that  the  numbers  of  the  County  Councils 
might  be  made  too  large,  yet,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  we  make  them  too  small, 
as  is  proposed  by  this  paper,  I  am  con- 
fident we  should  have  a  number  of  most 
unnecessary  and  objectionable  contests, 
I  think  that  is  a  very  important  point 
indeed,  because  in  the  counties  of 
Scotland  we  have  a  number  of  men 
who  have  been  in  the  habit  of  at- 
tending to  county  business,  and  have 
distinguished  themselves  in  that  Depart- 
ment, such  as  the  business  of  the  Boad 
Trustees,  and  other  business  of  local  im- 
portance of  a  similar  character ;  and  it 
IS  most  important,  I  think,  that  those 
men  should  be  on  the  new  Councils.  It 
is  most  important  they  should  not  be 
opposed,  if  possible,  but  if  we  re- 
strict the  number  of  seats  there  will 
be  a  great  many  persons  who,  for 
the  first  time,  will  see  a  chance 
of  getting  on  the  Councils,  and  who  will 
come  forward  not  carina  whom  they 
supplant.  The  result  will  be  a  large 
number  of  contests,  and  in  many  cases 
possibly,  the  election  of  most  undesirable 
County  Councillors  who  ought  not  to 
have  obtained  seats.  I  have  thrown  out 
these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of  induc- 
ing the  noble  Lord  to  consider  this 
matter,  and  to  consider  whether  he  is 
not  putting  the  limit  of  numbers  too 
low.  I  think  it  would  give  general 
satisfaction  in  Scotland  if  he  found  him- 
self able  to  say  that  if  representations 
are  made  to  him  by  public  bodies  or  by 
individuals  such  as  I  nave  suggested  he 
will  give  tbem  consideration. 

The  Dtjkb  of  ARGYLL:  Before 
my  noble  Friend  answers,  I  should  like 
merely  to  say  this.  I  have  not  studied 
very  closely  the  Paper  which  he  has  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  which 
is  to  be  obtained  in  the  Vote  Office,  but 
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I  believe  it  gives  a  risumi  of  the  in* 
tended   numbers    for  the  ooimties.   t 
would  earnestly  suggest  that  the  noUe 
Marquess  should  not  be  in  too  great 
haste  to  fix  the  numbers,  but  that  he 
should  hold  himself  open  to  listen  to 
recommendations  from  the  various  coun- 
ties, public  bodies  and  persons  interestsd*: 
We  must  remember  that  the  whole  of 
this  is  an  experiment.     We  have  had  a 
stereotyped   system  in  Scotland  which 
has  worked  admirably.     We  were  not 
there  as  regards  County  Government  in 
the  same  position  as  they  were  in  Eng- 
land.    We  were  not  in  a  state  of  chaos. 
Our  County  Government  powers  were 
not  scattered  among  half-a-dozen  differ- 
ent bodies.    Undoubtedly  this  system  is^ 
somewhat  of  an  experiment.    I  confess 
I  do  not  quite  sympathise  with  my  noble- 
Friend,  Lord  Minto,  who  seemed  to  wjah 
to  have  the  numbers  of  these  bodies  in- 
creased, so  that  they  would  be  almoet 
like  great  Local  Parliaments.     He  men- 
tioned the  case  of  the  County  of  Lanark- 
shire, which,  under  the  existing  system, 
has  between  600  and  700  Gommie^oneia 
of  Supply,  but  I  should  like  to  know 
from  him,  whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any    information  as    to    the    numbeit' 
of    those    Commissioners     of    Supply 
who  have  really  attended  to  the  oonn^ 
business.    I   apprehend    that    a  veiy 
small  number  of  those  600  or  700  Oom* 
missioners  of  Supply  have  ever  atteoJiei 
or  given  their  attention  to  the  bnsinesi' 
of  the  administration  of  the  county.   I 
may  say  that  I  am  acquainted  with  what- 
goes  on  in  one  of  the  larMst  oountieaBi 
Scotland — namely,  Argyll.  Wehavedutt 
a  very  large  number  of   Oommissioofffr 
of  Supply,  but  I  know  that  thebunnfli^ 
of  the  county  has  been  oondocted  tgf 
very  few  of  them.  I  do  not  think  I  smt 
saw  more  than  40  members   assemUsi 
at    Inverary    to    conduct    the    00101%; 
business,  and    generally   the    b 
was  conducted  by  aboat  30  to  S5 
men.    And  why   did    not    the 
attend  ?    Simply  because  they  had  pi^ 
feet  confidence  in  those  who  did  aMMii 
But  I  am  afraid  that  confidence  wfllMl 
be  given  in  the  new  Oounoila  at 
Undoubtedly  it  is  an  experunent. 
is,  I  think,  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
the  suggestion  of  my  noble  FrieaA 
as  sucn  large  powers   are  ffiven  t($ 
Secretary  of  State  he  shouhi  add  to 
districts,  andAot  cut  up  the  ooaatiMl 
districts   as  proposed*     But 
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eyes  that  wonld  be  ridiculoas.    I  will 

take  Selkirk  as  an  instance.    A  large 

part  of  the  County  of  Selkirk  is  purely 

pastoraL    It  is  a  mountainous  district. 

People  talk  of  the  Highlands  as  being 

deem  of  population,  but  in  that  re- 

BMct  they  do  not  compare  with  Selkirk. 

Mj  noble  Friend  himself    has  not    a 

oagle  erofter  on  his  property  in  that 

otnuty.    The  whole  county  is  divided 

<mt  in  laree  farms,  and  it  would  be 

impossible  for  it  to  be  cut  up  into  smaller 

(bmons.    I  do,   therefore,  urge  very 

etroDgly  that  the  noble  Marquess  should 

1M)I  be  in  a  hurry  to  make  up  his  mind 

conclusively  on  the  Question  how  many 

Ooonoillors  should  oe  appointed,   and 

how  many  divisions  there  should  be  for 

eadi  of  the  Scotch  counties. 

loBD  NAPIER  Airo  BTTRIOK:  In 
Selkirk  the  work  is  usually  done  by 
some  50  or  60  Oommissioners  of  Supply ; 
hut  when  a  vacancy  has  to  be  filled  up 
a  large  number  of  them  attend. 

Zbb  £abl    op  ELGIN :  My  Lords. 
I  ahould  like  to  say  one  word  with  re- 
card  to*  the  Oounty  of  Fife,  with  which 
I  am  intimately  connected,  because  I 
iee  the  number  of  Oouncillorsput  down 
^  the  noble  Marquess  for  Fife  is  60, 
iniidL  I  quite  admit  is  large  enough  for 
a  Otmnty  Council.    I  do  not  agree  with 
die  noble  Earl  in  wishing  to  see  these 
^ktneils  composed  of  very  large  num- 
km.    Bat  what  I  should  like  to  point 
Mtto  thenoble  Marquess  is  this — tnat  of 
ftoie  00,  44  only  represent  the  county 
iwl(  16  being  representatives  of  Eoytil 
itd  Parliamentary  burghs.    I  will  point 
M  to  the  noble  Marquess  that  there  is  a 
ptSoQ  of   these  bodies — namely,   the 
BhWct  Oonncilsy  on  which  theparochial 
MjpraientativeB  are  to  sit.      when  you 
Mae  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  you  wiU 
MJtiiat  in  the  Oounty  of  Hfe  we  shall 
Waecmaiderably  fewer  representatives 
&ose  from  the  parochial  bodies. 
those  oiroumstanoesy  we  shall  find 
irhat    was   intended    to   be   the 
body — namehr,    tiie    Oounty 
be  in  a  difficult  position  as 
Inttb  their   relation  to  the  District 
wSmSL    I  mention  this  matter  to  the 
Marquess  for  his  consideration.  In 
Cbon^    of    Fife    there     are   63 
;  therefore,  the  whole  60  mem- 
he  has  allotted  to  it  would 
one  representative  eaeh  to  the 
bodlea.    I  think  it  might  be 
ts  consider  befbve  the  number  is 


8C£^ 


absolutely  fixed  whether  that  number 
should  be  increased  or  not. 

Thb  Eakl  of  MINTO  :  With  regard 
to  what  the  noble  Duke  has  said,  I  think 
he  rather  misapprehended  my  Amend* 
ment.  I  stated  that  Lanarkshire  is  an 
exceptional  county,  and  that  there  are 
at  present  674  Oommissioners  of  Supply 
in  that  county ;  but  even  if  the  proposal 
I  make  were  adopted,  that  every  parish  in 
the  county  should  send  from  its  Board  one 
representative,  in  that  very  large  county 
that  would  only  amount  to  ISO  persons. 
Now,  I  do  not  think  130  represen- 
tatives are  too  numerous  for  such  a 
county  as  Lanarkshire. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  My 
Lords,  the  main  object,  as  I  understand^ 
of  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  is 
that  in  many  instances  the  number  of 
the  Oounty  Oounciilors  would  be  too  few 
as  compared  with  the  number  of  Oom» 
missioners  of  Supply.  That  point  really 
arises  upon  the  principle  proposed  by 
the  Bill ;  but  that  proposal  andprinoiple 
not  only  affect  Scotland  but  England. 
The  Local  Oovemment  scheme  for 
England  of  last  year  had  exaotiy  the 
same  effect;  the  number  of  Ooun- 
dllors  now  is  not  at  all  equal  ta 
what  the  number  of  Magistrates  had 
been  under  the  previous  system*  In 
answer  to  the  appeal  of  the  noble  Eari 
and  the  noble  Duke,  I  would  merely  say 
that  this  proposal  which  I  have  laid  on^ 
the  Table  of  the  House  is  purely  a  pro*- 
visional  one.  So  far  as  the  obswvation 
of  the  noble  Duke  goes,  as  he  has 
anticipated,  I  have  taken  the  opinion 
of  those  who  are  really  responsible  for 
the  government  of  the  counties  in  the 
matter ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
as  I  have  said,  the  proposal  is  purely 

grovisional,  and  I  should  be  glad  if,  as 
as  been  suggested  by  thenoble  EarU  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  or  other  bodies 
or  individuals  would  send  the  Govern* 
ment  their  views  as  to  what  they  con- 
sider the  proper  number  for  constituting 
the  Oouzrails.  I  may  say  that  the 
principle  on  which  I  went  in  drawing 
the  provisional  plans  now  before  your 
Lordships  was  tiiis.  First  I  took  tiie 
number  of  parishes  in  the  oounty,  and 
having  ascertained  the  number  of  the 
parishes  I  proposed  to  give  one  rspte- 
sentativeto  ea<m  parish.  Having  tiien 
taken  the  population  of  the  pariflAMsinto^ 
oosBideration  I  proposed,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  to  give  a  proportionate  lepte*- 
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sentation  to  the  burghs  which  sent  repre- 
sentatives. That  was  the  general  basis 
upon  which  I  proceeded  in  aooordanoe 
with  the  views  of  the  counties  them- 
selves. As  the  noble  Earl  has  stated, 
the  number  of  representatives  from  the 
Oounty  of  Fife  does  not  quite  coincide 
with  tiie  number  of  parishes,  and  this 
affords  an  example  of  a  case  in  which, 
on  the  representations  of  those  lo^^ally 
interested,  I  have  made  a  variation  in 
the  original  proposal. 

LoBD  HER8CHELL  :  My  Lords,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  has  referred  to  the 
case  of  England,  I  should  like  to  say  a 
few  words  with  regard  to  the  oounty 
representation  here.  I  was  in  several 
of  the  English  counties  last  autumn, 
and  I  found  considerable  dissatisfaction 
existing  with  regard  to  the  number  of 
County  OounciUors.  It  was  thought 
they  were  fixed  too  low.  It  may  be 
that  the  people  in  the  counties  have 
eince  become  reconciled  to  the  smaller 
numbers,  but  I  think  it  would  be  worth 
while  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
ascertain  what  has  been  the  expression 
of  feeling  generally  upon  that  point. 

Thb  PEIME  MINISTER  and 
SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  FO- 
BEIGN  AFFAIRS  (The  Maiquess  of 
Salisbxtby)  :  I  cannot  entirely  join  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  that  view.  My  im- 
pression is  that  the  feeling  he  has 
referred  to  will  become  very  materially 
modified  after  the  first  meetings  of  the 
Councils  have  been  held.  It  is  a  very 
different  thing  wishing  to  become  a 
member  of  a  large  body,  and.  afterwards 
finding  that  the  room  is,  perhaps,  too 
•mall  for  their  accommodation.  I  think 
that  might  be  found  to  be  the  case,  and 
that  prudence  would  cause  them  to 
deprecate  any  increase  in  their  numbers. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6  and  7  agreed  to. 

Clause  8. 

The  Eabl  of  MINTO:  Before 
^uae  8  is  finally  disposed  of,  I  should 
Hke  to  hear  from  the  noble  Marquess 

Senerally  what  his  views  are  as  to  the 
eetiny  of  that  class  of  burghs  which  are 
eontemplated  by  this  clause.  Burghs 
having  more  than  7,000  inhabitants  at 
tills  moment  are  endowed  with  the  whole 
aoQfltitatioin  and  privilege  of  indepen- 
dent communities;  but  burghs  having 
at  t^e  present  moment  less  than  7,000 

Th$  Harqw($9  of  Lothian       i   :^ 


inhabitants  are  -incorporated,  and  pert> 
haps   wisely,^  for  certain  parpoees  with 
the  counties  in  which  they  are  dtuated, 
retaining,  however,  their    independent 
Town  Coimcils  for  their  internal  and 
domestic  affairs.     Some  of  the  borghs 
in  Scotland  having    more  than  7,000 
inhabitants  are  comparatively  stagnant 
or  reactionary    burghs,    places  whidi 
have,  in  fact,  no  distinctive  indostrial 
character,  and  which  are  not  in  a  state 
of  progress ;  but  some  of  those  bnrghi 
which    have   very     nearly    7,000    in- 
habitants    are     burghs     wMch    aie 
extremely  active  and  progressive,  and 
their  populations  are  increasing  veiy 
rapidly ;  and  I  would  like  to  know  &om 
the  noble  Marquess  what  is  to  become 
of  them  when  they  shall  have  more  IhftA 
7,000  inhabitants.  Why  are  they  not  to 
have    all    the     privileges    which  ai^ 
accorded  to  burghs  o^  7,000  inhahitanti 
at  the  present  moment  ?      Sappoeing  a 
burgh  having  only  7,000  or  leas  thfixi 
7,000  inhabitants   acquires   in  two  or 
three    years'     time    a    population  of 
8,000,    9,000,    or    10,000  inhabitaata, 
with    every    indication      of     progress 
in    population    and    constitution*   Are 
they  not  to  have  the  power  of  acquiring 
the  independence  and  the  status  accorded 
to  other  burghs  wliich  would  theoio 
those  respects  be  inferior  to  them  f  The 
noble  Marquees  has  under  Clause  50,  ift 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  very  large  powen 
of  altering  and  of  giving  new  limits  ta 
co-institutions;  but  I  would  ask  ought 
not  the  burghs  themselves  to  have  9oa^ 
claim   to  a  more  perfect   oonstitaiicii^^^ 
Does  he  intend  to  seep  theae  burghs 
more  than  7,000  inhabitants  as  psit 
the  oountiea  in  future  ? 

The  Marqubss  of  LOTHIAN: 
question  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  ia 
very  wide  one.    As  the  Bill  stands  the 
is  no  power  to  do  what  he 
namely,  to  give  to  burghs  of  leas  t 
7,000  inhabitants,  but  which  are  like 
to  increase    in    population,    additi( 
powers  so  as  to.  put  them  in  the 
at   present  cf   Koyal  burghs  ot  \ 
7,000  inhabitants.    I  presiune  the 
Lord  is   referring  only  to    the..] 
burghs  ? 

Thb  Eabl  op  MINTO  :  Yes,  to 
Boyal  burgha 

Thb     Mabqubss     of      LOT] 
Then  I  would  point  out   that  7,OQ0 
the  number,  which  hias  been  fixed  by  i 
Bill  ia  oonseqaenoe  of  a  recommei 
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tion  of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Ommons    in   regard    to    the    Burgh 
and   Police    (Scotland)    Bill    of    last 
year.   They  fixed  7,000  as  the  number 
under  which    it    was    desirable     that 
boTOQghB  should   not  have  their  police 
fluuiAgement.    At  the  same  time  7,000 
is  &  very  low  number,  and  while  that 
number  has  been    adopted  as  regards 
odsting   burghs^  I  think  there  is   no 
reason  why  the  number  should  be  altered 
eren  if  the  population  increases.     In 
England  the  number  where  the  burghs 
have  their  own  police  mtuiagement  is 
fixed  at  25,000.     However,  that  is  the 
provieioQ  in   the  Bill,  and  there  is  no 
power  to  make  any  alteration  in  it  at 
present.     Of    course,    if    any    burghs 
f^ald  increase  in  wealth  and  popula- 
tion so  far  as  to  make  it  desiralue  that 
there  should  be  a  change  made  with 
regard  to  having  the  control  of  their  own 
affairs,  there  is  no  reason  whatever  why 
a  Bill  should  not  be  brought  into  Parlia- 
ment for  that  purpose. 

The  Eari.  op  MINTO:  It  would 
fsqiiire  a  special  Act. 

Thb  Marqubss  of  LOTHIAN:  No 
doubt  it  would  require  a  special  Act. 

LoBD  HAMILTON :  The  noble  Lord 
has  said,  as  I  understand,  that  this  Bill 
refers  only  to  Royal  burghs. 

Thb  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:  To 
^^al  and  Parliamentary  burghs. 

Lord  HAMILTON:  Then  I  would 
point  out  that  he  has  just  put  an  Amend- 
ment into  the  Bill  which  uses  the  words 
**aiiy  burgh."  He  does  not  say  **  any 
Boyal  burgh."  I  merely  want  to  know 
vhether  that  is  a  mistake  or  not. 

Thr  Marqurss  of  LOTHIAN :  It  is 
■Aoant  to  refer  to  Eoyal  Burghs  in  that 
c^ae,  not  to  Police  Burghb. 

loRD  HAMILTON  :  Then  I  do  not 
■nderstand  why  the  word  **  Royal"  is 
M  used  here. 

^Jms>  BALFOUR :  There  are  a  cer- 
^  number  of  burghs  which  are  not 
topi  burghs,  but  are  Parliamentary, 
M  under  this  Amendment  they  are  put 
lader  the  same  category. 

Thb  Marqurss  of  LOTHIAN  :  That 
•  •e-  The  Royal  and  Parliamentary 
mgha  are  pat  in  the  eame  category. 

OUrase  agreed  to. 

Cbuaea  9  and  10  agreed  to. 

ClsBse  11. 

Lord  HAMILTON:  On  this  clause 
■a  Amendment  which  has  been  put 


down  by  me  on  the  Paper  is  with  regard 
to  the  levying  Income  Tax.  It  is,  to 
insert  the  words — 

y  And  provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  con* 
tained  shaU  aflfect  the  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  with  respect  to  the 
appointment  of  Commissioners  for  general  par« 
poses  under  the  Property  and  Income  Tax 
Acts,  the  assessing  and  levying  of  the  Land 
Tax,  and  the  division  and  allocation  of  old 
valued  rent." 

We  have  a  very  good  system  for  that 
purpose  in  Scotland,  which  works  well 
and  economically,  and  I  am  told  that, 
without  some  Amendment  in  this  Bill, 
that  system  will  be  upset.  I  am  also 
told  that,  unless  some  means  are  taken 
for  filling  up  the  Betums  to  the  Income 
Tax  Commissioners,  we  shall  be  in  the 
happy  position  in  Scotland  of  not  paying 
Income  Tax  at  all. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 

26,  after  ("mentioned")  insert — 

(<<And  provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act 
contained  shaU  affect  the  powers  and  dudes  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Supply  with  respect  ^ 
the  appointment  of  Commissioners  for  general 
purposes  under  the  Property  and  Income  Tax 
Acts,  |the  assessing  and  levying  of  the  Land 
Tax,  and  the  division  and  allocation  of .  old 
valued  tenU"y^{The  lord  MamUton  of  DaU 

Mil.) 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  think 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
stated  answers  the  objection.  Under 
the  Bill  the  body  of  Commissioners  of 
Supply  is  kept  up  for  one  purpose  only, 
namely,  that  of  electing  members  to  the 
Council  and  this  would  give  them  other 
powers  not  contemplated  by  the  Bill. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  has  pointed 
out  that  the  powers  and  duties  are  trans- 
lerred  under  section  101,  and  therefore 
the  fears  expressed  as  to  the  non-pay 
ment  of  Income  Tax  will  not  be  veridea . 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  12. 

Thb  Earl  of  ELGIN :  My  Lords,  on 
Clause  121  confess  I  should  almost  haye 
preferred  to  take  exception  to  that 
clause  altogether,  because  it  appears  to 
me  to  be  one  of  the  blots  remaining  on 
the  Bill.  But  this  matter  was  discussed 
in  another  place,  and  the  Government 
seem  so  determined  to  stand  by  the 
arrangement  that  I  think  it  scarcely 
worth  while  to  move  an  Amendment  for 
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Jt  seems  to  me  a  strong  matter  that,  on 
4t  question  of  finance,  upon  which,  as  I 

tomted  out,  the  Sheriff  may  have  no 
nowledge,  lie  should  be  the  absolute 
firbiter  between  what  I  am  afraid  in 
$ome  oases  may  be  two  opposing  parties. 
I  think,  therefore,  there  is  a  great  deal 
io  be  said  against  the  Sheriff  voting  on 
measures  of  finance;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  noble  Earl 
proposes  to  carry  out  this  proposition  is 
not  a  very  convenient  one,  and  it  is  not 
^  very  convenient  thing  that  one  mem- 
"ber  of  a  Committee  should  be  restricted, 
.^nd  he  alone,  as  to  the  subjects  with 
which  he  is  to  deal.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  be  prepared,  therefore,  to 
support  the  noble  Eiu'l  in  that  particular 
Amendment ;  but  I  think  it  does  show 
that  the  position  of  the  Sheriff  on  the 
Finance  Committee  is  a  very  incon- 
-yenient  one. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOYLL  :  I  very  much 
agree  with  the  general  tone  of  the  obser- 
Tations  of  mynoble  Friend  who  has  just 
sat  down.     The  Sheriff  is  not  a  rate- 
payer necessarily  on  the  one  hand,  and 
•on  the  other  hand  it  would,  I  think,  be 
invidious  in  the  form  now  proposed  to 
exclude  him  from  voting  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  he  is  a  member.    I  do 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  in  the 
sug^stion  that  the  Sheriffs  have    no 
Icnowledge  in  these  votes.    I  think  they 
liave.     They    are    in     communication 
with  all  parties  in  the  county,  and  they 
have  by  virtue  of  their  of&ce  and  posi- 
-fion  a   judicial    and   impartial    mind. 
Speaking  generally  of  the  gentlemen 
wno  occupy  the  position  of  Sheriffs,  I 
feel  sure  that  they  are  weU  qualified 
and  I  should  always  be  very  glad  to 
liave  their  opinions  even  on  questions 
connected   wtth  expenditure.    I  hope, 
ijierefore,  the  Amendment  will  not  be 
-pressed. 

Lord  NAPIER  ahd  ETTRICK:  I 
would  submit  to  the  noble  Duke  that  it 
is  not  a  question  of  giving  an  opinion 
merely.  Let  the  Sheriff  retain  his  seat. 
ISe  would  be  at  liberty  to  give  his 
opinion,  he  would  be  there  as  a  member 
though  not  as  a  voter.  Up  to  the 
present  time  the  Sheriff  has  been  a 
member  of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply ; 
he  sits  there  as  I  have  often  seen  him. 
He  is  frequently  referred  to  there  by 
the  members  of  the  Commissioners* 
Body,  but  I  think  he  abstains  a  great 

I%e  JEarl  of  J^iH 


deal  from  voting.  He  is  aConsultatiTe 
officer  dnd  he  does  not  vote.  When 
there  is  the  least- stispicion  of  any  ques- 
tion of  his  beiag  afterwards  called  apon 
to  act  in  his  judicial  capacity  he  doM 
not  vote,  and  I  do  not  think  practicaDj 
he  would  vote,  at  least  in  my  ooonty, 
on  money  questions. 

The  Eabl  OF  CAMPERDOWN :  I  sin- 
cerely hope  this  Amendment  will  not  be 
agreed  to,  bisi^use  this  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  very  valuable  provision.     I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  mistaken  if  he  supposesthat 
the  Sheriff  is  not  there  acting  with  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  with  as  fuii 
powers  as  the  rest.     It  is  certainly  not 
my    experience    that    if    present   he 
abstains    from    voting.     But    if    the 
suggestion  were  carried  out   to  make 
him  merely  a  Consultative  member  and 
not  to  vote,  the  Sheriff  would  go  away 
if  he  could  not  back  up  his  opinion  by 
his  vote.    I  venture  to  think  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases,  if  there  is  to  be 
any  serious  conflict  between  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply,  the  Members  of 
the      Committee,     and    the    Electoral 
Members,  which  I  certainly  hope  will  not 
be  the  case,  that  to  have  gentlemen  of 
this  description — these  judicially  minded 
persons—  on  the  Committee  v^^ould  be  a 
most  valuable  thing,   &nd  though  the 
Sheriff  might  not,  if  he  felt  there  was  a 
pinch,  record  his  vote,  still  I  venture  to 
think  he    would   give  his    vote  upon 
broad  general  grounds,   and    really  I 
have  every  confidence  chat  if  it  comes  to 
contests,  which  I  hope  it  will  not  as  I 
have  said  before,  between  the  County 
Councillors  and  the  CommissionerB  of 
Supply,  you  could  not  put  the  dedaion 
of  any  questions  which  may  come  befofS 
the  Committee  in  safer  or  better  hands 
than  those  of  the  Sheriff  or  his  subali- 
tute.    I  hope,  therefore,  the  claoee  will 
be  adhered  to. 

Thb  Mabqttess  of  LOTELIAM  :  Hie 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elgin)  talked  of  the 
opinion!  expressed  upon  this  mattflfi 
but  I  think  he  was  mistdnn 
in  what  he  said.  What  I  recoBeel 
to  have  said  was  that  it  wn 
not  incumbent  either  upoa  the  OonaaS^ 
doners  of  Supply  or  the  OomSlJ 
Councillors  to  appoint  the  full  nonAar 
of  seven.  If  the  noble  Liord  wiU  bok 
at  the  claose  it  says,  ''  such  number  Ml 
exceeding  seven."  That  shows  Alt 
thenumbbrs^eed  not  come  up  to  seML 
It  also  states  that  six  shall  form  a  ono- 
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nm  of  the  Committee,  and  that  also 
ebowB  that  the  whole  number  need  not 
be  present.  On  the  other  hand  I  ^ar- 
ticolaily  pointed  out  what  one  object 
wMof  pot  making  the  election  of  the 
Cbmmisaioners  of  Supply  depend  upon 
the  election  by  the  Oounfjr  Oounoil.  It 
was  in  the  hope  of  keeping  them  quite 
eepazste  that  it  was  provided  the  full 
number  should  not  be  appointed  up  to 
ieyen.  I  would  also  refer  to  what  I 
•aid  as  to  the  odd  number  15  being  best. 
That  was  in  view  of  the  full  number 
being  appointed. 

ToiEABiiOFELOIN:  May  I  ask  one 
qoeation?  If  one  body  appoints  four 
members,  must  the  other  only  appoint 
ibnr? 

Ieb  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN :  No, 
the  other  body  may  appoint  seven. 

The  Eakl  of  ELGIN :  Then  the 
nombers  will  not  be  equal. 

The  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN  :  That 
is  their  own  fault.  Of  course  if  there  is 
a  very  small  number  present  there  will 
be  no  quorum. 

Th*  Babl  of  0 AMPERDO WN  :  You 
ougbt  have  this  anomalous  state  of 
things,  that  the  quorum  is  to  be  larger 
than  the  body  actually  sitting. 

Thx  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN:  One 
really  cannot  anticipate  all  the  exceed- 
ingly improbable  difficulties  which]occur 
to  noble  Lords. 

Thb  Eabl  of  OAMPEBDO  WN :  That 
i»  rather  an  important  point  I  think  if 
yon  happened  to  have  a  larger  quorum 
than  your  entire  body. 
«LoBD  WATSON:  In  that  case  it 
simply  lays  a  statutory  duty  upon  those 
two  bodies  of  electing  a  number  larger 
tiiaa  the  quomm. 

Ihb  Eabi.  of  MINTO:  I  want  to  ask 
how  the  Oommissioners  of  Supply  are 
to  be  dealt  with?  I  see  the  numbers 
are  grren,  and  in  those  numbers  the  ex 
^feio  members  are  stated.  In  the 
«maty  of  Ijanark,  which  has  been 
abaady  referred  to,  I  think  there  are  36 
«s  ^kio  Commissioners  of  Supply.  I 
think  Uie  noble  Marquess  ought  to  give 
aa  explanation  of  that,  and  state 
wfceUior  all  those  Oommissioners  are 
qaaKfied  to  yote. 

Toe  Mabqxtxss  of  LOTHIAN:  All 
tiioaawho  are  qualified  Oommissioners 
ef  Si^ly   womd  have  the  power   of 


£abi.  of  MINTO:    That  is  to 
tihe  whole  Oommission  ? 

VOL.  OOOXXXIX.  [thibd  sxribs.] 


Thb  Maboubss  of  LOTHIAN :  Yes. 
Amendment  negatived. 

Amendment  proposed,  Olause  18,  page 
11,  line  17,  to  insert  at  the  beginning 
of  the  sub- Section  the  words — 

'*  The  StAnding  Joint  (Jommittee  qhall  meet 
on  Buoh  days  Vmd  at  sach  interyaUi  as  may  be 
determined  at  the  first  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  each  year,  and."-— (7!^  £arl  of 
Elgin,) 

Thb  Earl  of  ELGIN :  According  to 
this  sub- section  no  meeting  can  be  held 
except  upon  six  days'  notice  to  be  sent 
by  registered  letter.  It  was  pointed 
out  on  the  Committee  of  the  County  to 
which  I  belong,  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Police  Ccnmittoe,  that  at  present  there 
are  statutory  fixed  sittings  of  the 
Committee,  and  that  it  would  be  incon- 
venient, to  say  the  least  of  it,  if  no 
meeting  of  the  Standing  Joint  Com- 
mittee could  be  held  except  upon  six 
days'  notice  supposing  they  were  not 
statutory  fixed  meetines.  It  is  in 
order  to  meet  that  diffictdty  that  I  have 
proposed  the  Amendment  which  stand 
in  my  name.  Of  course,  the  noble 
Marquess  might  object  to  the  words, 
and  might  prefer  to  introduce  them  in 
another  shape ;  but  I  think  it  is  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  fixed  regular 
meetings  of  the  Standing  Committee  of 
Police  at  any  rate. 

"^LoBD  BALFOUE :  Is  not  that  rather 
a  matter  of  arrangement  for  the  Com- 
mittee? If  the  Committee  wished  to 
do  so  they  could  do  it  under  such  bye- 
laws  or  standing  orders  as  they  choose 
to  adopt  for  themselves.  Notices  can  be 
sent  on  the  days  which  have  been 
previously  arranged  for. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  Sub- 
section (7)  and  insert— 

**  Capital  works  shall  include  the  erection  or 
re-building  of  buildings,  the  construction  or 
re-construction  of  roads  and  brdges,  the  con- 
struction or  extension  of  drainage  or  water 
supply  works,  and  the  acquisition  of  land,  or  of 
any  right  or  intesesc  or  servitude  5n  or  over 
land  or  water  for  the  purposes  of  any  capital 
work."— (rA«  Marquesa  of  ffuntly.) 

♦The  Maeqxtess  of  BLUNTLY: 
My  Lords,  I  have  an  Amendment  to 
omit  Sub-section  7,  and  to  insert  another 
section  in  its  place.  This  is  the  point 
which  I  called  attention  to  on  the 
Motion  for  the  Second  Beading.   Under 
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this  Bill  all  the  highways  in  Scotland 
will  in  future  be  managed.  Up  to  ^s 
time  there  were  a  number  of  Local  Acts 
■till  in  existence  in  Scotland  which  were 
not  touched  generally  by  the  Beads  and 
Bridges  Act  of  1878,  although  in  one 
direction  they  were  touched,  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  Beads  and  Bridges  Act  of 
1878  enabled  the  counties  which  enjoyed 
the  benefits  of  Local  Acts  to  have  ex- 
tended powers  of  rating.  In  most  of  the 
Local  Acts  which  I  am  aware  of,  there 
was  a  limit  fixed  to  the  rating.  In 
Aberdeen  it  was  6d.  in  the  £1,  dd.  on  the 
landlords,  and  dd.  on  the  tenants.  The 
Beads  and  Bridges  Act  extended  this 
provision,  and  Section  103  of  that  Act 
enabled  those  acting  under  it  to  exercise 
unlimited  powers  of  rating.  By  this 
Bill,  all  those  Local  Acts  are  done  away 
with,  and  although  I  deprecate  it  very 
much  for  old  associations  sake,  still,  it 
is  necessary,  no  doubt,  in  a  Bill  of  this 
sort.  You  repeal  the  provisions  with 
regard  to  the  method  of  election  of  Boad 
Trustees,  and  you  provide  in  the  first 
place  that  the  County  Councils  shall  be 
elected ;  then,  that  the  District  Com- 
mittee shall  be  formed ;  then  that  the 
District  Committee,  with  one  member 
nominated  from  the  Parochial  Board, 
shall  be  the  Board  to  manage  the 
roads  and  highways.  These  District 
Committees  elected  in  that  way  will 
have  the  entire  rating  powers  which 
the  Act  of  1878  confers.  You 
give  them  full  and  absolute  powers 
in  l!hat  direction,  and  in  Sub- section  6, 
which  has  just  been  carried,  you  say 
that  no  works  involving  capital  expendi- 
ture shall  be  carried  out  without  the 
consent  in  writing  of  the  Standing  Joint 
Committee.  Nciw  you  come  to  Sub- 
section 7,  which  defines  what  these 
capital  works  are,  and  you  find  they 
include  the  erection  and  enlargement  of 
buildings,  bridges,  and  so  on,  and  any 
large  works  the  expenditure  upon  which 
is  not  wholly  provided  ''for  out  of  the 
rates  for  the  current  financial  year. 
What  is  the  position  into  which  we  are 
now  to  be  launched  ?  Before  1878  we 
had  a  little  hold  over  these  Boad 
Trustees.  My  noble  Friend  pointed  out 
the  extravagance  which  in  some  couDties 
they  were  guilty  of ;  but  I  can  say,  from 
my  own  experience,  that  we  have  carried 
out  economically  the  system  under  which 
we  worked.  You  will  now  have  these 
works  carried  out  by  a  small  Body,  with 

Th0  MarquesB  of  Himtiejf 


one  nominee  from  the  Parochial  Boards^ 
able  to  raise  whatever  rates  they  like, 
and  able  to  carry  oat  enormoos  wcrb 
and  even  to  acquire  land.    I  do  not 
know  what  works  they  may  not  lanndi 
into.    This  is  a  very  dangerous  power 
to  give  these  District  Committees,  and 
my  proposition  is  to  leave  out  the  words 
with   regard    to    the    enlargement  of 
buildings  and  widening  of  roads,  and 
to  limit  their  powers  as  to  providing  for 
bhese  works  out  of  the  rates  for  the 
current  financial  year,    leaving  theie 
District    Committees    to    come  to  the 
Joint  Standing  Committee  if  they  really 
wish  to  get  these  capital  works  carriM 
out. 

Thb  Mabqxtess  of  LOTHIAN:  I 
concur  with  the  noble  Marquess  that 
perhaps  the  powers  given  under  this 
clause  are  too  wide,  and  therefore  I  am 
quite  willing  to  accept  the  principal 
part  of  his  Amendment.  Tne  o^y 
reason  for  including  the  enlargement  of 
buildings  and  the  widening  of  roads 
was  that  the  expenditure  upon  them 
may,  on  the  one  hand,  mean  almost 
nothing  at  all,  though,  on  the  other,  a 
large  outlay  of  capital  may  be  involved 
by  them.  With  regard  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  noble  Marquess's  Amend- 
ment, I  am  willing  to  accept  it. 

Thb  Marquess  op  HuNTLY:  U 
the  noble  Marquess  willing  to  strike  out 
from  the  words  **  water-supply  works "?^ 

The  Mabqxtess  of  LOTHIAN:  Down 
to  line  40. 

The  Earl  of  ELGIN :    Surely,  my 
Lords,  that  is  a  very  important  altera' 
tion.     As  I  understand  the  clause  as  it- 
stands  in  the  Bill,  the   matters   whkk 
come  under  the  cognizance  of  this  Joint 
Committee    are    simply  these  mattsn- 
which    are    to     be    provided    for   out 
of  borrowed   money,   and  not   matten 
which  can  be  met  out  of  the   current 
rates  of  the  year.      The  words  which 
the   noble   Marquess  now  proposes  ti> 
strike  out  are  exactly  the  words  whiA 
keep  them  to  that  matter  only.     That  it 
as  it  stands  in  the  Bill.    Beyond  that  I  d» 
not  see  that  there  is  so  much  obj'eetica 
to  be  taken  to  it;    the  District  Oooi* 
mittees    could    carry  out    any  simikr 
works  which  it  might  be  necessary  ftr 
them  to  do,  so  long  as  they  do  not  ex- 
ceed the  amounts  which    they   get  OA 
the  current  rates  of  the  year,  but  if  dl 
capital  works  are  to  come  under  these^ 
nizance  of  the  Joint  Oonunittee  I 
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tare  to  say  that  very  serious  inoon- 
fsoienoe  wfll  arise. .  XTader  these  words 
M  they  stand  now,  without  the  Amend- 
meat,  you  could  not  rebuild  a  culvert 
wxthont  oominff  to  the  standing  Joint 
Oemmittee  and  getting  their  consent. 
It  seems  to  me  the  principle  of  the 
flkoie,  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill,  is  a  cor- 
not  one.  If  I  may  make  a  suggestion 
on  the  dause,  it  would  run : — 

"Oapital  works  shall  mean  works,  the  ez* 
ptodttare  on  which  is  not  wholly  provided  for 
out  of  the  onrrent  rates  of  the  year." 

*Lou>  WATSON :  It  appears  to  me 
that  to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Eirl  would  sin.ply  import  into  this 
danse  a  new  element,  and  convert 
into  capital  expenditure  that  which  ought 
Dot^  under  any  circumstances,  to  consti- 
tate  capital  expenditure.  The  words 
are:— 

"Any  works,  the  expenditure  on  whioh  is 
not  whoDy  proyided  for  out  of  the  rates  for  the 
oment  local  financial  year." 

That  means,  according  to  my  under- 

itanding,  that  whenever  works  which 

ought  to  be  met  out  of  current  rates 

are  constructed  and  the    expenditure 

is  not  so   met,  it    shall    be    at    once 

enlarged  to  capital.    If  a  large  sum  is 

^ent  in  one  year,  on  maintenance  or 

r^Mir   of    works,     instead  of     being 

apread  oybt  three  or  four  years,  then 

ezpendituxe  which   is    chargeable    on 

owners  and  occupiers  and  is  in  no  sense 

capital,     would     be    converted     into 

capital  outlay  whioh  is  made  chargeable 

upon  landloras.    Certainly  it  appears  to 

me  that  the  words   which    the    noble 

Marquees  has  agreed  to  strike  out  ought 

never  to  have  been  in  the  Bill. 

rrn  Mabqxtxss   of   HUNTLY:    Is 

it  proposed  to  leave  in  the  words  '*  and 

any  other  works  "  ? 

Thx  Mabqusss  of  LOTHIAN  :  No ; 
omit  the  words  "  water  supply  works." 

On  Qnoation,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BOl,''  agreed  to. 

Moved  that  Cttause  IB,  as  amended,  be 
added  to  the  BiU. 

«Ibs  Eau  of  OAMPEBDOWN  :  On 
tins  question  I  desire  to  say  a  few 
VQida.  In  the  discussion  upon  other 
laatters  attacks  have  been  made  on 
base  Ooonty  Joiat  Oommittees.  I 
ftuik  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Hamilton 
TCBl  so  fmjt  aa  to  say  that  if  you 
established    anything   in    the    nature 


of  a  Joint  Committee  you  would  estab* 
lish  dass  feeling.    I  cannot  help  feeling' 
that   my     noble    Friend    must    have 
imagined  he  was  back  again  with  hi9 
constituents,  and  descanting  on  a  public 
platform  upon  all  the  woes  and  injus* 
tice,  under  which  they  labour.  I  cannot 
believe  that  when  he   used  words  of 
that  sort  he  was  really  considering  the 
Committee    which    it    is   proposed    to 
appoint    under    this    Bill,    for    if   he 
was    so    considering    it,     all    I    can 
say  is  that  I  am  afraid  he  did  not  under- 
stand what  is  contained  in  the    BilL 
For  what  is  it  ?    In  the  first  place,  you 
have  these  rates.    These  rates  are  of 
two  kinds.     One  is  to  be  paid  whoUy 
by  the  owner,  the  other  is  the  consoli- 
dated rate,  of  which  the  owners  are  to 
pay  half,  and  the  other  half  is  to  bo 
found  by  the  occupiers.    There  is  now 
a    new    body    constituted,    the    sreat 
majorilg^  of  whom  will  contribute  little 
or  nothmg  to  those  rates — namely,  per- 
sons who  have  the  Service  Franchise,  and 
those  who  have  holdings  under  £4,  for 
which  the  rates  are  commuted.    Those 
will  be  the  large  majority  of  the  rate- 
payers.     Now,   what  is  the  moderate 
proposal  which  is  put  forward  by  this 
Bill  ?    It  is  this — that  whereas  property 
is  to  contribute   three-fourths  of  the 
rates,   and  a  large  proportion  of  the 
contituenqy  are  to  be  persons  who  will 
contribute  very  little,  or  in  some  casea 
nothing  at  all,  when  it  comes  to  a  ques- 
tion of  borrowing  or  of  making  large 
outlay  on  capitiu   works,   there  is  to 
be  a  committee,  composed  one-half  of 
representatives    of    property    in    the 
county,  and  the  other  half  by  the  per- 
sons representing  these  large  constitu- 
encies, and  they  are  to  say  whether  it 
is  right  or  not  to  undertake  this  borrow- 
ing, and  to  make  this  capital  outlay. 
That   is    the    whole    proposal.      May 
I  ask,    is  it   not    the   most   ordinary 
course  to  avoid  doing  this;  and,   in  a 
sense,  would  it  not  be  utterly  ridiculous 
if  you  were  to  give  borrowing  powers 
to  a  constituency  which  we  all  agpree 
contributes  very  little  to  these  rates? 
But  when  you  talk  of  dass  feeling,  I 
cannot  imagine  any  term  which  would 
be  more  inapplicable.    These  14  men,, 
or  less  than  14  men,  whatever  their 
number  may  be,  will  all  be  persons  who 
have  the  strongest  reasons  for  wishing 
to  expend  the  money  of  the  ratepayers 
in  a  frugal  and  sensible  manner.    I 
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think,  too,  that  the  noble  Lord  has  en- 
tirely forgotten  that  when  it  is  proposed 
to  lay  out  public  money,  precautions  of 
this  kind  are  always  used.  When  a 
parish  wants  to  lay  out  money,  they 
have  to  go  and  obtain  the  consent  of 
the  Board  of  Supervision.  Take  the 
present  Koad  Boards.  When  there  is 
any  question  of  capital  expenditure, 
that  is  not  allpwed  to  be  decided 
by  the  ordinary  trustees,  but  it  is 
decided  by  the  Koad  Board,  which 
you  are  really  continuing  in  this  Bill. 
Then  if  you  consider  the  Public  Health 
provisions,  they  are  exactly  on  the  same 
basis.  In  England  you  have  to  obtain 
the  consent  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  This  course  is  invariably  fol- 
lowed, and  I  must  say  I  have  never 
seen  anything  to  justify  the  attacks  upon 
these  Joint  Committees. 

Thb  Duke  OF  MONTROSE  :  I  would 
point  out  that  there  is  no  similar  Com- 
mittee in  England  in  regard  to  capital 
expenditure. 

The  Duke  of  ABGYLL  :  Before 
this  clause  passes  I  desire  to  say  that  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  observations 
which  fell  from  my  noble  Friend  Lord 
Gamperdown.  The  great  danger  of  all 
municipal  Government  is  pecuniary  job- 
bery. It  has  been  terrible  in  the 
United  States  of  America.  Your  Lord- 
ships probably  have  no  idea  of  the 
extent  to  which  pecuniary  jobbery  has 

fone  in  the  municipalities  of  the  United 
tates.  In  New  York  it  is  not  merely 
that  there  are  corrupt  officers  of  the 
eonstituencies  ;  it  is  not  merely  that 
office-bearers  under  the  Municipality  are 
corrupt — that  is  not  the  kind  of  corrup- 
tion to  which  I  allude;  it  is  that  the 
'whole  constituencies  are  corrupt,  and 
that  thev  elect  men  on  purpose  to  per- 
petrate jobs.  I  believe  that  the  Muni- 
cipalities of  England  and  Scotland  have 
hitherto  been  on  the  whole  corrupt. 
Within  this  week  a  most  stringent  Bill 
has  been  assented  to  by  this  House 
against  popular  corruption.  Nobody 
apparently  took  any  notice  of  it.  It  was 
under  the  charge  of  Lord  Herschell.  It 
has  gone  back  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  I  suppose  it  will  pass  this 
Session.     That  Bill  provides  that  if  any 

Sublic  body  isg^ilty  of  what  is  defined  by 
le  Bill  to  be  corruption,  every  member 
of  it  should  be  considered  under  the  Act 
as  having  committed  an  offence.  I  hope, 
in  the  atmosphere  of  comparative  punty 
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which  has  existed  in  England  and  Soot- 
land,  that  our  Municipalities  will  be  as 
pure  in  the  future  as  they  have  been  in 
the  past,  but  surely  it  is  a  mattw  of  com- 
mon sense  in  establishing  a  new  8y«beim 
which  should  make  abridge  between  the 
old  and  the  new  order  of  things,  that  we 
should  secure  in  the  new  Administra- 
tion,  a  strong  element  of  those  who 
have  hitherto    conducted    the   oountj 
business  so  well  in    Scotland.    It  is 
quite  possible  that  this  enactment  which 
is  proposed  by  G-ovemment  may  be  of  a 
beneficial  character ;  it  is  quite  possible 
that  a  more  united,  a  more  homogene- 
ous system,  may  ultimately  supersede 
the  former  system  ;  but  the  question  is 
with  regard  to  the  time  now,  whether 
we  should  take  this  leap  in  the  dark 
without  any  precaution  against  pecu- 
niary corruption.     There  are  numerons 
temptations   to    corruption,     and  yon. 
ought  to  secure  with  reg^ard  to  thoee 
bodies  that  they  shall  be  free  from  that 
corruption  which    prevails    elsewhere. 
That  is  the  ground  on  which  I  support 
this  clause,  ^diough  I  quite  admit  there 
are  theoretical  objections  to  it,  on  the 
whole,  it  is  nothing  but  a  wise  precau- 
tion against  possible  evils  which  are 
widely  prevalent    at  this  moment  aU 
over  the  world.    I  do  not  know  whether 
your    Lordships'    attention    has    been 
directed  to  the   state  of    Italy.    The 
state  of  Italy  just  now  in   regard  to  its 
municipal    institutions    is,     I    believe, 
nothing  short  of  disastroue.     A.  great 
eulogism  has  been  lately  passed  by  Mr. 
Gladstone  on  the  state  of    Italy,  and, 
no  doubt,  since  the  unity  of  Itoly  has 
been  accomplished,  great  progress  has 
been  made  in  that  country  ;  but  if  we 
go  a  little  behind  that  ostensible  pro- 
gress, and  investigate  its  financial  ooo- 
dition  and  its  general  condition,  both 
municipal  and  commercial,  we  shall  find 
it  is  in  a  most  dangerous  condition.    A. 
paragraph  appeared  in  tlie  newspapers 
this  week,  I  do  not  know  what  weight 
is  to  be  attributed  to  it,  stating  that  the 
ancient  city  of  Pisa  is  absolutely  bank> 
rupt  and   unable  to  pay   its   orediton, 
and,  it  was  added,  hal^  the  cities  of 
Southern  Italy  are  in  the   same  ooiifi- 
tion.     What   has  that  resulted  fiomP 
It  has  resulted  to  some  ex:tent,  no  doubt, 
from  keeping  up  an  enormous  Amy 
and  an  enormous  r^avy ;  but  besidee  the 
Imperial  taxes  there  are  the  Gommmv 
taxes,  and  they  are,  I   understand*  the 
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moit  oppressive  of  alL  We  ought  not, 
I  think,  to  giye  unlimited  powers  of 
taxation  to  any  public  body,  without 
taking  such  precautions  as  wisdom 
roggeets,  to  maintain  the  comparative 
administrative  purity  which  has  hither- 
to existed  locally  in  this  country. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ELGIN :  I  should  like 

to  say  in  regard  to  this  matter  that 

altkongh  the  noble  Duke  has  given  us 

illostrations    from  America    and  from 
Italy,  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
those  illustrations  exactly  meet  our  ob- 
jections to  this  clause  in  the  measure 
now  before  the  House ;  because  he  has 
at  the  same    time    admitted    that  in 
England  and  Scotland  we  are   able  to 
boast,    at  any    rate,  of  a  comparative 
abaenoe  of  corruption  in  regard  to  local 
finances.      What  I  should  venture   to 
think  is  the  real  ground  of  objection 
taken  to  this  clause,  and  I  think  it  is 
the  feeling    prevalent    in  Scotland,  is 
that  the  restrictions  which  are  put  on 
Ixcal   Government  in  counties  by  the 
jnstitotion  of  these  Joint  Committees 
is  a  restriction  which  is  not  found  in  the 
aixnilar  measure  with  regard  to  Local 
Qovemmen^in  England,  nor,  as  matters 
stand  in   the   great  cities  of  Scotland, 
and  which  will  be  the  position    next 
year,    when    these  local     bodies   will 
meet.    I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  no  Town  Council  is  subject  to  any 
check  of  this  kind  in  the  management 
of  its  finances,  nor  are  the  large  cities 
snbject  to  checks  of  the  kind  which  are 
uitroduoed  by  this  clause  in  the  matter 
of  their  Police.     If  we  are  to  accept  the 
^w  of  the  noble  Duke  that  the  Govern- 
ment look    upon  this  Bill  merely  as  a 
DTOvinonal    matter,  and  that  we  may 
look  forward  at    some    date,  perhaps, 
not  far  distant,  to  the  abandonment  of 
^Mse  provisions,   and  that  the  County 
Oouncil  will  then  be  entrusted  with  the 
faQ  management  of  their  own  concerns, 
oar  objections    with    regard  to    these 
cHinsee  might  be  very  materially  modi- 
fied.   But    I    do    say,   as    the  matter 
•taada,  this  clause  does  introduce  what 
I  vaature    to    call   a  change  in    local 
iflUxi,  because  it  introduces  a  feeling 
of  aospieioii  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
went,  who  hare  in  so  many  wavs  consul- 
ted the  wishes  of  the  people  ox  Scotland 
•i  to  the  extent  to  which  they  are  to  be 
tmsted  with  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs* 


*LoBD  BALFOUK :  I  shall  not  detain 
the  Committee  more  than  a  few  mo- 
ments, and  I  should  not  have  risen  at 
all,  but  for  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last.  He  seemed  to 
make  it  a  special  grievance  that  in  this 
particular  matter  the  people  of  Scotland 
are  less  trusted  than  were  the  people 
of  England  in^the  Act  which  was  passed 
with  regard  to  Local  Government  last 
year.  As  I  am  somewhat  familiar  with 
that  Act,  I  may  be,  perhaps,  permitted 
to  point  out  that  the  conditions  are  not 
quite  the  same.  In  the  first  place^ 
though  not  the  most  important  matter, 
there  are  no  Aldermen  in  Scotland 
as  in  England,  and  there  are  not 
any,  therefore,  proposed  to  be  created 
under  this  BiU.  It  was  suggested 
in  England  that  maintaining  the 
Aldermen  would  have  a  steadying 
effect  on  the  Town  Councils.  But 
that  is  not  the  chief  reason  why  I 
object  to  the  parallel.  I  object  to  it  on 
account  of  the  differences  between  the 
two  countries  as  regards  the  incidence 
of  rating.  In  England  the  occupier 
pays  the  county  rates ;  in  Scotland  the 
rates  are  to  be  divided  between  the  owner 
and  the  occupier  except  in  the  case  of 
the  stereotyped  rate.  That  does  not 
mean  that  the  rate  is  divided  equally, 
say,  4d.  in  the  £1  upon  one,  and  4d.  in 
the  £l  on  the  other.  It  means  that  if 
£2,000  has  to  be  raised,  the  owners 
must  find  £1,000  and  the  occupier 
£1,000.  It  seems  to  me  that  that 
being  so,  any  temptation  should  be  re- 
moved from  the  occupier  to  unduly  rate 
the  owner  for  his  Otvn  advantage.  The 
occupier,  if  he  finds  the  rates  heavy, 
may  move  away,  after  he  has  burdened 
the  owner's  property  in  the  district  in 
which  he  lives,  but  the  owner  must 
stay.  The  owner  is  fixed,  to  a  certain 
extent,  where  he  is,  and  he  will  have  to 
pay  the  burden  imposed  upon  him  by 
the  vote  of  the  occupier.  There  is  a 
further  point  to  which  1  would  call  atten- 
tion. I  venture  to  think  your  Lordships 
will  agree  that,  at  any  rate  in  the  last 
resort,  it  is  the  owner  who  pays  the 
rates.  The  occupier,  when  he  goes 
from  one  place  to  another,  naturally 
takes  into  consideration  the  rating  as 
well  as  the  rent  which  he  will  have  to 
pay.  If  the  rating  is  less  heavy  he  can 
afford  to  pay  a  larger  rent,  but  if  the 
rating  is  heavier  than  he  has  been 
accu^med  to  pay,  he  will  only  be  able 
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to  offer  a  smaller  amount  of  rent. 
I  venture  to  think  it  is  really  not  a 
mistrust  of  the  people  of  Sootland, 
but  a  simple  and  ordinary  business-like 
precaution  which  is  imposed,  and  what- 
ever noble  Lords  opposite  may  say,  it 
has  really  a  much  larger  amount  of 
sympathy  than  they  would  appear  to 
milke  out  among  the  constituencies  of 
Scotland.  I  almost  owe  the  House  an 
apoloffy  for  intruding  at  this  stage,  but 
I  do  &ink  that  the  attempt  to  draw  a 
parallel  between  the  two  cases  will  not 
hold  water  for  a  moment. 

Thb  Eabl  op  MINTO  :  Ido  not  like 
to  allow  this  subject  to  pass  away  from 
your  Lordships'  consideration  entirely 
without  giving  a  short  expression  to  my 
opinion  upon  it.  That  opinion  substan- 
tially coincides  with  the  opinion  which 
has  already  been  expressed  by  my  noble 
Friend  below  me.  Although  I  perhaps 
would  not  have  used  quite  as  strong 
lauguage  in  speaking  on  the  subject  as 
he  did,  I  fully  concur  in  the  opinion 
which  has  been  so  warmly  expressed  by 
the  noble  Duke  and  others  that  it  is 
desirable  control  should  be  extended  in 
eome  matters  over  the  local  expenditure 
and  borrowing  powers  of  the  new 
Oouncils,  which  are  now  being  called 
into  existence,  especially  in  the  incep- 
tion of  their  authority.  I  am  inclined 
to  regret  that  this  control  has  been  de- 
posited in  the  hands  of  a  different  class 
belonging  to  the  same  community ;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  that  authority  will 
be  the  less  exercised — I  trust  it  will  even 
be  exercised  with  sympathy  for  the 
large  portion  of  the  community.  Still, 
there  does  appear  to  me  to  be  something 
rather  obnoxious  in  the  principle. 
It  is  like  setting  one  class  of  the  com- 
munity as  a  controlling  body  over  an- 
other, and  1  think  in  Scotland  there 
will  be  some  feeling  on  the  subject, 
which  I  hope  will  not  be  a  durable  or  a 
strong  one.  I  should  have  been  satis- 
fied myself  if  the  control  over  capital 
expenditure  and  borrowine  powers  had 
been  deposited  with  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  alone. 

Clause  18,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Glauses    19  to    26    agreed  to,   with 
Amendments. 

Clause  27. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  :  In 
the  absence  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  I  rise  to 

Zord  Balfour 


propose  the  proviso  which  stands  in 
his  name.  The  reason  of  this  Amend* 
ment  is  that  in  certain  counties  whan 
works  entailing  large  expenditure  have 
been  carried  out,  in  certain  cases  it  has 
been  done  by  extra  assessment  instead 
of  by  boiTowing,  and  under  the 
arrangements  of  this  Bill  it  will  be 
necessary  to  calculate  what  was  the 
''average  rate"  (those  are  the  words 
of  the  Bill)  paid  by  the  owners  daring 
the  last  10  years.  In  cases  of  this  soit 
it  is  obvious  that  the  average  rate  of 
owners  will  be  much  higher  tiian  it 
would  have  been  if  the  expenditure  had 
been  defrayed  in  the  oxdinary  way— 
namely,  partly  by  rate  and  partly  by 
borrowing.  The  object  of  the  Amend* 
ment  is  to  provide  that  in  cases  of  this 
sort  the  Sheriff  shall  use  his  discretion 
and  decide  how  much  of  this  expendi- 
ture should  be  provided  in  the  ordinaij 
way. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line 
81,  after  "rate,"  add— 

'*  Provided  further  that  where  sa^  bnoflh 
of  expenditare,  or  any  part  thereof,  has  been 
provided  for  by  asaeesments  iDstead  of  by  bor* 
rowing,  the  Sheriff  shall  include  in  ttie  aTer» 
age  rate  such  proportion  only  of  those  ^mm 
menta  as,  in  his  opinion,  would  have  bemleriad 
if  the  sums  necessary  to  meet  such  ezpenditae 
had  been  raised  by  borrowing."— (  TAtf  Earl  rf 
Camperdown,) 

The  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN :  I  admit 
at  first  sight  there  appears  to  be  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  this  Amendment, 
but  I  would  ask  your  Lordships  to  eon* 
sider  that  the  proposal  under  the  BiU« 
as  it  now  stands,  is  purely  in  the  nature 
of  a  compromise  under  the  Bill  as  it 
was  first  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  was  at  first  no  provision 
in  the  Bill  applying  to  cases  of  this  sent 
It  was  proposed  in  the  other  Souse  that 
these  rates  should  be  exempted  alto- 
gether from  the  stereotyped  rate,  and 
wis  Bill,  as  it  stands,  is  the  result  of  a 
compromise  on  this  quf  stion.     I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  further  to  ooneidsr 
that  in  rating  for  expenditure  year  by 
year  there  are  very  few  counties  (I  am 
not  sure  that  there  is  more  than  one) 
who  have  considered  that  the  expendi* 
ture  is  expenditure  which  ou^ht  to  fidi 
upon  the  rate  of  the  year.      In  addiaft 
to  the  rates  year  by  year  for  any  capital 
expenditure  they  have  thought  that  it 
was  a  proper  yearly  expenditure  and  it 
was  done  entirely  by  their  own  aotioB 
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Aere  was  no  force  apon  them,  and  if 
tbj  thought  that  they  would  do  better 
bybonowing  money  and  paying  it  by 
iBstalmentSy  they  would  have  done  so ; 
but  they  thought  it  right  in  their  own 
htenste  that  the  capital  expenditure 
cboold  be  put  upon  the  rates  of  the 
«UT6nt  year.    Apart  from  that  I  see  a 
pnedcal  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.    It  is  pro- 
posed that  the  Sheriff  shall  include  in 
the  arerage  rate  such  proportion  only 
of  those  assessments  as  in  his  opinion 
would  have  been  levied  if  the  sums 
aeceisary  to  meet  such  expenditure  had 
been  raised  by  borrowing.     Does  it  not 
oooar  to  the  noble  Lord  that  that  is  an 
almost  impossible  duty  to  throw  upon 
the  8heri£f  ?    Ton  would  have  no  data 
to  go  upon  by  which  to  judge  accurately 
what  the  proportion  should  be.  I  would 
like  the  noble  Earl  to  suggest  any  way 
by  which  the  Sheriff  could  come  to  a 
jost  decision.     For  these  reasons,  first, 
that  I  do  not    think    it  is  expedient 
that  the   expenditure  which   has  been 
made  out  of  the  annual  rate  of  the  county 
should  be  deducted  from  the  stereotyped 
tate;  and,  secondly,  because    I    l^nk 
that  if  such  a  proposal  were  carried  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Sheriff  to 
carry  out  the  duties  imposed  upon  him, 
I  do  not  propose  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment oi  the  noble  Lord. 

Tmi  Earl  of   CAMPERDOWN:  I 
admit  there  is  some  force  in  the  second 
reason  that    the  noble  Lord  has   just 
given  ;  but  with  regard  to  the  first,  I  do 
aot  think  he  meets  the  case  at  all,  and 
after  all  that  is  much  the  most  important 
of  tiie  two.     The  case  which  Lord  Aber- 
deen puts  is  this.    Take  the  case  of  a 
county  which  fbr  reasons  best  known  to 
itwlf^  thought  it  was  better,  having  cer- 
tain capitd  expenditure  to    make,   to 
make  that  by  paying  the  money  down  at 
once,  instead   of  by    borrowing.     The 
aoble  Lord  says :  then  they  determined 
that  that  ooorse  was  for  their  own  in> 
tereat.    Yee ;  but  they  did  not  see  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  going  by  this  Bill  to 
stereotype     rates   against    the    owners 
which  would  tell  against  them  for  all 
time  to  oome.     The  noble  Lord  will  re- 
mernb^  that   this   formality  which  he 
propoees  in  this  Bill  is  without  any  pre- 
eedeat  whateoever.    The  reason  for  it 
we  aU  know  ia  that  hitherto  these  rates 
kave  been  borne  entirely  by  the  owners, 
wheveas  now  they  are  to  be   divided 


between  the  owners  and  occupiers.  ISiere 
has  never  been  anything  like  this  pro- 
posal in  Local  Oovemment  Acts  or  any- 
thing else.    You  say  the  Sheriff  shful 
calculate  what  these  rates  have  been 
during  the  last  10  years,  and  upon  that 
he  shall  base  a  charge  for  all  time  to 
come;    When  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
this  is  a  most  difficult  task  to  impose 
upon  the  Sheriff,  I  merely  reply  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  already  set  the  Sheriff  a 
task  which  is  nearly  equal  in  difficulty. 
The  whole  arrangement  is  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  character,  and  more- 
over the  ratepayers  of  the    county,  if 
they  had  foreseen  that  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  were  going  to  oome  into  force, 
would  never  have  adopted  that  form  of 
paying  the  capital  expenditure.     That 
is  the  case  as  it  appears  to  me  for  Lord 
Aberdeen's  Amendment,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  what  the  noble  Lord  has  said 
is  no  answer  to  that  case  at  all. 
♦LoED    BALFOUR:    The    duty  cast 
upon  the  Sheriff  by  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
will  surely  not  be    much   more   than 
putting  into  practice  some  very  simple 
rules  of    arithmetic.    By  the  Amend- 
ment a  large  amount  of  what  would  be 
conjecture  is  imported  into  this  matter. 
I  have   not  heard  the  exact    amount 
which  is  supposed  to  be  involved,  but 
as  far  as  I  know,  in  any  county  which  is 
interested  in  this  matter  it  is  only  a  very 
small  amount.     I  have  heard  it  put  for 
one  county,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  the 
county  which  is  most  affected,  Benfrew, 
and  in  that  case  I  believe  the  utmost  that 
is  involved  is  ^d.  in  the  £1.1  speak  from 
good  information,  but  I  do  not  put  it 
forward  absolutely.      I  believe  there  is 
another  objection  to  it,   that  the  real 
object  of  stereotyping  has  been  to  pre- 
vent   any   burden   which  has  hitherto 
been  fully  borne  by  owners  being  trans- 
ferred   to   the   occupiers ;   but  in  any 
possible  reading  of  this  Amendment,  if 
put  into  the  Bill,  the  first  effect  of  it 
would  be— I  admit  to  a  very  small  ex- 
tent, but  to  some  extent — to  put  a  burden 
on  the  occupier  next  year  and  in  subse- 
quent years  which  has  hitherto,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  as  a  matter  of  practice  been 
borne  by  the  owner.     On  this  account  I 
think  it  would  be  imdesirable  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  I 
will  not  press  the  Amendment  at  this 
present  stage,  but  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  noble  !^rd  to  consider  this  mattw 
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before  Beport.  The  noble  Lord  said 
just  now  that  hitherto  this  rate  has  been 
borne  by  the  owner,  and,  therefore,  he 
should  not  like  to  make  any  change. 
You  are  doing  a  great  deal  more  than 
that,  you  are  saying  that  because  a 
county  has  acted  for  prudence  sake  in  a 
particular  way,  therefore  the  owners  are 
to  be  fined  to  that  extent.  I  do  not 
know  what  county  Lord  Aberdeen  may 
have  in  riew,  but  there  are  two  or  three 
counties  in  which  they  have  actually 
levied  rates — I  know  in  Forfarshire 
there  is  a  balance  actually  in  hand 
of  £2,000  at  this  moment,  which  has 
been  levied  by  rates.  If  that  money  is  not 
expended  in  some  way  the  result  will 
be  that  for  all  time  to  come  there  will 
be  an  additional  charge  upon  all  owners 
in  that  county.  There  is  the  same 
thing  in  Renfrew  and  in  Linlithgow 
and  other  countries.  I  quite  admit 
that  we  must,  do  everything  we  can  to 
prevent  anything  falling  upon  occupiers 
which  has  hitherto  been  borne  by 
owners,  but  there  is  an  equal  duty  to 

Erevent  the  owner  having  burdens  which 
e  would  certainly  not  have  taken  upon 
himself  if  he  could  have  foreseen  that 
this  Act  was  going  to  come  into  force. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
consider  this  matter  before  Report. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  not  carried  into  efiPect  unless 
the  clause  is  rectified  in  this  particular. 
There  is  no  reason  why  you  should 
deduct  rates  which  have  been  expended 
upon  public  property  if  borrowed  and 
not  deduct  also  the  same  rates  when, 
instead  of  being  borrowed,  they  have 
been  paid  by  the  ratepayers.  I  cannot 
conceive  any  difficulty  in  ascertaining 
the  sum,  and  as  regards  the  amount  It 
would  be  simply  a  matter  of  calculation, 
because  the  sums  are  usually  borrowed 
for  so  many  years,  and  the  Sheriff  will 
have  nothing  to  do  but  to  ascertain  the 
amounts  to  be  levied  in  this  particular 
manner  and  to  calculate  when  upon  the 
usual  rate  of  borrowing  they  would  have 
to  be  repaid. 

The  Marqtjess  op  LOTHIAN  :  Al- 
though I  still  adhere  to  the  opinion  I 
have  expressed,  I  cannot  resist  the 
request  that  I  should  at  least  consider 
this  question  before  Report.  I  will  do 
80,  and  will  be  very  glad  to  have  any 
suggestions  that  noble  Lords  may  make 
upon  the  subject. 

I%s  Earl  of  Campardown 


*Thb  Mabqttbss  of  HUNTLY  :  As  the 
noble  Marquess  is  so  congenial  I  veotare 
to  hope  that  he  will  recognise  that  the 
principle  that  is  embodied  in  thisdnus, 
or,  as  I  think  he  called  it,  the  anange- 
ment  that  had  been  come  to,  the  com- 
promise, is  a  very  good  one.   The  ohieol 
of  my  Amendment  is  to  fix  some  date 
at  which  it  will  terminate.    As  I  caught 
the  expression  of  the  noble  Lord  {\mA 
Balfour)   he   said   that  this  rate  was 
really     a      matter     of     arrangemeat 
between  the  owner  and   the  occupier. 
The    effect    of    this    dause    will    be 
that  for  ever  and  for  ever  the  estate  ol 
an  owner  will  be  practically  mortgaged 
with    this     average    rate ;   it  wul  be 
stereotyped    upon    his    property;    the 
Sheriff  under    Sub-section  (1)  will  fix 
the  10  years'  average  that  the  owner 
will  have   to  pay  in  consideration  of 
this  rate,  and   this  average  rate  will 
be     absolutely    fixed    and    for    ever 
stereotyped  upon  his  estate.     According 
to  Sub- section  3  the  demand  note  wiB 
state  the  average  rate  and  the  incre- 
ment  thereof,   that  is — the    increment 
which  is  to  be  demanded  by  the   tax 
collector  is  to  be  paid  equally  by  the 
owners  and  occupiers.     If  we  acknow- 
ledge that  sooner  or  later  these  rates 
do  come  to  be  a  question  of  arrang^ement 
between   the   owner  and  the  oooupiery 
why  do  we  not  fix  a  term  at  which  the 
arrangement  under  this  Bill  will  come 
to  an  end.    In  Scotland  the  ueoal  term 
is  the  19  years'  lease.    I  have  propose! 
to  take  10  years  as  the  term  of  ending. 
I  would  remind  the   House  also  that 
every  other  rate  in  the  Bill  is  proposed 
to  be  paid  equally  by  the  occupiers  and 
the  owners — the  road  rate,  the  sanitary 
rate,  the  public  health  rate.     Yet  you 
are  going  to  stereotype  for  ever  and  ever 
the  owners  of  the  property  with  this 
rate. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  am 
afraid  the  noble  Marquess  will  not  find 
me  in  the  conciliatory  mood  to  which  he 
ref  errd  at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks. 
I  can  understand  noble  Lords' 
objection  to  stereotyped  rates,  and 
that  is  an  objection  which  will  probably 
be  felt  by  a  very  great  many  ownen 
throughout  Scotland.  At  the  same  timet 
the  provision  that  there  should  be  a 
stereotyyed  rate  upon  owners  ia  one 
that  has  been  most  carefully  conaideredy 
and  it  is  part  of  the  Bill,  and  to  aoosflt 
the  noble  Marquess's  propoaal  would  be 
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to  alter  one  of  the  main  parts  of  the 
W,  80  far  as  the  rates  are  ooncemed. 
Under  the  Bill  it  is  proposed  that  this 
stereotypiiig  should  be,   as   the  noble 
Marquess  has  said,  perpetual.    It  is  a 
nts  which  will  be  under  the  Act,  when 
It  beeomes  an  Act,  a  perpetual  obliga- 
tion upon  the  owners,  although  I  under- 
stand that  this  proposal  of  the  noble 
tfarquess  is  that  there  should  be  a  re- 
Tifiion  after  10  years.    I  would  put  it  to 
the  noble  Marquess  that  if  the  principle 
is  Bound  it  is  much  better  to  enact  it 
once  and  for    all,    because    if    there 
was  any  prospect   of  any    such   reVi- 
non  either    of    the    amount    of  the 
stereotyped  rate,  or  the  abolition  of  the 
stereotyped    rate    altogether,   it  would 
neeeesarily  create  an  indefiniteness  in 
tlie  stereotyped  rate,   which  would  be 
unfortunate  in  the  interests  both  of  the 
owners  and  the  occupiers.     I  think  it 
much  better,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
that  the  stereotyped  rate  should  remain 
a  fixture,  although  I  quite  understand 
the  disinclination  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  others  to  having  a  stereotyped  rate 
on  the  property.    The  only  indefinite- 
ness now  is   the    increase  above    the 
stereotyped  rate  which  would  be  put 
ttpon  owners  by  the  action  of  the  County 
Cbnncil.  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
*Thi  Marquess  op  BLUNTLY :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  this  has 
<><icurred  to  him :  Suppose  this  average 
ntBiB  fixed  upon  a  county  at  the  present 
rateable  value,  and  suppose  the  rateable 
value  of  that  county  were  to  increase 
snormoufily ;  the  rates  would  be  fixed 
then,  without  any  power  of  increasing  or 
ftltednff  that  rate.     I  think  the  County 
CouBfluf  of  Lanark,  at  any  rate,  would 
not  know  what  to  do. 
♦LoBD  BALFOUR:  If  the    rateable 
▼slue  increases,    there    will  be  a  less 
amount  per    £1  required.    Therefore, 
if  the  rateable  value  increases,  the  whole 
pcsaent  rate  will  not  be  required,  and 
the  owner  will  get  the  benefit. 
♦Ihi   Makquxss    of    HUNTLY:    I 
*iU  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Tbr  Eabis  of  ELGIN :  The  object  of 
die  Amendment,  of  which  I  have  given 
'~i,  is  to  deal  with  the  case  of  de- 
portions  of  a  county  in  which 
might  be  a  difference  between  the 
rate  as  between  the  county 
which  it  is  detached,  and  that 
hft  wkidi   it  is  attached;    but,    as  I 


understand  that  the  noble  Lord  has  not* 
had  time  to  consider  this  Amendment, 
perhaps  he  would  consider  it    before- 
Beport. 

Thb  Mabqukss  of  LOTHIAN:  It 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  necessary, 
but  I  prefer  to  consider  it  on  Report,  aS' 
I  have  not  yet  seen  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  28. 
♦ThbMarqtjessofTWEEDDALE:  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name  is  to  confer  on  Corporations- 
representation  in  consideration  of  con* 
tribution  to  local  rates.     As  the  law 
stands  at  present,  Corporations,  such  as 
Railway    Companies    and    others,    are- 
entitled  to  very  substantial  representa- 
tion   on     all    the    Local    Boards    of 
Scotland.     Under    the     present     Bill 
this    representation     is    denied    them^ 
altogether.     I  frankly  admit  that  I  do 
not  anticipate  a  very  hearty  reception^ 
to   this    Amendment    from    the    noble 
Marquess,  but  having  in  consideration 
the  fact  that  the  contribution  of  the 
Railway  Companies  amount  to  £200,000^ 
a  year,   and   the    fact    that    in   many 
counties  they  are  the  largest  ratepayers, 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  will  not  deny 
that  they  have  a  very  large  interest  in 
the  proper  collection  of  rates,    and  in. 
the    efficient    disposal    of  them.     The- 
representation  which  I  ask  for  them  is  a 
very    small    one    indeed,    but  it  doee 
recognise  a  principle  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  departed  from  in  this  Bill-^ 
the  principle  that  where  rates  are  paid 
representation  should  go  hand  in  hand, 
with  them.     At  any  rate  I  shall  ask  my 
noble  Friend  if  he  will  explain  on  what 
ground,   on  what  principle  the  repre- 
sentation is  altogether  denied  to  these 
bodies  who,  as  I  have  said,  contribute 
so  largely  to  the  local  rates  in  Scotland.. 

Amendment    moved,     in    page    21^ 
line  10,  after  "county  elector"  add — 

*'  And  every  company  or  corporation  owning 
or  occupying  prepay  shall  be  entitled  to  have  - 
the  name  of  their  chairman  or  secretary  or 
oUier  official  placed  on  this  sapplementary 
register  and  that  he  be  thereby  constituted  a 
county  elector."— (TAtf  Marquess  of  TwesddaU.) 

Thb  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:   In. 
answer  to  the  last  question  of  the  noble^ 
Marquess,  I  think  the  burden  of  proof 
rather  rests  upon  him  than  upon  me*. 
He  asks  that  I  diould  consent  to  put  a 
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<mtBxa  positioD,  under  this  Bill,  upon 
penonB  who  do  not  otherwise  have  it 
"imder   the   Bill,    and    which   position 
-would  be  entirely  exceptional.     I  do 
not   quite   understand   the   objeet   of 
the     noble     Marquess    unless    it    is 
-this,    that    in     every    district     there 
^should  be  some  direct  representation  of 
MK)me    Oorporation,    or    the    particular 
'Oorporations,  if  I  may  say  so,   which 
he   represents — namely,    the  Hallway 
Oompanies,  as  the  direct  representation 
•of  the  parish  in  every  electoral  district. 
In  the  first  place,  I  should  say  that  one 
fiingle  voter  in  each  electoral  district 
would  not  probably  make  very  much 
difference  one  way  or  the  other  to  the 
interests  of  a  great  company  such  as 
that  which  the  noble  Marquess  repre- 
-aents.     On  the  other  hand,  if  there  was 
special  representation  g^ven  to  the  in- 
terest he  represents  it  would  be  goine, 
vas  I  said  just  oow,  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  for  the  electorate  is  based 
upon  the  Paliamentary  register,    and 
you  will    have    to    introduce    another 
register  to  meet  the  proposal   of  the 
noble  Marquess.     But  if  the  object  is  to 
'have    direct   representation    upon    the 
Oounty  Oounoil,  then,  of  course,  there 
•oomes  a  rather  more  important  question. 
But  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  con- 
.aider  this — that  it  is  not  only  the  very 
larffe  Oorporations  which  would  come 
under  such  a  clause  as  that  which  he 
proposes,  but  Oorporations  of  all  sizes, 
very  large  and  important  Corporations 
wotdd  be  represented ;  but,  if  so,  even 
email    and    unimportant    Corporations 
would    have    to    be  represented    also, 
and  the  question  of  gradation  between 
the    large     and     small    Oorporations 
would  be  quite  inconsistent   with   the 
existing   principles    both   of    Imperial 
and    local    representation.     I    do    not 
think  the  noble  Marquess  need  be  very 
much  alarmed  as  to  want  of  representa- 
tion, because  surely  in    the   cases  of 
-Corporations  such  as  that  he  represents 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  finding 
nroper  representatives  in  every  district 
tnr  the  County  Council.    In  his  own 
county  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  noble 
Marquess,   as   Chairman  of  the  Com- 
pany,    would  easily  find  a  seat  upon 
Uie    County     Council,    as    indeed    I 
hope  he  wUl.     However,  I  should  say 
ihat  there  will   be  no  difficulty  whyat- 
•ever    in    any    district.     That   remark 
*«rould  refer  not  only  to  such  an  interest 


as  that  of  a  Bailway  Oompaaj,  batof 
aU  other  Oorporations  of  a  large  aadim- 
portant  deenription.  I  think  what  tibe 
noble  Marquess  aaks  me  to  do  is  to  in* 
troduoe  a  new  principle  into  the  BilL 
altogether,  and  one  which  I  do  not  think 
the  object  which  he  would  seek  to  ob- 
tain would  justify  me  in  agreeing  to, 
and  therefore  I  am  afraid  that  in  duB 
case  I  must  also  decline  to  accept  Ut 
Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Hoose) 
withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  29  to  39  agreed  to. 

Clause  40. 

Thb  Earl  of   CAMPEEDOWN:  I 
beg  to  move  the  omission  of  this  danae. 
I  may  explain  to  your  Lordships  veiy 
briefly  the  history  of  these  two  parishsB, 
which  rejoice  in  the  names  of  Oomlw^ 
nauld    and    Kirkintilloch.      They  be- 
longed, some  time  ago,  to  a  noble  Lord, 
and  I  think  it  suited  him  that  those 
parishes  should  be  comprised  within  the 
County  of  Dumbarton,  and  he  arranged 
accordingly ;    and  these  two  parishee, 
although  they  are  not  adjaoent  to  the 
County  of  Dumbarton,  and  are  sepaiated 
from  it,  were,  and  still  are — for  all  pw* 
poposes  except  that  of  roads— pari  of 
the  County  of  Dumbarton.     When  tiw 
Boad  Act  of  1878  was  passed  no  speau 
arrangement  was  made  with  reference  to 
these  parishes,  and,  in  pursuance  of  the 
terms  of  the  Act,  it  came  to  pass  that 
the  County  of  Stirling— of  which  these 
two  are  tihe  largest  pariahes — ^beoaoe 
the  county  to  which,  for  road  manage* 
ment,  they  belonged.    In  oonaequeoce  d 
that  arrangement,  the  County  of  Stiriiag 
has  made  a  road  district  of  which,  I  be- 
lieve,  these  parishes  form  more  than  a 
half.    A  good  deal  of  ezpenditore  has 
fallen  upon  the  county  in  oonsequsMS. 
This  Bul  proposes  to  take  these  two 
parishes,  and  to  take  them  out  of  tka 
County  of  Stirling,  in  which  they  havt 
been  for  the  last  10  years,  and  to^ 
them  into  the  County  of  Dumbarton.  ^ 
that  arrangement  the  County  of  Stidiaf 
strongly  otnects.    With  regard  to  te 
merits  of  the   case,  I  do  not  wish  t9 
say  anything,  but  the  case  which  I  baift 
to  present  to  the  House  is  this,  tbathf 
the  clauses  which  oome  a  little  later  v 
the  Bill  theOovemment  is  estabhahh^ 
Boundary  Conmussioiiers,  whose  do^ 
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it  is  to  oonsider  and  to  settle  questions 
of  this  very  sort,  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  qneetion  which  is  contained  in 
Olanie  40  is  exactly  one  of  the  questions 
vUah  the  Boundary  Oommissioners  are 
a|»pointed   to  settle.    The  Oounty   of 
Stmmg  complains  very  bitterly  that  it 
has  not  been  heard  on  this  Bill.     It 
Bsys  that  the  clause  was    not  in    the 
BOl  originally,  and  at  a  comparatively 
late  stage  in  the  progress  through  the 
House  of  Commons  the  clause  was  in- 
serted, and  the  County  of  Stirling  against 
whose  interest  it  militates  had  no  op- 
porbonxty  of  stating  their  case  against 
the  dause.     I  do  not  think  I  need  say 
anything  further.     Perhaps  there  is  one 
ime  remark  I  ought  to  make.    Sup- 
pose that  this  clause  is  struck  out  of 
tbo  BiU^  it  is  represented  (and  I  think  this 
if  tiie  strongest  argument  that  can  be 
prodnoed  against  me)  that  these  two 
psriahes,  which    are  now  part  of  the 
Oonnty  of  Stirling  for  roads  only,  and 
in  part    of    the    County    of    Dum- 
harton  for  health  and  all  other    pur- 

C\,     will     become     part      of     the 
ty  of    Stirling    for   all  purposes. 
I  admit  that  that  appears  to  be  some- 
thing of  a  case  against  me,  but  I  would 
point  out  that  Uie    only  effect  really 
▼oold  be  this,  that  it  would  make  it 
h&nerative  for  you  to  delay  this  clause, 
ma  imperative  upon  the  Commissioners 
0  settle  and  decide  this  question,  and 
tiiat  is  exactly  what  I  think  ought  to  be 
done,  and  exactly  what  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  lays  down  as  the  duty  of  the 
Commissioners. 

'Ihb  Dxnu  or  MONTROSE :  I  rise  to 
•Vport  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Xctd  I  may  say  I  live  in  Stirlingshire, 
4Bid  am  conversant  with  county  business, 
ttd  know  how  detrimental  it  will  be 
to  the  Oounty  if  these  two  Parishes  are 
Wran  away  too  summarily  by  Act  of 
Bufiament.  I  do  not  suppose  for  a 
Mnent  that  Stirlingshire  wishes  to  re- 
tela  these  two  Counties  if  it  is  con- 
advisable  that  they  should  be 
over  to  Dumbartonshire,  but 
are  financial  questions  of  con- 
JJHewiMu  importance,  and,  besides,  there 
Mfe  aaveral  other  parishes  in  the  Oounty 
li  ftivling  which  are  more  or  less  on 
ha  flame  lootiD^  as  those  two,  and  it  is 
reasons  that  the  county  con- 
that  the  question  should  be  de- 
bj  the  C)ounty  Commissioners, 
flitu  no  good  cause  has  been  shown 


for  singling  out  those  two  Parishes  out 
of  the  whole  scheme  for  this  special 
legislation.  I  hope  the  noble  Marqnefls 
wul  see  his  way  to  omit  this  clause. 

Thb  Duxb  of  AEQYLL  :  After  the 
two  speeches  we  have  listened  to  one 
would  think  that  the  tedium  of  discus- 
sions in  this  House  is  likely  to  be  re- 
lieved  by  a  revival  of  the  battle  of  the 
clans.  X  rise  on  the  part  of  the  County 
of  Dumbarton  to  protest  against  the 
Oovemment  agreeing  to  this  amend- 
ment. There  are  very  curious  historical 
matters  in  connection  with  this  clause. 
The  County  of  Dumbarton  is  one  of  the 
oldest  and  most  interesting  historical 
counties  in  Scotland.  It  has  a  strong 
eoprtt  de  eorps  of  its  own  ;  it  has  a  his- 
tory of  its  own.  The  ancient  County  of 
Dumbarton,  as  the  noble  Duke  well 
knows  (for  a  considerable  part  of  the 
ancient  territory  belongs  to  him)  was 
the  Lennox,  one  of  the  old  and  most 
important  historical  divisions  in  Scot- 
land, giving  one  of  its  oldest  titles  to 
the  ^yal  Family  of  Scotland.  The 
word  Lennox  is  derived  from  the  Valley 
of  the  Leven ;  it  is  a  mere  corruption 
of  Levenax.  As  long  ago  as  the  1 4th 
or  15th  century  there  was  a  division 
made  owing  to  certain  circumstances  of 
convenience  at  that  time,  in  which 
two  large  divisions  (parishes  now)  were 
annexed  to  the  Parish  of  Dumbarton  to 
the  eastward  of  its  old  boundary,  and 
in  exchange  for  that  no  less  than  seven 
parishes  were  detached  from  the  ancient 
Lennox,  and  given  to  the  County  of 
Stirling.  It  is  an  old  bargain,  300  or 
400  years  old,  and  what  is  gravely 
proposed  to  this  House  now  is  that  this 
old  bargain  should  be  revoked,  and  that 
the  County  of  Stirling  should  annex  the 
two  fi;reat  Parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and 
Cumbernauld  in  order  to  get  their 
assessment  within  their  own  boundary 
without  giving  up  the  corresponding 
parishes. 

♦The    Dukb    of    MONTROSE:    The 
noble  Duke  misunderstands  me. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  That  is  the 
effect  of  the  repeal  of  this  clause.  My 
noble  Friend  has  also  stated  it  rather 
broadly  to  the  House  when  he  speaks 
of  this  as  a  change  from  the  existing 
state  of  things.  The  effect  of  the  40tii 
Clause  is  to  keep  the  existing  state  of 
things.  I  have  read  with  much  astonish- 
ment the  statement  made  by  the  Com- 
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nusrioDers  of  Supply  of  the  Oountj  of 
Stirliiig.     They  say  distinctly  that — 

*'  The  position  of  the  Parishes  of  Eirkmtil* 
lock  and  Cnmbemanld  is  exactly  identical  with 
the  Parish  of  Kelenore  and  in  former  Acts  of 
Parliunent  concerning  Local  Gk)yemment, 
have  beeoi  treated  accoidingly." 

That  is  quite  at  yariance  with  the 
fact.  The  two  last  important  Acts 
which  have  been  passed  for  Local  Oo- 
vemment  in  Scotland,  one  in  1857  and 
the  other  in  1868,  had  a  clause  precisely 
similar  to  this.  The  one  was  an  Act  of 
1857  for  regulating  the  police  in  coun- 
ties and  burghs  in  Scotland,  and  the 
other  in  1868  was  for  levying  the  general 
County  Assessment.  In  both  these  Sta- 
tutes there  was  a  corresponding  clause 
the  two  parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and 
Oumbemauld,  and  preserving  them  in 
their  ancient  historical  connection  with 
the  County  of  Dumbarton.  This 
will  be  a  serious  matter  for  the 
County  of  Dumbarton.  The  two 
parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and  Cumber- 
nauld originally  at  the  time  of  the  old 
contract  were  empty  moor  land  and  very 
poor  land.  They  are  now  full  of 
mineral  riches  and  afford  a  large  field 
for  assessment  by  the  County  of  Dum- 
barton, and  the  only  pretence  for  leaving 
out  this  clause  is  that  for  road  purposes 
these  two  parishes  were  created  a 
separate  district  in  connection  with  the 
County  of  Stirling.  That  is  quite  natu- 
ral. For  road  purposes  they  are 
surrounded  by  two  different  counties, 
and  it  would  be  inconvenient  that  they 
should  be  separated  from  their  coter- 
minous boundaries.  But  as  regards 
judicial  work  and  police  they  have 
always  preserved  their  connection  with 
the  County  of  Dumbarton,  and  the 
County  of  Dumbarton  objects  to  having 
so  large  and  accessible  an  area  with- 
drawn from  its  ancient  boundaries. 
The  Oovemment  in  putting  in  this  40th 
Clause  have  followed  precisely  the  pre- 
cedent followed  by  the  two  last  Local 
Acts  connected  with  the  Government  of 
Scotland,  and  I  object  exceedingly  to 
the  Amendment,  and  I  hope  the  Gh)- 
yemment  will  resist  it. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  I 
omitted  to  state  what  was  really  the  very 
strongest  argument  I  possessed,  which  is 
this,  that  if  this  Clause  40  is  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  Bill  the  Commissioners  wUl 
have  no  power  to  settle  questions  of 
expenditure  which  may  arise,  because 

Th^  Duk$  of  Argyll 


the  matter  in  question  will  have  been 
disposed  of.    But  it  seemed  just  now  as 
if  there  was  going  to  be   a  leeolar 
Battle  of  the  Clans.    I  thought  Loch 
Lomond  was  going  to  rush  down  froin 
Stirling  to  Liverary.    But  after  all,  the 
noble  Duke  and  I  are  not  so  very  far 
apart.  He  says  he  only  wants  to  keep  tiie 
existing  state  of  things — ^that  is  all  I 
want  to  keep.     For  the  purposes  of  road 
management,    these    two    parishes,  in 
despite  of  all  ancient  history,  have  been 
part  of  the  County  of  Stirling  for  the 
last  10    years.      For  the  purposes  of 
police,  health,  ^c,  they  have  been  part 
of  the  County  of  Dumbarton.    We  da 
not    want    to    change  either  of  theae 
thhigs,  but  it  is  the  noble  Duke's  friends 
who  put  into  the  Bill  a  clause  which 
summarily  removes  these  two  parishes 
from  Stirling,  and  settles  tlie  question  in 
favour  of  Dumbarton.     Our  propoaalis 
simply  this.     We  say  hand  the  existing 
state  of  things,   both    with  regard  to 
roads  and  police,  over  to  the  Boundary 
Commissioners^as  you  proposed  to  do  with 
all  other  questions.    Let  them  settle  the 
question  in  the  manner  which  seems  to 
them  best ;  they  are  the  only  people  who 
can  settle  it  satisfactorily   and  fairly, 
because  they  are  the  only  people  who 
have  power  to  settle  financial  questions 
between  the  two  counties. 
♦LoED  WATSON  :  Having  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  Roads  and  Bridges 
Act  of  1878,  perhaps  your  Lordships  wiH 
allow  me  to  make  an  observation  wilh 
respect  to  this  question.     I  thought  at 
that    time    that    Dumbartoashire  waa^ 
somewhat   severely  treated,    but   with 
necessary  severity,  because  there  were^ 
certain  great  turnpike  roads   that  ran 
through  the  two  counties   of   Lanark 
and  Stirling,  and  traversed  this  outlying 
part  of  Dumbartonshire.     It  was  veiy 
expedient  in  the  state  of  matters  at  tiicfc 
time  that  the  road  authorises  of  Stirling* 
shire  should  have  charge    and  oontml 
within  this  district,  but  1  must  say  that 
it  never  entered  into  the  mind  of  any* 
one  who  had  to  do  with  the  Measu* 
that    they   ought    in  the   least  dagre*^ 
to  impair  the  integrity  of  the  somewhiA' 
small  County  of  Dumbarton.     I  belicfft 
that  owing  to  the  spread  of  railway  oooh 
munication  in  Scotland  and  the  eMflt 
of    long  •  distance    traffic     oyer    thflit 
main   lines  of  road,  the  oaoses  iftidk 
rendered  it  yery  proper  to  incorpoitli 
for    road    purposes    only     these  two 
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parishes  with  the  County  of  Stirling  in 
&e  year  1878,    have    been    g^mdually 
<Ii8appeariog,  and  that  the  area  now 
contains  district  roads  only  properly  so 
«aUed.  At  the  same  time  there  is  a  good 
^eal  to  be  said  for  part  of  the  observa* 
tions  of  the  noble  Earl.     These  two 
parishes  haye  hitherto  been  dealt  with 
as  an  integtal  part  of  one  of  the  Stirling- 
shire Road  Districts.      There  may  have 
been  Uabilitiee  ioourred  by  Stirlingshire 
with  respect  to  this  part  of  Dumbarton- 
siure,  which  for  road  purposes  Dumbar- 
tonshire ought  not  to  retain  without 
taking  over  its  due  share  of  liabilities, 
and  a  the  noble    Marquess  who    has 
dnrge  of  the  measure  could  see  his 
way  to  it,  I  think  the  present  clause 
might  stand,  with  an  addition  to  the 
efPeet  of  making  a  reference  to  the  Bonn- 
daiy  Oommissioners  under  the  Act  to 
settle  any  question  of  disputed  compen- 
sation between  the  two  counties. 

Ths  Dukb  of  ARGYLL:  I  do  not 
nndarstand  the  40th  Clause  to  prevent 
the  existing  arrangement  in  regard  to 
roads  only  continuing.  I  do  not  think 
it  win 

•Low)  WATSON :  It  puts  an  end  to 
the  existing  road  arrangements  and  is 
intended  to  do  so,  I  believe. 

Thb  Ditkb  of  ABOYLL  :  I  have  no 
objection  myself,  personally — I  do  not 
know  what  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
whole  body  of  the  Oommissioners  of 
8n{^y  of  the  Oounty  of  Dumbarton, 
bntlsee  no  objection  to  the  continu* 
anoe  of  the  existing  state  of  thin^  as 
regards  the  roads  only,  but  the  striking 
<HU  ot  this  clause  would  be  practically 
the  annexation  of  these  parishes  to  the 
County  of  Stirling. 

Thb  Doxb  of  HABilLTON :  None 
^  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken 
have  informed  us  what  are  the  wishes 
and  sentiment  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
two  parishes  upon  this  point.  Would 
act  ttie  Boundary  Oommissioners  be 
Me  to  inform  vs  upon  the  subject  ? 

Ibb  Mabqubsb  of  LOTHIAN :  This 
is  apparently  a  very  difficult  question, 
[have  ffiven  a  great  deal  'of  considera* 
Son  to  it,  because  the  question  has  been 
btovght  very  strongly  before  me  in  the 
iatneats  both  of  the  Oounty  of  Stirling 
lad  the  County  of  Dumbarton.  First  of 
iB  I  would  like  to  say,  in  reference  to 
vhat  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
■ko  has  just  spoken  as  to  the  feelings 
i  die  two  parishes  of  Kirkintilloeh  and 


Oumbemauld,  that  I  think  that  what 
their  views  are  may  be  fairly  taken  for 
granted  from  the  course  which    they 
have   hitherto   followed.     In   1857,  as 
the  noble  Duke  has  said,   under  the 
Police  Act,  the  position  of  these  two 
parishes  was  maintained,  but  there  was 
a  proviso  enabling  the  two  parishes  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Oounty  of  Stirling  if 
the  ratepayers  wished.    The  ratepayers 
never  took  advantage  of  those  powers, 
and  we  may  judge  from  that  of  what 
their  wishes  were.     In  1868  an  identical 
clause  was  inserted,  and  the  ratepayers 
followed  the  same  course.    Therefore 
we  may  take  it  for  granted  that  they  do 
not  wish  to  be  transferred,  but  wish  to 
remain  part  of  the  Oounty  of  Dumbar- 
ton.    With  reference  to  what  the  noble 
Duke  said    just  now   as  to  these  two 
parishes  remaining  in  the  Oounty  of 
Stirling  simply  under  the  Bead  Act,  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  possible.    The 
efiPect  of  this  clause  as  it  stands  would 
be  to  transfer  the  whole  power  both 
under  the  Road  Act,  and  the  Police  Act, 
and  all  the  other  Acts  to  the  Oounty  of 
Dumbarton.      With     regard     to    the 
financial    aspect  of    the  question  the 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  confine  his  ob- 
servations to  the  matter  of  roads  only ; 
but  it    must    be  recollected    that  the 
financial  aspect  also  touches  Dumbar- 
ton at  this  moment  with  reference  to  all 
the  rates.     The  rateable  value  in  these 
two   parishes    is    enormous.      Out    of 
£450,000  the  annual  value  of  the  whole 
county,  these  two  parishes  account  for 
£81,000,  or  18  per  cent  of  the  whole. 
If  that  was  taken  away  from  Dumbar- 
ton, as  it  would  be  according  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl,  it  would 
make  an  enormous  difference  to   the 
Oounty  of  Dumbarton.     With  reference 
to  what  the  noble  Earl  said  just  now 
as  to  the  financial  arrangements  between 
the  two  counties  with  reference  to  any 
capital  which  might  have  been   spent 
under    the    Eoad    Act    in    these    two 
parishes,  I  think  there  is  very  great 
force  in  what  the  noble  Earl  has  said. 
I  understand  that  the  Oounty  of  Stir- 
ling has  spent  about  £2,000  of  capital 
upon  the  roads  in  these  two  parishes  of 
Dumbartonshire,  and  it  certainly  would 
be  a  very  strong  thing  to  transfer  the 
two    parishes  to  Dumbartonshire    for 
road  purposes  without  some  compensa- 
tion bv  which    this  £2,000  or    aome 
equivalent  sum  might  be  given  back  to 
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Stirling.  The  whole  question  before 
tiie  Oommittee  is  whether  really  these 
two  parishes  should  be  placed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Boundary  Oom* 
missioners.  My  own  opinion  is  that, 
under  the  BiU,  the  Boundary  Com- 
missioners have  powers  to  deal  with 
these  parishes,  but  the  clause*  as  it 
stands,  does  not  take  them  out  of  the 
administration  or  powers  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners ;  but  if  there 
is  any  doubt  upon  that  point,  I  should 
like  to  make  it  clear  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  that  they  should 
be  taken  away  for  reference  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  and  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  at  the  end  of  Clause 
40,  to  introduce  words  to  this  effect — 

'*  That  nothing  in  this  section  contained  shall 
affect  or  limit  &e  powers  and  duties  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  er  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  under  this  Act." 

I  think  if  those  words  were  introduced, 
leaying  Clause  40  as  it  now  stands,  it 
would  give  an  indication  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  that  in  the 
opinion  of  Parliament  these  two 
parishes  ought  to  remain  as  they  now 
are,  part  of  the  County  of  Dumbarton, 
and  to  give  to  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners the  right  to  take  evidence  and 
to  make  any  arrangement  they  think 
fit  as  to  pecuniary  matters  between 
Dumbarton  and  Stirling. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARGYLL:  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  proposal  of  my 
noble  Friend.  Does  he  mean  that  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  may  transfer 
these  parishes  wholly,  for  all  purposes, 
firom  Dumbarton  to  Stirling,  because 
that  I  should  certainly  object  to.  To 
give  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
power  to  trace  boundaries  between 
parishes,  and  arrange  as  to  deviations 
and  so  forth,  is  a  very  different  thing 
to  giving  power  to  such  a  body  to  cut 
off  what  has  been  a  substantial  part  of 
a  Scotch  county  from  all  its  history  and 
associations. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  :  I  am 
afraid  that  would  be  the  effect  of  my 
proposal — it  would  give  that  power  to 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  although 
I  do  not  think  that  would  be  the  result, 
but  I  do  not  see  how  otherwise  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  provision  for  pay- 
ment of  compensation  for  the  differences 
between  the  two  counties. 

The  Eabl  OF  CAMPEEDO WN  2  My 
object  is  not  to  withdraw  this  question 

Th$  Marqu$%9  oj  Lothian 


from  the  oog^isanoe  of  the  Boondaiy 
Commissioners,  and  I  am  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  proposal  wbibh  bas^ 
been  made. 

The  Duxe  of  ARGYLL :  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Amendment  of  my  noUs- 
Friend  is  virtually  the  repealof  thisoUnse,. 
because  this  clause  runs  on  all  fours  with 
the  clauses  in  the  previous  Act  of  1878. 
What  I  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend  is- 
that  the  Boundary  Commissioners  should 
have  special  power  to  make  special 
arrangements  in  any  case  that  may 
arise,  but  that  they  should  not  have  the^ 
power  to  disintegrate  altogether  theie 
two  parishes. 

♦LoED  WATSON :  I  entirely  sympa- 
thise with  the  observations  made  by  the 
noble  Duke.  If  the  clause  has  the  mean- 
ing which  the  noble  Marquees  seema  to 
attach  to  it  it  ought  to  have  run  thns:— 

"The   Commissioners    in   exerciniig   their 

g>wer8  ander  this  Act  shall  treat  the  Ooimtyof 
ambarton  as  if  it  had  contained  these  tvo 
parishes  within  its  limits  ap  to  this  date." 

That  seems  to  be  tiie  view  which  he^ 
takes  of  this  clause.    I  cannot  so  read 
it.    It  is  a  substantive  enactment  to  the 
effect  that  for  every  purpose  in  this  BiH 
these  two  parishes  shall  be  oonndeied 
as  forming  part  of  the  County  of  Dam« 
barton,  and  after  enacting  that  substan- 
tively in  the  first  part  of  Uie  dause,  it  is 
proposed  to  add  a  contradiction  in  terms 
— namely,  that  these  shall  not  be  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  part  of  the  Connty 
of  Dumbarton   if    the    Commisaionsia- 
under  the  Act  shall  so  will  it. 
*Lo&D  BALFOUB :  I  can  see  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the    Boundatf 
Commissioners  dealing  with  these  twa 
parishes  as  the  Bill  now  stands ;  aU  Aff' 
Bill  does  is  to  alter  the  first  presunm* 
tion.    The  presumption  througlont  tot 
whole  Bill  is  that  the  contents  of  coo^ 
ties  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill  shall  he- 
the  contents  according  to  the  Beads  ao& 
Bridges  Act.    The  effect  of  this  dvies* 
as  it  stanijis  is  in  respect  of  ^ese  t*^ 
parishes  to  alter  the  presumption,  and 
to  put  it  the  other  way;  but  therein 
nothing  in  this  clause,  as  I  read  it,  li 
withdraw  the    matters  afiPeoting  diees- 
two  parishes  &rom  the  cognisance  of  tto' 
Boundary  Commissioners.      I  think  ^il- 
fair  to  consider  the  great  importaaoe  W 
the  County  of    Dumbarton    that  tki 
presumption  should  be  put  with  Afli 
in    respect    of  these    pariahes.     Okl^ 
ancient  connection  of  these  two  pansbei^ 


517 


L9eal  Owernmeni 


{A.UOI78T  6,  1889} 


{^Scotland)  BiU.  51 » 


is  with    the  Oount^  of    Dumbarton; 
so  far  as  we  oan  judq^e  of  the  feel- 
ings and  wishes  of    the  people    their 
wishes  go   with  the  Oounty  of  Dum- 
barton.    But,   on  the  other  hand,    it 
woold  he  obyiously  unfair,  and  every- 
Itody  has  admitted  that  the  Stirlingshire 
people  should  get  no  compensation  for 
the  outlay  at  which  they  have  been  in  re- 
nrd  to  these  two  parishes  if  they  are  to 
he  taken  for  road  purposes  out  of  their 
present  district  and  put  into  the  Oounty 
of  Dumbarton.     Surely,  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  is  intended  to  operate  thus,  that 
whOe  the  presumption  shall  be  with  the 
Gonnty  of  Dumbarton,   the  Boundary 
Commissioners,  under  Clause  48,  shall 
consider  the  whole  circumstances  of  the 
ease,  and  make  such  arrangements  as 
shall  seem  to  them  fair.   It  may  be  that 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  shall  pay 
a  money  compensation  to  the  County  of 
Stirling.     It  may  be  that  they  will  de- 
cree  tl^t  these  parishes  should  become 
part  oi  the  County  of  Stirling.    It  may 
be,  on  the  other  hand — at  least  I  think 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent 
ft— that  for  all  purposes  except  roads 
thay  shall  be  considered  to  be  in  Dum- 
biiioD,  but  that  for  road  purposes  they 
shall  ffo  Stirling.     I  think  that  is  possi- 
ble.    We  are  simply  considering  on  one 
sde  what  the  presumption  shall  be,  and 
upon  the  facts  stated  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite,  and  on  account  of  the  histori- 
cafconnection  with  the  County  of  Dum- 
barton, and  of  the  great  value  of  these 
parishes  to  that  county  in  proportion  to 
m  whole  value  of  the  county,  it  is  fair 
fluU  the  presumption  should  be  in  favour 
if  Dnmbartoo.     But  I  think  the  noble 
IfanueflB  behind  me  who  has  charge  of 
Ae  Bill  made  it  quite  clear  that  even 
fta  Kll  as  it  stands  does  not  withdraw 
Aaie  two  parishes  from  the  cognisance 
oClbs  Boundary  Commissioners. 

3bB  DuKS  OF  AEGYLL:  I  should 
Hpi  to  have  the  opinion  of 
lis  noble  and  learned  Lord  as 
b^tts  oonstmction  of  this  clause.  As  it 
I  certainly  read  it  as  a  substantive 
and  so  does  the  noble  and 
liord  OD  the  Cross  Benches,  and 
is  one  of  the  Judicial  Members  of 
Lc^dships'  House,  I  think  his 
i|iafaMi  on  the  construction  of  the  clause 
fame  relevant  to  this  discussion  than 
fflft  file  opinions  of  my  noble  Friends 
■Hritei  araiong^h  they  are  responsible 
fir  As  drafting  of  the  BilL    miatl 


would  like  to  know  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  is  whether  he  adheres  to- 
the  interpretation  he  puts  on  it,  that  it 
does  witndraw    the  case  of  these  two- 
parishes  from  the  free  discretion  of  the- 
Boundary  Commissioners  ? 
♦LoBD  WATSON :  I  am  not  fond  of 
giving,  and  indeed  cannot  pretend  to 
give,  judicial  decisions  in  Committee  or 
your  Lordships'   House ;  but  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say   that,   in  my  opinion, 
the  enactment  is  absolute,  and  that  the< 
County  of  Dumbarton  would  be  much 
better  off  under  the  clause  as  it  stands 
than  under  the  clause  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess proposes  to  extend  it. 

Thb    Duke    of  AEGYLL:    I  hope- 
that  before  Beport  the  noble  Marquess 
will  do  this,  which  I  think  will  be  a  fair 
compromise — that  he  will  maintain  the- 
principle  of  the  two  previous  existing^ 
local  Acts,  that  there  should  be  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  on  the  part  of  Parb'a- 
ment  that  these  two  parishes  are   an. 
integral  part  of  the  County  of  Dumbar- 
ton.   They  have  been  so  for  400  years; 
they  are  an  important  part  of  the  assess- 
able   value  of  the  county  ;    but  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  roads,  and' 
all  the  applications  connected  with  it,, 
the    Boundary   Commissioners    should - 
have  full  power  over  it. 

The  Mabqttbss  op  LOTHIAN:  I 
have  no  desire  to  change  the  presump- 
tion in  this  Bill,  that  is  to  say,  that  the 
two  parishes  should  remain  integral 
parts^'of  the  County  of  Dumbarton ;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  whicb^ 
has  arisen,  I  am  quite  ready  to  consider 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  to 
state  upon  Heport  what  conclusion  we- 
arrive  at. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  41  agreed  to. 

Clause  42. 

The  Earl  of  ELGIN,  in  rising  to  move 
the  insertion  of  a  new  clause,  said :  This- 
clause  is  to  meet  the  local  circumstances 
of  Fife.     The  Commissioners  of  Supply 
of  the  County  of  Fife  do  not  possess  any 
county    buildings;   they  are   all    held, 
under  local  Acts  by  the  Court  House 
Commissioners;  and,  as  this  Bill  proposes 
to  throw  upon  the  County  Council  the 
duty  of  providing  rooms  for  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Commissioners  of  Supply^ 
the  Justices,  and  other  Bodies,   it  is- 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  that  thejr 


499 


Local  €hv0fmmmU 


{LOBDSt 


(Seotiand)  BOL 


500 


to  offer  a  smaller  amount  of  rent. 
I  Tentore  to  think  it  is  really  not  a 
mistrust  of  the  people  of  Sootland, 
but  a  simple  and  ordinary  business-like 
precaution  which  is  imposed,  and  what- 
ever noble  Lords  opposite  may  say,  it 
has  really  a  much  larger  amount  of 
sympathy  than  they  would  appear  to 
milke  out  among  the  constituencies  of 
Scotland.  I  almost  owe  the  House  an 
apoloffy  for  intruding  at  this  staee,  but 
I  do  mink  that  the  attempt  to  draw  a 
parallel  between  the  two  cases  will  not 
hold  water  for  a  moment. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MINTO  :  I  do  not  like 
to  allow  this  subject  to  pass  away  from 
your  Lordships'  consideration  entirely 
without  giving  a  short  expression  to  my 
opinion  upon  it.    That  opinion  substan- 
tially coincides  with  the  opinion  which 
has  already  been  expressed  by  my  noble 
Friend  below  me.     Although  I  perhaps 
would  not  have  used  quite  as  strong 
lauguage  in  speaking  on  the  subject  as 
he  did,  I  fully  concur  in   the  opinion 
which  has  been  so  warmly  expressed  by 
the  noble  Duke  and  others  that  it  is 
desirable  control  should  be  extended  in 
eome  matters  over  the  local  expenditure 
and  borrowing    powers    of    the    new 
Oouncils,  which  are  now  being  called 
into  existence,  especially  in  the  incep- 
tion of  their  authority.     I  am  inclined 
to  regret  that  this  control  has  been  de- 
posited in  the  hands  of  a  different  class 
belonging  to  the  same  community ;  but 
I  do  not  believe  that  that  authority  will 
be  the  less  exercised — I  trust  it  will  even 
be  exercised    with  sympathy    for    the 
large  portion  of  the  community.    Still, 
there  does  appear  to  me  to  be  something 
rather    obnoxious    in     the    principle. 
It  is  like  setting  one  class  of  the  com- 
munity as  a  controlling  body  over  an- 
other, and  1  think  in    Scotland   there 
will  be  some  feeling  on  the   subject, 
which  I  hope  will  not  be  a  durable  or  a 
strong  one.     I  should  have  been  satis- 
fied myself  if  the  control  over  capital 
expenditure  and  borrowine  powers  had 
been  deposited  with  the  Secretary  for 
Scotiand  alone. 

Clause  18,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Glauses    19  to    26    agreed  to,   with 
Amendments. 

Clause  27. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  :  In 
the  absence  of  Lord  Aberdeen,  I  rise  to 

Lard  Balfour 


propose  the  proviso  which  stands  h 
his  name.  The  reason  of  this  Amsnd- 
ment  is  that  in  certain  counties  whan 
works  entailing  large  expenditure  have 
been  carried  out,  in  certain  cases  it  has 
been  done  by  extra  assessment  instead 
of  by  borrowing,  and  under  die 
arrangements  of  this  Bill  it  will  be 
necessary  to  calculate  what  was  the 
''averM^e  rate"  (those  are  the  worda 
of  the  Bill)  paid  by  the  owners  daring 
the  last  10  years.  In  cases  of  this  sort 
it  is  obvious  that  the  average  rate  of 
owners  will  be  much  higher  tiian  it 
would  have  been  if  the  expenditure  had 
been  defrayed  in  the  oxdinary  way— 
namely,  partly  by  rate  and  partiy  by 
borrowing.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  provide  that  in  cases  of  this 
sort  the  Sheriff  shall  use  his  discretion 
and  decide  how  much  of  this  expendi- 
ture should  be  provided  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  18,  line 
81,  after  "rate,"  add— 

'*  Provided  further  that  where  each  bnnoh 
of  expenditure,  or  any  part  thereof,  has  heen 
provided  for  hy  asseasments  instead  of  hy  bor^ 
rowing,  the  Sheriff  shall  indade  in  the  aver- 
age rate  such  proportion  only  of  tboee  asMS^ 
ments  as,  in  his  opinion,  would  have  been  leried 
if  the  sums  necessary  to  meet  such  expenditint 
had  been  raised  by  borrowing.*'— (  2'Atf  Eari  $J 
Camptrdoum.) 

The  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN :  I  admit 
at  first  sight  there  appears  to  be  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  for  this  Amendment, 
but  I  would  ask  your  Lordships  to  oon- 
sider  that  the  proposal  under  the  Bill, 
as  it  now  stands,  is  purely  in  the  nature 
of  a  compromise  under  the  Bill  as  it 
was  first  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  was  at  first  noproviaion 
in  the  Bill  applying  to  cases  of  this  sort 
It  was  proposed  in  the  other  House  that 
these  rates  should  be  exempted  alto- 
gether from  the  stereotyped  rate,  and 
this  Bill,  as  it  stands,  is  the  result  of  a 
compromise  on  this  quf  stion.  I  would 
ask  your  Lordships  further  to  consider  • 
that  in  rating  for  expenditure  year  by 
year  there  are  very  few  counties  (1  am : 
not  sure  that  there  is  more  than  one)  * 
who  have  considered  that  the  expendi- 
ture is  expenditure  which  ou^ht  to  ftH 
upon  the  rate  of  the  year.  In  addisg ^ri 
to  the  rates  year  by  year  for  any  oa^tuil 
expenditure  they  have  thought  thatit^i 
was  a  proper  yearly  expenditure  and  itn* 
was  done  entirely  by  their  own  aotioii 
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Hun  was  no  foice  npon  them,  and  if 
the?  thoQ^t  that  they  would  do  better 
bybonowing  money  and  paying  it  by 
iaitdhD6iit8,  they  wonld  have  done  bo  ; 
bat  tiwj  thought  it  right  in  their  own 
isiareits  that  the  capital  expenditure 
thonld  be  put  upon  the  rates  of  the 
inrmi  vear.    Apart  from  that  I  see  a 
pnotical  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.    It  is  pro- 
poMd  that  the  Sheriff  shall  include  in 
the  sferage  rate  such  proportion  only 
of  those  assessments  as  in  his  opinion 
would  ha?e  been  levied  if  the  sums 
Bsooisary  to  meet  such  expenditure  had 
been  raised  by  borrowing.     Does  it  not 
oocnr  to  the  noble  Lord  that  that  is  an 
almost  impossible  duty  to  throw  upon 
As  Sheriff?    Ton  would  have  no  data 
to  go  upon  by  which  to  judge  accurately 
what  the  proportion  should  be.  I  would 
like  the  noble  Earl  to  suggest  any  way 
by  which  the  Sheriff  cotud  come  to  a 
JQit  decision.     For  these  reasons,  first, 
that  I  do  not    think    it  is  expedient 
^t  the   expenditure  which   has  been 
nmde  out  of  the  annual  rate  of  the  county 
should  be  deducted  from  the  stereotyped 
vate;  and,  secondly,  because    I    tiiink 
that  if  such  a  proposal  were  carried  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Sheriff  to 
cany  out  the  duties  imposed  upon  him, 
I  do  not  propose  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord. 

Thi  Eabi,  of  OAMPERDOWN  :  I 
admit  there  is  some  force  in  the  second 
reason  that  the  noble  Lord  has  just 
girsn  ;  but  with  regard  to  the  first,  I  do 
Bot  think  he  meets  the  case  at  aU,  and 
after  all  that  is  much  the  most  important 
of  the  two.  The  case  which  Lord  Aber- 
deen puts  is  this.  Take  the  case  of  a 
county  which  for  reasons  best  known  to 
iteeU^  thouffht  it  was  better,  having  cer- 
tain capitfu  expenditure  to  make,  to 
<nake  that  by  paying  the  money  down  at 
once,  instead  of  by  borrowing.  The 
noble  Lord  says :  then  they  determined 
that  that  oourse  was  for  their  own  in- 
terest Yee ;  but  they  did  not  see  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  going  by  this  Bill  to 
stereotype  rates  against  the  owners 
whidi  wonld  tell  against  them  for  all 
txoia  to  come.  The  noble  Lord  will  re- 
meoiber  that  this  formality  which  he 
pnqpoeee  in  this  Bill  is  without  any  pre- 
cedent whataoever.  The  reason  for  it 
we  an  know  is  that  hitherto  these  rates 
liave  been  borne  entirely  by  the  owners, 
wheseas  now  they  are  to  be   divided 


between  the  owners  and  occupiers.  There 
has  never  been  anything  like  this  pro- 
posal in  Local  Government  Acts  or  any- 
thing else.    You  say  the  Sheriff  shful 
calculate  what  these  rates  have  been 
during  the  last  10  years,  and  upon  that 
he  shall  base  a  charge  for  all  time  to 
come;    When  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
this  is  a  most  difficult  task  to  impose! 
upon  the  Sheriff,  I  merely  reply  that  the 
noble  Lord  has  already  set  the  Sheriff  a 
task  which  is  nearly  equal  in  difficulty. 
The  whole  arrangement  is  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  character,  and  more- 
over the  ratepayers  of  the    county,  if 
they  had  foreseen  that  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  were  going  to  come  into  force, 
would  never  have  adopted  that  form  of 
paying  the  capital  expenditure.     That 
IS  the  case  as  it  appears  to  me  for  Lord 
Aberdeen's  Amendment,  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  what  the  noble  Lord  has  said 
is  no  answer  to  that  case  at  all. 
♦LoED    BALFOUR:    The    duty  cast 
upon  the  Sheriff  by  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
will  surely  not  be    much   more   than 
putting  into  practice  some  very  simple 
rules  of    arithmetic.     By  the  Amend- 
ment a  large  amount  of  what  wonld  be 
conjecture  is  imported  into  this  matter. 
I  have   not  heard  the  exact    amount 
which  is  supposed  to  be  involved,  but 
as  far  as  I  know,  in  any  county  which  is 
interested  in  this  matter  it  is  only  a  very 
small  amount.     I  have  heard  it  put  for 
one  county,  and  I  believe  it  to  be  the 
county  which  is  most  affected,  Benfrew, 
and  in  that  case  I  believe  the  utmost  that 
is  involved  is  ^d.  in  the  £1.1  speak  from 
good  information,  but  I  do  not  put  it 
forward  absolutely.      I  believe  there  is 
another  objection  to  it,   that  the  real 
object  of  stereotyping  has  been  to  pre- 
vent   any  burden  which  has  hitherto 
been  fully  borne  by  owners  being  trans- 
ferred   to   the   occupiers ;   but  in  an^ 
possible  reading  of  this  Amendment,  if 
put  into  the  Bill,  the  first  effect  of  it 
would  be— I  admit  to  a  very  small  ex- 
tent, but  to  some  extent — to  put  a  burden 
on  the  occupier  next  year  and  in  subse- 
quent years  which  has  hitherto,  rightly 
or  wrongly,  as  a  matter  of  practice  been 
borne  by  the  owner.    On  this  account  I 
think  it  would  be  undesirable  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

The  Eakl  of  OAMPERDOWN:  I 
will  not  press  the  Amendment  at  this 
present  stage,  but  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  consider  this  matter 
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before  Beport.  The  noble  Lord  said 
just  now  that  hitherto  this  rate  has  been 
borne  by  the  owner,  and,  therefore,  he 
should  not  like  to  make  any  change. 
You  are  doing  a  g^eat  deal  more  than 
that,  you  are  saying  that  because  a 
county  has  acted  for  prudence  sake  in  a 
particular  way,  therefore  the  owners  are 
to  be  fined  to  that  extent.  I  do  not 
know  what  county  Lord  Aberdeen  may 
have  in  view,  but  there  are  two  or  three 
counties  in  which  they  have  actually 
levied  rates — I  know  in  Forfarshire 
there  is  a  balance  actually  in  hand 
of  £2,000  at  this  moment,  which  has 
been  levied  by  rates.  If  that  money  is  not 
expended  in  some  way  the  result  will 
be  that  for  ail  time  to  come  there  will 
be  an  additional  charge  upon  all  owners 
in  that  county.  There  is  the  same 
thing  in  Renfrew  and  in  Linlithgow 
and  other  countries.  I  quite  admit 
that  we  must,  do  everything  we  can  to 
prevent  anything  falling  upon  occupiers 
which  has  hitherto  been  borne  by 
owners,  but  there  is  an  equal  duty  to 
prevent  the  owner  having  burdens  which 
he  would  certainly  not  have  taken  upon 
himself  if  he  could  have  foreseen  mat 
this  Act  was  going  to  come  into  force. 

Thb  DuKB  OF  ARGYLL :  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess  would 
consider  this  matter  before  Report. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  is  not  carried  into  efiPect  unless 
the  clause  is  rectified  in  this  particular. 
There  is  no  reason  why  you  should 
deduct  rates  which  have  been  expended 
upon  public  property  if  borrowed  and 
not  deduct  also  the  same  rates  when, 
instead  of  being  borrowed,  they  have 
been  paid  by  the  ratepayers.  I  cannot 
conceive  any  difficulty  in  ascertaining 
the  sum,  and  as  regards  the  amount  it 
would  be  simply  a  matter  of  calculation, 
because  the  sums  are  usually  borrowed 
for  so  many  years,  and  the  Sheriff  will 
have  nothing  to  do  but  to  ascertain  the 
amounts  to  be  levied  in  this  particular 
manner  and  to  calculate  when  upon  the 
usual  rate  of  borrowing  they  would  have 
to  be  repaid. 

Thb  Marqtjbss  op  LOTHIAN  :  Al- 
though I  still  adhere  to  the  opinion  I 
have  expressed,  I  cannot  resist  the 
request  that  I  should  at  least  consider 
this  question  before  Report.  I  will  do 
80,  and  will  be  very  glad  to  have  any 
suggestions  that  noble  Lords  may  make 
upon  the  subject. 

I%0  Earl  of  Can^erdown 


*Thb  Mabqttbss  of  HUNTLY  :  As  the 
noble  Marquess  is  so  congenial  I  ventnie 
to  hope  that  he  will  recognise  that  tlie 
prinaple  that  is  embodied  in  thisdatue^ 
or,  as  I  think  he  called  it,  the  arrange- 
ment that  had  been  come  to,  the  com- 
promise,  is  a  very  good  one.  The  obieot 
of  my  Amendme*it  is  to  fix  some  oate 
at  which  it  will  terminate.    As  I  caught 
the  expression  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lotd 
Balfour)   he    said   that  this  rate  was 
really     a      matter     of     arrangement 
between  the  owner  and   the  oocuiner. 
The    effect    of    this    dause    will    be 
that  for  ever  and  for  ever  the  estate  of 
an  owner  will  be  practically  mortgaged 
with    this     average    rate ;   it  inll  be 
stereotjrped    upon    his    property;    the 
Sheriff  under    Sub- section  (1)  will  fix 
the  10  years'  average  that  the  owner 
will  have   to  pay  in  consideration  of 
this  rate,  and   this  average  rate  will 
be     absolutely    fixed    and    for    ever 
stereotyped  upon  his  estate.     According 
to  Sub-section  3  the  demand  note  wiU 
state  the  average  rate  and  the  inore* 
ment   thereof,    that  is—the   increment 
which  is  to  be  demanded  by  the   tax 
collector  is  to  be  paid  equally  by  the 
owners  and  occupiers.    If   we  acknow- 
ledge that  sooner  or  later  these  rates 
do  come  to  be  a  question  of  arrangem^ 
between   the   owner  and  the  ocen^i&t, 
why  do  we  not  fix  a  term  at  which  the 
arrangement  under  this  Bill  will  come 
to  an  end.    In  Scotland  the  usual  term 
is  the  19  years'  lease.    I  have  proposed 
to  take  10  years  as  the  term  of  ending. 
I  would  remind  the   House  also  that 
every  other  rate  in  the  Bill  is  proposed 
to  be  paid  equally  by  the  occupiers  and 
the  owners — the  road  rate,  the  sanitary 
rate,  the  public  health  rate.     Yet  yoa 
are  going  to  stereotype  for  ever  and  ever 
the  owners  of  the  property  with  this 

rate.  

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHTAN  :  I «» 
afraid  the  noble  Marquess  will  not  find 
me  in  the  conciliatory  mood  to  which  he 
referrd  at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks. 
I  can  understand  noble  Ix>rdr 
objection  to  stereotyped  rates,  and 
that  is  an  objection  which  will  probably 
be  felt  by  a  very  great  many  owners 
throughout  Scotland.  At  the  same  timet 
the  provision  that  there  should  be  a 
stereotyyed  rate  upon  owners  is  one 
that  has  been  most  carefully  oonsidaredt 
and  it  is  part  of  the  Bill,  and  to  aoc^ 
the  noble  Marquess's  proposal  would  be 
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to  alter  one  of  the  main  parts  of  the 
Bill,  80  &r  a8  the  rates  are  eoncemed. 
Under  the  Bill  it  is  proposed  that  this 
stereotyping  should  be,   as   the  noble 
Marquess  has  said,  perpetual.    It  is  a 
ntevhich  will  be  under  the  Act,  when 
It  beeomes  an  Act,  a  perpetual  obliga- 
tum  upon  the  owners,  although  I  under- 
stand that  this  proposal  of  the  noble 
Virqoees  is  that  there  should  be  a  re- 
men  after  10  years.    I  would  put  it  to 
the  noble  Marquess  that  if  the  principle 
is  Boond  it  is  much  better  to  enact  it 
onee  and  for    all,    because    if    there 
was  any  prospect   of  any    such  revi- 
sion  either    of    the    amount    of  the 
stereotyped  rate,  or  the  abolition  of  the 
stereotyped    rate    altogether,   it  would 
neeeeaarily  create  an  indefiniteness  in 
the  stereotyped  rate,   which  would  be 
unfortunate  in  the  interests  both  of  the 
ownere  and  the  occupiers.     I  think  it 
much  better,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
that  the  stereotyped  rate  should  remain 
a  fixture,  although  I  quite  understand 
the  disinclination  of  the  noble  Marquess 
and  others  to  having  a  stereotyped  rate 
on  the  property.    The  only  iodefinite- 
neas  now   is   the    increase  above    the 
stereotyped  rate  which  would  be  put 
npon  owners  by  the  action  of  the  Oounty 
OoundL  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
*Th»  Marquess  op  HUNTLY  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  this  has 
occurred  to  him :  Suppose  this  average 
ntsis  fixed  upon  a  county  at  the  present 
rateable  value,  and  suppose  the  rateable 
▼aiue  of  that  county  were  to  increase 
sncrmously ;  the  rates  would  be  fixed 
fiieo,  without  any  power  of  increasing  or 
aJteiinff  that  rate.    I  think  the  County 
Councir  of  Lianark,  at  any  rate,  would 
not  know  what  to  do. 
*LoBD  BAIiFOUH:  If  the    rateable 
Talue  increases,    there    will  be  a  less 
amount  per    £1   required.    Therefore, 
if  the  rateable  value  increases,  the  whole 
pteaent  rate  will  not  be  required,  and 
the  owner  will  get  the  benefit. 
*Ihk   Makqxjxss    of    HUNTLY:    I 
viU  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Thx  Eari.  of  ELGIN :  The  object  of 
Ae  Amendment,  of  which  I  have  given 
»,  is  to  deal  with  the  case  of  de- 
portions  of  a  oounty  in  which 
might  be  a  difference  between  the 
_  rate  as  between  the  oounty 
hen  which  it  is  detaohed,  and  that 
to   whiA    it   is  attached;    but,    as  I 


understand  that  the  noble  Lord  has  not* 
had  time  to  consider  this  Amendment, 
perhaps  he  would  consider  it    before- 
Beport. 

The  Mabqxtkss  of  LOTHIAN:  It 
did  not  appear  to  me  to  be  necessary, 
but  I  prefer  to  consider  it  on  Report,  aS' 
I  have  not  yet  seen  the  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  28. 
*Thb  Marquess  ofTWEEDD  ALE:  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name  is  to  confer  on  Corporations- 
representation  in  consideration  of  con* 
tribution  to  local  rates.     As  the  law 
stands  at  present.  Corporations,  such  as 
Railway    Companies    and    others,    are- 
entitled  to  very  substantial  representa- 
tion   on     all    the    Local    Boards    of 
Scotland.     Under    the     present     Bill 
this    representation    is    denied    them' 
altogether.     I  frankly  admit  that  I  do 
not  anticipate  a  very  hearty  reception^ 
to   this    Amendment    from    the   noblo 
Marquess,  but  having  in  consideration 
the  fact  that  the  contribution  of  the 
Railway  Companies  amount  to  £200,000^ 
a  year,    and  the    fact    that    in  many 
counties  they  are  the  largest  ratepayers, 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  will  not  deny 
that  they  have  a  very  large  interest  in 
the  proper  collection  of  rates,    and  in. 
the    efficient    disposal    of  them.     The- 
representation  which  I  ask  for  them  is  a 
very    small    one    indeed,   but  it  doe» 
recognise  a  principle  which  appears  to 
me  to  be  departed  from  in  this  Bill-^ 
the  principle  that  where  rates  are  paid 
representation  should  go  hand  in  hand, 
with  them.     At  any  rate  I  shall  ask  my 
noble  Friend  if  he  will  explain  on  what 
ground,   on  what  principle  the  repre- 
sentation is  altogether  denied  to  these 
bodies  who,  as  I  have  said,  contribute 
so  largely  to  the  local  rates  in  Scotland.. 

Amendment    moved,     in    page    21^ 
line  10,  after  "county  elector"  add — 

"  And  every  company  or  corporation  owning 
or  occnpyiDg  property  shall  be  entitled  to  have 
the  name  of  their  chairman  or  secretary  or 
other  official  placed  on  this  supplementary 
register  and  that  he  be  thereby  constituted  a 
county  elector.*'— (!%«  Marquess  of  TwetddaU,) 

The  MABQxmss  of  LOTHIAN  :   la . 
answer  to  the  last  question  of  the  noble^ 
Marquess,  I  think  the  burden  of  proof 
rather  rests  upon  him  than  upon  me». 
He  asks  that  I  shoidd  consent  to  put  a 
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oertaiii  podtion,  under  this  Bill,  upon 
peraons  who  do  not  otherwise  have  it 
"Under   the   Bill,    and   which   position 
^would  be  entirely  exceptional.    I  do 
not   qnite   understand   the   ohjeet   of 
the     noble     Marquess    unless    it    is 
-this,     that    in     every    district     there 
•should  be  some  direct  representation  of 
tsome    Corporation,    or    the    particular 
'Corporations,  if  I  may  say  so,   which 
he    represents — namely,    the  Railway 
Companies,  as  the  direct  representation 
•of  the  parish  in  every  electoral  district. 
In  the  first  place,  I  should  say  that  one 
fiingle  voter  in  each  electoral  district 
would  not  probably  make  very  much 
difPerence  one  way  or  the  other  to  the 
interests  of  a  great  company  such  as 
that  which  the  noble  Marquess  repre- 
sents.    On  the  other  hand,  if  there  was 
special  representation  g^ven  to  the  in- 
terest he  represents  it  would  be  goin^) 
.as  I  said  just  now,  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  for  the  electorate  is  based 
upon  the  Paliamentary  register,    and 
you  will    have    to    introduce    another 
register  to  meet  the  proposal   of  the 
noble  Marquess.     But  if  the  object  is  to 
'have    direct   representation    upon    the 
•County  Council,  then,  of  course,  there 
•comes  a  rather  more  important  question. 
But  I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  to  con- 
vsider  this — that  it  is  not  only  the  very 
larffe  Corporations  which  would  come 
under  such  a  clause  as  that  which  he 
proposes,  but  Corporations  of  all  sizes, 
very  large  and  important  Corporations 
woiUd  be  represented ;  but,  if  so,  even 
:49mall    and    unimportant    Corporations 
would    have    to    be  represented    also, 
and  the  question  of  gradation  between 
the    large     and     small    Corporations 
would  be  quite  inconsistent    with   the 
•existing   principles    both   of    Imperial 
and    local    representation.     I    do    not 
think  the  noble  Marquess  need  be  very 
-much  alarmed  as  to  want  of  representa- 
tion,  because  surely  in    the   cases  of 
^Corporations  such  as  that  he  represents 
ihere  would  be  no  difficulty  in  finding 
proper  representatives  in  every  district 
for  the  County  Council.    In  his  own 
-oounty  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  noble 
Marquess,    as   Chairman  of  the   Com- 
pany,   would  easily  find  a  seat  upon 
the    County     Council,     as    indeed    I 
hope  he  wQl.     However,  I  should  say 
that  there  will   be  no  difficulty  what- 
-evet    in    any    district.     That    remark 
'Would  refer  not  only  to  such  an  interest 
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as  that  of  a  Bailway  Oompoay,  botiif 
all  other  Corporations  of  a  large  aadim- 
portant  deanription.  I  think  what  tbe 
noble  Marquess  asks  me  to  do  is  to  in- 
troduce a  new  prindi^e  into  the  Biii 
altogether,  and  one  which  I  do  not  think 
the  object  which  he  would  se^  to  ob- 
tain would  justify  me  in  agreeing  to, 
and  therefore  I  am  afraid  that  in  this 
case  I  must  also  decline  to  accept  lua 
Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Hoofle) 
withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  29  to  39  agreed  to. 

Clause  40. 

The  Earl  op    CAMPERDO  WN  :  I 
beg  to  move  the  omission  of  this  dause. 
I  may  explain  to  your  Lordships  veiy 
briefly  the  history  of  these  two  parishes, 
which  rejoice  in  the  names  of  Cumber* 
nauld    and    Kirkintilloch.       They  be- 
longed, some  time  ago,  to  a  noble  Loid, 
and  I  think  it  suited  him  that  those 
parishes  should  be  comprised  within  the 
County  of  Dumbarton,  and  he  arranged 
accordingly ;    and  these  two  parishes, 
although  they  are  not  adjacent  to  the 
County  of  Dumbarton,  and  are  separated 
from  it,  were,  and  still  are — for  all  pv* 
poposes  except  that  of  roads— part  of 
the  County  of  Dumbarton.     When  ^e 
Boad  Act  of  1878  was  passed  no  special 
arrangement  was  made  with  reference  to 
these  parishes,  and,  in  pursuance  of  tiie 
terms  of  the  Act,  it  came  to  pass  that 
the  County  of  Stirh'ng— of  which  theee 
two  are  the  largest  parishes — became 
the  county  to  wmoh,  for  road  manage* 
menty  they  belonged.    In  oonsequenoe  oi 
that  arrangement,  the  County  of  Stiiliog 
has  made  a  road  district  of  which,  I  bs- 
lieve,  these  parishes  form  more  than  a 
half.     A  good  deal  of  expenditure  htf 
fallen  upon  the  county  in  oonsequeiifie. 
This  Bill  proposes  to  take  these  two 
parishes,  and  to  take  them  out  of  tiM 
County  of  Stirling,  in  which  they  hav* 
been  for  the  last  10  years,  and  topo^ 
them  into  the  County  of  Dumbarton.  ^ 
that  arrangement  the  County  of  StiiiiBg 
strongly  (Knects.    With  regard  to  tt* 
merits  of  the   case,  I  do  not  wish  ta 
say  anything,  but  the  case  whidi  I  haft 
to  present  to  the  House  is  this,  that  If 
the  clauses  which  come  a  little  lateral 
the  Bill  the  Government  is  estabUahiBg 
Boundary  Commissioners,  whose  dotf 
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it  18  to  oonaider  and  to  settle  queetioiu 
of  this  very  sort,  and  it  seems  to  me 
thai  this  queetion  which  is  contained  in 
Olsnse  40  is  exactly  one  of  the  questions 
which  the  Boundary  Oommissioners  are 
tppointed   to  settle.    The  Oounty   of 
Staling  oomplains  very  bitterly  that  it 
has  not  been  heard  on  this  Bill.     It 
Mjs  that  the  clause  was    not  in    the 
Bui  originally,  and  at  a  comparatively 
late  stage  in  the  progress  through  the 
House  of  Oommons  the  clause  was  in- 
•erted,  and  the  County  of  Stirling  against 
whose  interest  it  militates  had  no  op- 
porvnnity  of  stating  their  case  against 
the  clause.    I  do  not  think  I  need  say 
anything  further.     Perhaps  there  is  one 
little  remark  I  ought  to  make.     Sup- 
pO0e  that  this  clause  is  struck  out  of 
the  Bill,  it  is  represented  (and  I  think  this 
it  the  strongest  argument  that  can  be 
produoed  against  me)  that  these  two 
parishes,  wMch    are   now  part  of  the 
Oounty  of  Stirling  for  roads  only,  and 
are   part    of    the    Oounty    of    Dum- 
barton for  health  and  all  other    pur- 
poses,    will     become     part      of     the 
Ooimty  of   Stirling    for   all  purposes. 
I  admit  that  that  appears  to  be  some- 
thing of  a  case  against  me,  but  I  would 
point  out  that  &e    only  effect  really 
would  be  this,  that  it  would  make  it 
ioiDerative  for  you  to  delay  this  clause, 
4Mia  imperative  upon  the  Oommissioners 
0  setae  and  decide  this  question,  and 
that  is  exactly  what  I  think  ought  to  be 
dotto,  and  exactly  what  the  principle  of 
ftis  Bill  lays  down  as  the  duty  of  the 
Osmmissioners. 

Dttkb  or  M0NTB08E :  I  rise  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Loid.  I  may  say  I  live  in  Stirlingshire, 
^Aid  am  conversant  with  county  business, 
tad  know  how  detrimental  it  will  be 
is  the  Oounty  if  these  two  Parishes  are 
likaa  away  too  summarily  by  Act  of 
Briiament.  I  do  not  suppose  for  a 
^  ttit  that  Stirlingshire  wishes  to  re- 
theae  two  Oounties  if  it  is  con- 
advisable  that  they  should  be 
ower  to  Dumbartonshire,  but 
axe  financial  questions  of  con- 
importance,  and,  besides,  there 
eral  other  parishes  in  the  Oounty 
it  fiftbliiig  which  are  more  or  less  on 
kaaame  looting  as  those  two,  and  it  is 
hrlboaa  reasons  that  the  county  con- 
that  the  question  should  be  de- 
bj  the  Ooun^  Oommissioners, 
this  no  good  cause  has  been  shown 


fbr  singling  out  those  two  Parishes  oat 
of  the  whole  scheme  for  this  special 
legislation.  I  hope  the  noble  Marqueas 
wul  see  his  way  to  omit  this  clause. 

Thb  Dukb  of  AEOYLL  :  After  the 
two  speeches  we  have  listened  to  one 
would  think  that  the  tedium  of  discus- 
sions in  this  House  is  likely  to  be  re- 
lieved by  a  revival  of  the  battle  of  the 
clans.  I  rise  on  the  part  of  the  Oounty 
of  Dumbarton  to  protest  against  the 
Gk>vemment  agreeing  to  this  amend- 
ment. There  are  very  curious  historical 
matters  in  connection  with  this  clause. 
The  Oounty  of  Dumbarton  is  one  of  the 
oldest  and  most  interesting  historical 
counties  in  Scotland.  It  has  a  strong 
0i^t  de  corps  of  its  own  ;  it  has  a  his- 
tory of  its  own.  The  ancient  Oounty  of 
Dumbarton,  as  the  noble  Duke  well 
knows  (for  a  considerable  part  of  the 
ancient  territory  belongs  to  him)  was 
the  Lennox,  one  of  the  old  and  most 
important  historical  divisions  in  Scot- 
land, giving  one  of  its  oldest  titles  to 
the  Boyal  Family  of  Scotland.  The 
word  Lennox  is  derived  from  the  Valley 
of  the  Leven ;  it  is  a  mere  corruption 
of  Levenax.  As  long  ago  as  the  1 4th 
or  15th  century  there  was  a  division 
made  owing  to  certain  circumstances  of 
convenience  at  that  time,  in  which 
two  large  divisions  (parishes  now)  were 
annexed  to  the  Parish  of  Dumbarton  to 
the  eastward  of  its  old  boundary,  and 
in  exchange  for  that  no  less  than  seven 
parishes  were  detached  from  the  ancient 
Lennox,  and  given  to  the  Oounty  of 
Stirling.  It  is  an  old  bargain,  300  or 
400  years  old,  and  what  is  gravely 
proposed  to  this  House  now  is  that  this 
old  bargain  should  be  revoked,  and  that 
the  Oounty  of  Stirling  should  annex  the 
two  great  Parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and 
Oumbernauld  in  order  to  get  their 
assessment  within  their  own  boundary 
without  giving  up  the  corresponding 
parishes. 

♦The   Dote   op    MONTROSE:   The 
noble  Duke  misunderstands  me. 

Thb  Duke  of  AROYLL  :  That  is  the 
effect  of  the  repeal  of  this  clause.  My 
noble  Friend  has  also  stated  it  rather 
broadly  to  the  House  when  he  speaks 
of  this  as  a  change  from  the  existing 
state  of  things.  The  effect  of  the  40th 
Olause  is  to  keep  the  existing  state  of 
things.  I  have  read  with  much  astonish- 
ment the  statement  made  by  the  Oom- 
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missionen  of  Supply  of  the  Cfounty  of 
Stirling.    They  say  distinctly  that — 

*'  The  position  of  the  Parishes  of  Eirkintil- 
lock  and  Gnmbemanld  is  exactly  identical  wi^ 
the  Parish  of  Kelenore  and  in  former  Acts  of 
Parliament  concerning  Local  Government, 
have  beoa  treated  accoraingly." 

That  is  quite  at  varianoe  with  the 
fact.  The  two  last  important  Acts 
which  have  been  passed  for  Local  Go- 
yemment  in  Scotland,  one  in  1857  and 
the  other  in  1868,  had  a  clause  precisely 
similar  to  this.  The  one  was  an  Act  of 
1857  for  regulating  the  police  in  coun- 
ties and  burghs  in  Scotland,  and  the 
other  in  1868  was  for  levying  the  general 
County  Assessment.  In  both  these  Sta- 
tutes there  was  a  corresponding  clause 
the  two  parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and 
Oumbemauld,  and  preserving  them  in 
their  ancient  historical  connection  with 
the  Clounty  of  Dumbarton.  This 
will  be  a  serious  matter  for  the 
County  of  Dumbarton.  The  two 
parishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and  Cumber- 
nauld originally  at  the  time  of  the  old 
contract  were  empty  moor  land  and  very 
poor  land.  They  are  now  full  of 
mineral  riches  and  afford  a  large  field 
for  assessment  by  the  County  of  Dum- 
barton, and  the  only  pretence  for  leaving 
out  this  clause  is  that  for  road  purposes 
these  two  parishes  were  created  a 
separate  district  in  connection  with  the 
County  of  Stirling.  That  is  quite  natu- 
ral. For  road  purposes  they  are 
surrounded  by  two  different  counties, 
and  it  would  be  inconvenient  that  they 
should  be  separated  from  their  coter- 
minous boundaries.  But  as  regards 
judicial  work  and  police  they  have 
always  preserved  their  connection  with 
the  County  of  Dumbarton,  and  the 
County  of  Dumbarton  objects  to  having 
so  large  and  accessible  an  area  with- 
drawn from  its  ancient  boundaries. 
The  Qovemment  in  putting  in  this  40th 
Clause  have  followed  precisely  the  pre- 
cedent followed  by  the  two  last  Local 
Acts  connected  with  the  Government  of 
Scotland,  and  I  object  exceedingly  to 
the  Amendment,  and  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  resist  it. 

Thb  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  1 
omitted  to  state  what  was  really  the  very 
strongest  argument  I  possessed,  which  is 
this,  that  if  this  Clause  40  is  allowed  to 
stand  in  the  Bill  the  Commissioners  will 
have  no  power  to  settle  questions  of 
expenditure   which  may  arise,  because 


Th$  IhAe  of  Argyll 


I 


the  matter  in  question  will  have  been 
disposed  of.    But  it  seemed  just  now  aa 
if  there  was  going  to  be    a  regular 
Battle  of  the  Clans.    I  thought  Loch 
Lomond  was  going  to  rush  down  from 
Stirling  to  Inverary.    But  after  all,  the 
noble  Duke  and  I  are  not  so  very  far 
apart.  He  says  he  only  wants  to  keep  the 
existing  state  of  thing^s — ^that  is  all  I 
want  to  keep.     For  the  purposes  of  loai 
management,    these    two    parishes,  in 
despite  of  all  ancient  history,  have  been 
part  of  the  County  of  Stirling  for  the 
last  10    years.      For  the  purposes  of 
police,  health,  ^c,  they  have  been  paxi 
of  the  County  of  Dumbarton.    We  do 
not    want    to   change  either  of  theee 
things,  but  it  is  the  noble  Duke's  friends 
who   put  into  the  Bill  a  danse  which 
summarily  removes  these  two  parishes 
from  Stirling,  and  settles  the  question  in 
favour  of  Dumbarton.     Our  proposal  is 
simply  this.    We  say  hand  the  existifig 
state  of  things,   both    with   regard  to 
roads  and  police,  over  to  the  Boundair 
Commissioners/hsyou  proposed  to  do  with 
all  other  questions.     Let  them  settle  the 
question  in  the  manner  which  seems  to 
them  best ;  they  are  the  only  people  who 
can  settle  it  satisfactorily   and  fairly, 
because  they  are  the  only  people  who 
have  power  to  settle  financial  quesdons 
between  the  two  counties. 
♦Lord  WATSON  :  Having  had  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  Beads  and  Bridges 
Act  of  1878,  perhaps  your  Lordships  will 
allow  me  to  make  an  observation  wi& 
respect  to  this  question.     I  thought  at 
that    time    that    Dumbartonshire  was 
somewhat   severely  treated,    but   with 
necessary  severity,  because  there  were 
certain  great  turnpike  roads   that  raa 
through  the  two  counties    of    Lanark 
and  Stirling,  and  traversed  this  outlying 
part  of  Dumbartonshire.      It  was  vsqr 
expedient  in  the  state  of  matters  at  that 
time  that  the  road  authoritiee  of  Stirfing* 
shire  should  have  charge    and  oontiol 
within  this  district,  but  I  mast  say  that 
it  never  entered  into  the  mind  of  any* 
one  who  had  to  do  with  the  Meosars 
that    they  ought    in  the    least  degret 
to  impair  the  integrity  of  the  somewhat- 
small  County  of  Dumbarton.     I  bsilStm 
that  owing  to  the  spread  of  railway  eoni* 
munication  in  Scotland  and  the  oiSHr 
of    long  •  distance    traffic     ower    tksB* 
main   Imes  of  road,  the  causes  vUA 
rendered  it  very  proper  to  inoorporift^ 
for    road    purposes    only     these   two 
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parishes  with  the  Coanty  of  Stirling  in 
the  year  1878,    have    been    gradually 
duappearing,  and  that   the  area  now 
contoins  district  roads  only  properly  so 
•called.  At  the  same  time  there  is  a  good 
^eal  to  be  said  for  part  of  the  observa- 
tions  of  the  noble  Earl.     These  two 
parishes  have  hitherto  been  dealt  with 
as  an  integral  part  of  one  of  the  Stirling- 
shire Road  Distriots.      There  may  have 
been  liabilities  incurred  by  Stirlingshire 
with  respect  to  this  part  of  Dumbarton- 
shire, which  for  road  purposes  Dumbar- 
tonshire ought  not  to  retain   without 
taking  over  its  due  share  of  liabilities, 
and  if  the  noble    Marquess  who    has 
charge  of  the  measure  could  see  his 
iray  to  it,  I  think  the  present  clause 
might  stand,  with   an  addition  to  the 
effect  of  making  a  reference  to  the  Boun- 
dary Oommissioners  under  the  Act  to 
setde  any  question  of  disputed  compen- 
sation between  the  two  counties. 

Thb  Dttkb  of  ABGYLL:  I  do  not 
understand  the  40th  Clause  to  prevent 
the  existing  arrangement  in  regard  to 
roads  only  continuing.  I  do  not  think 
it  will 

*LoBD  WATSON :  It  puts  an  end  to 
the  existing  road  arrangements  and  is 
intended  to  do  so,  I  believe. 

The  Ditkb  op  ARGYLL :  I  have  no 
objection  myself,  personally — I  do  not 
know  what  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
whole  body  of  the  Oommissioners  of 
Sapply  of  the  Oounty  of  Dumbarton, 
but  I  see  no  objection  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  existing  state  of  things  as 
regards  the  roads  only,  but  the  striking 
oat  of  this  clause  would  be  practically 
the  annexation  of  these  parishes  to  the 
Coanty  of  Stirling. 

The  Duxb  of  HAMILTON  :  None 
oi  the  noble  Lords  who  have  spoken 
have  informed  us  what  are  the  wishes 
and  sentiment  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
tvo  parishes  upon  this  point.  Would 
Bot  ue  Boondary  Oommissioners  be 
^e  to  inform  us  upon  the  subject  ? 

Tbm  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN :  This 
is  ai^arently  a  very  difficult  question. 
I  have  given  a  great  deal  *of  oonsidera- 
tion  to  it,  because  the  question  has  been 
brought  very  strongly  before  me  in  the 
iftterttsts  both  of  the  Oounty  of  Stirling 
■nd  &e  Oounty  of  Dumbarton.  First  of 
iD  I  would  like  to  say,  in  reference  to 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
who  baa  just  spoken  as  to  the  feelings 
of  the  two  imrishes  of  Kirkintilloch  and 


Oumbemauld,  that  I  think  that  what 
their  views  are  may  be  fairly  taken  for 
granted  from  the  course  which    they 
have   hitherto  followed.     In   1857,   as 
the  noble  Duke  has  said,   under  the 
Police  Act,  the  position  of   these  two 
parishes  was  mamtained,  but  there  was 
a  proviso  enabling  the  two  parishes  to 
be  transferred  to  the  Oounty  of  Stirling  if 
the  ratepayers  wished.    The  ratepayers 
never  took  advantage  of  those  powers, 
and  we  may  judge  from  that  of  what 
their  wishes  were.     In  1868  an  identical 
clause  was  inserted,  and  the  ratepayers 
followed  the  same  course.    Therefore 
we  may  take  it  for  granted  that  they  do 
not  wish  to  be  transferred,  but  wish  to 
remain  part  of  the  Oounty  of  Dumbar- 
ton.    With  reference  to  what  the  noble 
Duke  said    just  now  as  to  these  two 
parishes  remaining  in  the  Oounty  of 
Stirling  simply  under  the  Boad  Act,  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  possible.    The 
effect  of  this  clause  as  it  stands  would 
be  to  transfer  the  whole  power  both 
under  the  Bead  Act,  and  the  Police  Act, 
and  all  the  other  Acts  to  the  Oounty  of 
Dumbarton.      With     regard     to    the 
financial    aspect  of    the  question  the 
noble  Earl  seemed  to  confine  his  ob- 
servations to  the  matter  of  roads  only ; 
but  it    must    be  recollected    that  the 
financial  aspect  also  touches  Dumbar- 
ton at  this  moment  with  reference  to  all 
the  rates.     The  rateable  value  in  these 
two  parishes    is    enormous.      Out    of 
£450,000  the  annual  value  of  the  whole 
coun^,  these  two  parishes  account  for 
£81,000,  or  18  per  cent  of  the  whole. 
If  that  was  taken  away  from  Dumbar- 
ton, as  it  would  be  according  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl,  it  would 
make  an  enormous  difference  to    the 
Oounty  of  Dumbarton.    With  reference 
to  what  the  noble  Earl  said  just  now 
as  to  the  financial  arrangements  between 
the  two  counties  with  reference  to  any 
capital  which  might  have  been   spent 
under    the    Eoad    Act    in    these    two 
parishes,  I  think  there  is  very  great 
force  in  what  the  noble  Earl  has  said. 
I  understand  that  the  Oounty  of  Stir- 
ling has  spent  about  £2,000  of  capital 
upon  the  roads  in  these  two  parishes  of 
Dumbartonshire,  and  it  certainly  would 
be  a  very  strong  thing  to  transfer  the 
two    parishes  to   DumbartQushire    for 
road  purposes  without  some  compensa- 
tion by  which    this  £2,000  or    3ome 
equivalent  sum  might  be  given  back  to 
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Stirling.  The  whole  question  before 
flie  Oommittee  is  whether  really  these 
two  parishes  should  be  placed  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Boundarjr  Cfom- 
missioners.  My  own  opinion  is  that, 
under  the  BiU,  the  Boundary  Oom- 
tnissioners  have  powers  to  deal  with 
these  parishes,  but  the  clause,  as  it 
stands,  does  not  take  them  out  of  the 
administration  or  powers  of  the 
Boundary  Oommissioners ;  but  if  there 
is  any  doubt  upon  that  point,  I  should 
like  to  make  it  clear  that  it  is  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  that  they  should 
be  taken  away  for  reference  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners,  and  I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  at  the  end  of  Clause 
40,  to  introduce  words  to  this  efiPeot — 

*'  That  nothing  in  this  section  contained  shall 
affect  or  limit  we  powers  and  daties  of  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  er  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Scotland  under  this  Act." 

I  think  if  those  words  were  introduced, 
leaving  Clause  40  as  it  now  stands,  it 
would  give  an  indication  to  the 
Boundary  Commissioners  that  in  the 
opinion  of  Parliament  these  two 
parishes  ought  to  remain  as  they  now 
are,  part  of  the  County  of  Dumbarton, 
and  to  nve  to  the  Boundary  Commis- 
sioners the  right  to  take  evidence  and 
to  make  any  arrangement  they  think 
fit  as  to  pecuniary  matters  between 
Dumbarton  and  Stirling. 

Thb  Dxtee  of  ABGYLL:  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  proposal  of  my 
noble  Friend.  Does  he  mean  that  the 
Boundary  Comnussioners  may  transfer 
these  parishes  wholly,  for  all  purposes, 
from  Dumbarton  to  Stirling,  because 
that  I  should  certainly  object  to.  To 
give  the  Boundary  Commissioners 
power  to  trace  boundaries  between 
parishes,  and  arrange  as  to  deviations 
and  so  forth,  is  a  very  different  thing 
to  giving  power  to  such  a  body  to  cut 
off  what  has  been  a  substantial  part  of 
a  Scotch  county  from  all  its  history  and 
associations. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN  :  I  am 
afraid  that  would  be  the  effect  of  my 
proposal — it  would  give  that  power  to 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  although 
I  do  not  think  that  would  be  the  result, 
but  I  do  not  see  how  otherwise  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  provision  for  pay- 
ment of  compensation  for  the  differences 
between  the  two  counties. 

Thx  Easl  OF  CAMPEBDO WN :  My 
object  Ib  not  to  withdraw  this  question 

Tk$  Marqu0u  oj  Lothian 


from  the  cognisanoe  of  the  Boondaiy 
Commissioners,  and  I  am  quite  pre* 
pared  to  accept  the  proposal  which  his 
been  made. 

Ths  Dukb  of  ARGYLL :  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  Amendment  of  my  noUs* 
Friendis  virtually  the  repealof  thifcUoM,. 
because  this  clause  runs  on  all  fouxs  with 
the  clauses  in  the  previous  Act  of  1878. 
What  I  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend  is- 
that  the  Boundary  Commissioners  shoiAd 
have  special  power  to  make  special 
arrangements  in  any  case  that  may 
arise,  out  that  they  should  not  have  the^ 
power  to  disinteg^te  altogether  theie 
two  parishes. 

♦LoBD  WATSON :  I  entirely  sympa- 
thise with  the  observations  made  by  the 
noble  Duke.  If  the  clause  has  the  mean* 
ing  which  the  noble  Marquess  seems  to 
attach  to  it  it  ought  to  have  run  thus:— 

**Tbe  Commissioners  in  exercising  thdr 
powers  under  this  Act  shall  treat  the  OoimtyQi 
Dumbarton  as  if  it  had  contained  these  tvo 
parishes  within  its  limits  ap  to  this  date.'* 

That  seems  to  be  the  view  which  he 
takes  of  this  clause.    I  cannot  so  rssd 
it.     It  is  a  substantive  enactment  to  tiie 
effect  that  for  every  purpose  in  this  BiH 
these  two  parishes  shall  be  considered 
as  forming  part  of  the  Coun^  of  Dum- 
barton, and  after  enacting  that  substan- 
tively in  the  first  part  of  the  clause,  it  is 
proposed  to  add  a  oontradiotion  in  t^ms 
— namely,  that  these  shall  not  be  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  part  of  the  Ooantf 
of  Dumbarton   if    the    OommissioDefS* 
under  the  Act  shall  so  will  it. 
^LofiD  BALFOUB :  I  can  see  nothing 
in  the  Bill  to  prevent  the    Boundary 
Commissioners  dealing  with  tiieee  twa 
parishes  as  the  Bill  now  stands ;  all  ti^ 
Bill  does  is  to  alter  the  first  presttO^ 
tion.    The  presumption  througlout  the 
whole  Bill  is  that  the  contents  of  oomir* 
ties  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill  ahall  he- 
the  contents  according  to  the  Hoadssod 
Bridges  Act.    The  effect   of  this  dioi» 
as  it  stances  is  in  respect  of  these  tw0 
parishes  to  alter  the  presumption,  aal 
to  put  it  the  other  way ;  but  there  is 
nothing  in  tlus  clause,  as  1  read  it,  ii 
withdraw  the    matters  afifeoting   ^sss 
two  parishes  from  the  cognisanoe  of  iSbB 
Boundary  Commissioners.      I  tibdnk  it* 
fair  to  consider  the  great  importanoe  t» 
the  County  of    Dumbarton   that   tht 
presumption  should  be   put  with 
in    respect    of  these    parishes, 
ancient  connection  of  these  two 
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is  with    the  Gonnt^  of    Dumbarton; 
80  iar  as  we  oan  jud^e  of  the  feel- 
inp  and  wishes  of    the  people    their 
wishes  go   with  the  County  of  Dum- 
btrton.     But,   on  the  other  hand,    it 
would  be  obviously  unfair,  and  every- 
body has  admitted  that  the  Stirlingshire 
people  should  get  no  compensation  for 
Uie  outlay  at  which  they  have  been  in  re- 
gixd  to  these  two  parishes  if  they  are  to 
OS  taken  for  road  purposes  out  of  their 
present  district  and  put  into  the  County 
of  Bombarton.    Surely,  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  is  intended  to  operate  thus,  that 
while  the  presumption  shall  be  with  the 
Qmnty  of  Dumbarton,    the  Boundary 
Comnussioners,  under  Clause  48,  shaU 
consider  the  whole  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  make  such  arrangements  as 
shall  seem  to  them  fair.    It  may  be  that 
the  Boundary  Commissioners  shall  pay 
a  money  compensation  to  the  County  of 
Stirling.    It  may  be  that  thev  will  de- 
cree tl^t  these  parishes  should  become 
Crt  of  the  County  of  Stirling.    It  may 
,  on  the  other  hand — at  least  I  tbinK 
thsre  is  i^othing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent 
it— that  for  all  purposes  except  roads 
they  shall  be  considered  to  be  in  Dum- 
baiton,  but  that  for  road  purposes  they 
shall  go  Stirling.     I  think  that  is  possi- 
ble.   We  are  simply  considering  on  one 
fUe  what  the  presumption  shall  be,  and 
upon  the  facts  stated  by  the  noble  Duke 
onposite,  and  on  account  of  the  histori- 
eafconnection  with  the  County  of  Dum- 
barton, and  of  the  great  value  of  these 
Mrishee  to  that  county  in  proportion  to 
we  whole  valne  of  the  county,  it  is  fair 
tiiatthe  presumption  should  be  in  favour 
4f  Dumbarton.     But  I  think  the  noble 
Ibvaaeaa  behind  me  who  has  charge  of 
A0  Bill  made  it  quite  clear  that  even 
^Bill  as  it  stands  does  not  withdraw 
wse  two  parishes  from  the  cognisance 
oC&e  Boundary  Commissioners. 

Xn  DuKS  OF  AEGTLL:  I  should 
Hb  to  have  the  opinion  of 
ftfe  noble  and  learned  Lord  as 
I0  file  oonstraction  of  this  clause.  As  it 
iHrial  certainly  read  it  as  a  substantive 
iMMy  and  so  does  the  noble  and 
Inmad  Lord  od  the  Cross  Benches,  and 
lake  is  one  of  the  Judicial  Members  of 

ELordahipa'  House,  I  think  his 
n  on  the  construction  of  the  clause 
■e  relevant  to  this  discussion  than 
jpni  &e  omnions  of  my  noble  Friends 
Horftei  although  they  are  responsible 
Wlhm  drafting  of  the  BilL    What  I 


would  like  to  know  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  is  whether  he  adheres  to* 
the  interpretation  he  puts  on  it,  that  it 
does  withdraw    the  case  of  these  two- 
parishes  from  the  free  discretion  of  the- 
Boundary  Commissioners  ? 
♦LoBD  WATSON :  I  am  not  fond  of 
giving,  and  indeed  cannot  pretend  to 
give,  judicial  decisions  in  Committee  or 
your  Lordships'   House ;  but  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say    that,   in  my  opinion, 
the  enactment  is  absolute,  and  that  the* 
County  of  Dumbarton  would  be  much 
better  off  under  the  clause  as  it  stands 
than  under  the  clause  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess proposes  to  extend  it. 

The    Duke    op  AEQYLL:    I  hope- 
that  before  Beport  the  noble  Marquess 
will  do  this,  which  I  think  will  be  a  fair 
compromise — ^that  he  will  maintain  the- 
principle  of  the  two  previous  existing- 
local  Acts,  that  there  should  be  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  on  the  part  of  Parlia-^ 
ment  that  these  two  parishes  are   an. 
integral  part  of  the  County  of  Dumbar- 
ton.   They  have  been  so  for  400  years ; 
they  are  an  important  part  of  the  assess- 
able   value  of  the  county  ;    but  with 
regard  to  the  management  of  roads,  and' 
all  the  applications  oouneoted  with  it^ 
the    Boundary   Commissioners    should - 
have  fUll  power  over  it. 

The  Mabqubss  op  LOTHIAN:  I 
have  no  desire  to  change  the  presump- 
tion in  this  Bill,  that  is  to  say,  that  the 
two  parishes  should  remain  integral 
parts^of  the  County  of  Dumbarton ;  but 
in  consequence  of  the  difficulty  which' 
has  arisen,  I  am  quite  ready  to  consider 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  to 
state  upon  Beport  what  conclusion  we- 
arrive  at. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  41  agreed  to. 

Clause  42. 

The  Earl  op  ELGIN,  in  rising  to  move 
the  insertion  of  a  new  clause,  said :  This- 
clause  is  to  meet  the  local  circumstances 
of  Eif  e.  The  Commissioners  of  Supply 
of  the  County  of  Eife  do  not  possess  any 
county  buildings;  they  are  all  held 
under  local  Acts  by  the  Court  House 
Commissioners;  and,  as  this  Bill  proposes 
to  throw  upon  the  County  Council  the 
duty  of  providing  rooms  for  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Commissioners  of  Suj^pli^^ 
the  Justices,  and  other  Bodies,  it  is- 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  that  they^ 
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^hoidd  have  possession  of  the  county 
buildings.  There  does  not  seem  to  be 
•any  reason  for  maintaining  the  separate 
•existence  of  the  Court  House  Oommis- 
sioners,  and  therefore,  by  this  new 
clause,  I  propose  that  all  their  duties 
•and  obligations  should  be  transferred  to 
the  County  Council. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  30,  after 
*Clause  41,  insert  as  a  new  Clause — 

'*  With  respect  to  the  application  of  this  Act 
to  the  county  of  Fife,  there  shall  be  enacted 
the  following  provision,  namely:  The  Acts 
fifth  and  sixth  William  the  Fourth,  diapter 
sixty,  intituled  *An  Act  for  providing  in  or 
near  the  burgh  of  Cupar  more  extensive  ac- 
•commodation  for  holding  the  courts  and  meet- 
ings of  the  sheriff,  justices  of  the  peace,  and 
-oommsiBioners  of  supply  of  the  coun^  of  Fife, 
und  for  the  custody  of  tbe  records  of  the  said 
•county/  and  the  Act  tenth  Victoria,  chapter 
thirty-two,  known  as  *  The  Dunfennline  and 
-Oupar  Court  Houses  Act,  1847,'  are  hereby  re- 
peiued,  and  all  the  powers  and  rights  conferred 
hy  said  Acts,  and  the  duties,  obligations,  and 
abilities  imposed  by  said  Acts  or  otherwise 
upon  the  commissioners  for  whose  appointment 
said  Acts  provide,  and  all  lands,  buildings, 
funds,  effects,  and  property  of  whatever  de* 
•scription  belonging  to  or  vested  in  said  com- 
missioners, and  all  debts  and  obligations  of 
whatever  nature  of  said  commissioners,  are 
hereby  transferred  to  the  county  council  of 
the  county  of  Fife."— v^A«  tart  of  Elgin.) 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  am 
•quite  ready  to  accept  the  clause  that  the 
noble  Earl  proposes. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  added,  and  numbered  ^2. 

Olause  43  (in  the  Bill  42)  agreed  to. 

Clause  44  (in  the  Bill  43). 

The  Eabl  of  ELGIN :  If  I  am  rightMn 

understanding  that  the  sub-section  of  this 

•clause  will  have  the  effect  of  attaching 
every  detached  portion  of  a  county  as  it 
is  attached  under  the  Boads  and 
Bridges  Act  for  all  purposes,  and, 
At  the  same  time,  that  that  will  not 
withdraw  it  from  the  cognizance 
of  the  Boundary  Commissioners  here- 
after,  to  determine  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  to  attach  it  to  some  other 
oounty,  then  the  Amendment  which  I 
have  on  the  Paper  would  not  be 
necessary. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  The  in- 
terpretation which  the  noble  Lord  has 
just  put  on  the  sub-section  is  quite 
<H>rrecty   and  I  was  going  to    ask  the 

The  Earl  of  Elgin 


noble  Lord  to  withdraw  his  Amendmeiiti 
because  it  is  not  necessary. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  to  Clause  76  (in 
he  Bill  75)  agreed  to. 

aanse  77  (in  the  Bill  76). 

LoBD  ELGIN  :  I  wish  to  point  oat  to 
the  noble  Marquess  that  it  appears  to 
me  he  has  omitted  to  provide  in  this 
clause  for  the  case  of  a  County  that  doss 
not  divide  itself   into    districts.     The 
proviso  states  that  a  countr,  if  it  think 
it  expedient,  need  not  divide  itself  into 
districts   in    certain  cases,  but  if  that 
happens  what  is  to  be  done  with  regard 
to  the  powers  and  the  duties  of  the  dis- 
trict itself  ?  The  following  clause,  which 
lays  down  the  constitution  of  the  district 
itself,    is   specially  limited  to  that  de- 
nomination, and  I  imagine  that  ondsr 
this  constitution,  if  a  County  Oonnoal 
resolves  that  it  would  not  divide  itself 
into  districts  there  would  be  no  means 
of  introducing  into  the  County  Gooncil 
for  the  management  of  the  roads  and 
the  administration  of  the  Public  Health 
Act,  the  representatives  of  the  Paroohitl 
Board  and  the  representatives  of  the 
burghs,  who   are  admitted  under  the 
next  following  clause.      Now  I  do  not 
quite    follow    how    the  administration 
would  be  carried  out.     Under  these  cir- 
cumstances I  beg  to  move  the  proviso  of 
which  I  have  given  notice,  unless  the 
noble  Marquess  would  like  to  consider 
it  further. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  53,  after 

line  27,  insert — 

*'  Provided  also  that  where  a  ooiinty  is  nol 
divided  into  districts  the  County  Coanal  |^^ 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  be  oonstitotss 
in  like  manner  as  a  District  Committee  nodff 
this  Act"— (Tifttf  Lord  Elgin.) 

The  Mabqubss  of  LOTHIAN :  I 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lotd  u 
very  reasonable  one,  but  it  has  only  j 
been  put  into  my  hands,  and  I  wO' 
like  to  consider  it  before  Keport 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Hoi 
withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  to  Olause  80  ({ 
the  Bill  79)  agreed  to. 

aause  81  (in  the  Bill  80.) 

♦The  Mabquess  op  TWEEDDj 
It  would  appear  that  if  a  special 
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fopply  difltrict  became  included  in  a 
district  formed  under  this  Bill,  which 
will  indude  seyeral  parishes,  the 
BiitrietOounoil  would  be  entitled  to  levy 
s  rate  apon  the  whole  district,  and  not 
upon  the  special  water  districts.  Suppose 
inedaTdistrict  is  formed  in  one  parish, 
and  that  parish  forms  part  of  one  of  the 
new  districts  about  to  be  formed.  The 
rate  for  the  special  water  district 
would  be  levied  on  the  whole.  That 
woold  be  unfair  to  the  parishes  which 
it  if  proposed  to  unite  in  forming 
districts  under  the  Bill.    I  beg  there- 

iofn  to  more  the  following  Amendment 

• 

Amendment  mowed,  in  page  55,  at  end 
of  elaose  add  as  new  Sub-section — 

"(4.)  AU  expenditure  incurred  by  Buch 
Loom  Aothority  in  any  water  supply  or  drain- 
t^  district,  including  repayment  of  debt  and 
intereit,  shall  be  assessed^  as  hitherto  on  the 
Ittdf  sad  heritages  within  such  water  supply 
«r  disiaage  district.  Clause  82,  page  56,  line 
S2,  leare  out  from  the  first  *'  the  '*  to  end  of 
^^  %  psge  6S  ;  Sub-section  8,  page  56,  line 
10,  lesTe  out «'  may  "  andinsert  "  shall."— (TA* 
Jfoffiiftf  of  Twtdiale.) 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN:  I 
think  the  noble  Marquess  has  pointed 
oot  a  difficulty  which  may  exist  under 
the  wording  of  the  Bill,  but  I  cannot 
saj  at  this  moment  that  I  am  prepared 
to  accept  the  exact  words  of  ihe  Amend- 
msat,  and  I  would  like  to  have  an  op- 
pQitanity  of  considering  this  with  the 
odier  matters  whicli  have  been  postponed 
sod  putting  it  right  upon  Beport. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

(3anse  agreed  to. 

OiwawB  83  (in  the  BiU  Clause  81) 
■greed  to. 

Clause  83  (in  the  Bill  Clause  82.) 

Tbb  Duxx  of  ARGYLL  :  The 
imeodment  standing  in  the  name  of 
ke  noble  Lord  Elgin  is  much  the  same 
IS  aa  Amendment  which  I  have  put 
bwnoa  the  Paper,  and  my  noble  Friend 
M  asked  me  to  state  our  reasons  for  it. 
a  some  obeerrations  which  I  addressed 
t>  your  Lordships  to-night,  I  referred 
9 1&  Treaamy  as  a  terrible  Department. 

am  almid  we  have  here  an  example 
f  the  efibct  of  the  Treasury  influence 

Cthe  drafting  of  Bills.  I  believe 
filnnonn  were  put  in  in  the  other 
Inee  of  Parliament  at  the  last  moment 
•d  attracted  very  litde  notice  or  atten- 


tion. I  have  not  spoken  to  any  one 
person  connected  with  Scotland  who  has 
not  most  seriously  objected  to  them. 
The  state  of  the  matter  is  this :  In  1857, 
Parliament  passed  an  Act  enabling  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  of  all  the 
Scotch  counties  to  appoint  a  Revenue 
Officer  as  their  County  Valuer,  and 
holding  out  to  them  the  advantage  that 
if  they  did  so  the  expense  of  the  valua- 
tion would  be  borne  by  the  Treasury. 
That  is  more  than  30  years  ago.  A 
very  large  number  of  the  counties  of 
Scotland  have  taken  advantage  of  that 
provision.  It  so  happens  that  the 
county  with  which  I  have  chiefly  the 
honour  of  being  connected  did  not  adopt 
it.  We  have  an  Assessor  of  our  own 
who  conducts  all  the  valuations  for 
public  purposes;  he  is  a  very  able 
officer,  and  I  trust  the  County  Council 
will  not  be  likely  to  change  him.  Out 
of  all  the  counties  of  Scotland,  all  but 
four  did  take  advantage  of  this  Act  of 
1857.  For  30  years  they  have  been  in 
the  habit  of  appointing  as  their  own 
Valuer  some  public  officer  of  the 
Revenue,  and  I  believe  the  arrangement 
has  worked  most  satisfactorily.  I  have 
often  heard  Mr.  Gladstone  in  former 
days,  when  I  was  his  colleague,  speak 
of  the  effective  manner  in  which  these 
matters  were  conducted  in  Scotland,  and 
the  punctuality  with  which  public  taxes 
were  paid.  Very  much  of  this  depends 
on  the  unity  of  action  between  the  County 
and  the  Treasury  in  these  matters. 
This  has  been  going  on  for  more  than 
30  years  and  given  great  satisfaction, 
and  yet  now  in  this  Local  Government 
Bill  comes  this  formidable  proviso, 

'*  Provided  that  where  the  Assessor  is  an 
officer  of  Inland  Revenue  any  regulations  made 
by  the  County  Council  with  respect  to  hit 
duties  and  conduct  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  Uie  Treasury." 

That  is  to  say  that  we  can  no  longer 
appoint  a  Government  officer  without 
making  ourselves,  through  him,  the 
servant  of  the  Treasury  obliged  to 
receive  any  orders  the  Treasury  may 
issue  in  respect  of  valuations,  I  sup* 
pose,  or  in  respect  of  the  duties  of 
that  office.  That  is  a  very  serious 
demand,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that  it 
may  lead  to  the  abandonment  by  the 
Scotch  counties  of  that  happy  system 
under  which  the  two  authorities  have 
been  working  together,  of  employing 
officers    mutually    appointed     for    all 
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oommon  purposes,  at  least  for  purposes 
whioh  are  oommon  to  them  in  a  yery 
large  extent.  Now,  what  is  the  object 
of  this  new  arrangement?  I  cannot 
•onceive  it.  Of  course,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  when  we  appoint  a  Revenue 
officer  we  do  not  withdraw  him  from  the 
cognisance  and  superintendence  of  the 
Traisury.  The  Treasury  may  dismiss 
any  of  their  officers  whenever  they 
please,  and  the  County  would  then  have 
to  look  for  another  Assessor,  but  prac- 
tically I  believe  such  a  disagreement 
has  never  happened.  On  page  57,  at 
the  top,  there  is  another  proviso — 

"  ProTided  that  where  the  Assessor  is  an 
officer  of  Inland  Rerenue,  the  amoont  of  the 
salary,  wages,  and  allowances  awarded  to  him 
shall  he  sahjeet  to  the  approval  of  the  Treamiry.'  * 

Now,  I  am  unwilling  to  ascribe  to  the 
Treasury  any  object  which  is  not 
openly  avowed;  but  it  looks  nncom- 
n^mlv  as  if  the  Treasury  wished  to 
withdraw  the  advantage  which,  under  the 
present  Act  of  Parliament,  we  now 
enjoy,  and  which  was  held  out  to  us  by 
the  Act  of  1857,  that  in  such  case  the 
expense  attending  the  assessment  by 
such  officers  should  be  defrayed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Bevenue.  It 
is  quiteclear  that  if  the  Treasury  have  an 
absolute  power  of  dictating  what  the 
salary  shall  be,  they  may  exact  a  bargain 
from  all  the  counties  that  the  salary 
shall  be  such  as  to  relieve  them  of  half 
the  expense  which  they  now  pay  on  the 
cost  of  valuations.  If  that  is  the  object 
of  the  Treasury  I  think  it  should  be 
avowed  and  provided  for  in  a  special 
clause;  but  as  the  Bill  now  stands  it  is 
dissociated  from  any  public  purpose  of 
aiiy  value,  and  is  open  to  grave  sus- 
picion as  regards  its  object,  and  certainly 
may  be  construed  as  exercising  an  effect 
upon  the  future  position  of  the  County 
Uooncils.  If  the  GK)vemment  wish  to 
deal  with  this  question  separately  I 
have  nothing  to  say — if  they  wish  to 
revise  the  bargain  which  was  made  in 
1857  with  the  Scotch  counties  on  this 
subject  I  have  no  objection;  but  it  is 
hardly  fair  to  introduce  into  this  Bill  a 
clause  which  will  have  this  effect  with- 
out its  having  been  really  discussed  or 
contemplated  by  the  counties  of  Scot- 
land. 

Tbb  Eabl  op  ELGIN :  After 
what  the  noble  Duke  has  said  I  will  say 
nothing  further  than  that  I  was  myself 
going  to  move  to  delete  the  last  part 

I%0  Duke  ofArgyU 


of  this  dause,  and  that  I  wss  taked 
to  do  so  by  the  Town  Ooimflil  of 
the  Burgh  of  Inverary,  and  also  by  the- 
Bills  Committee  of  the  Commisnoieis- 
of  Supply  of  Aberdemi.  I  bsliere  tikit 
a  Select  Committee  is  sittiog  tt  the* 
present  time  to  inquire  into  thtf  valua- 
tion of  rating  in  Scotland,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  very  much  better  to  wait  as 
all  events  till  that  Committee  had  ie> 
ported,  and  then  to  deal  with  the  whole- 
subject. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  56,  line 
19,  to  leave  out  from  *' provided,"  to 
•'Burgh/'  in  line   2%.— {The    T)»h  9f 
AfgyU.) 

The    Marqubss   op   SALI8BTJBT; 
There  is  no  subject  more  interesting  to 
a  well- constituted  Parliamentary*  mmd 
than  examination  into  the  motives  which, 
guide  the  Treasury.  A  perfect  wealth  of 
interesting  problems  are  suggested  by 
that  study ;  but  I  must  say  I  think  the- 
noble  Lord  has  in  this  case  attributed 
too  ^ave  and  sinister  a  meaning  to  these* 
clauses.    I  think  that  they  are  simply 
the  thought  of  the  draftsman  to  pro* 
tect  the  Treasury  from  any  exceptional 
diminution  of  the  functions  and  powere^ 
which  it  already  possesses;  because  if  the- 
noble  Lord  will  consider,  he  will  see  that 
according  to  our  present  conception  of 
the  law  every  one  of  the  things  whioh 
is  enacted  by  these  provisoes  the  Trea- 
sury can  secure  itself  by  threatening  to* 
dismiss  the  man  unless  they  are  fulfilled. 
Therefore  I  conclude  that  the  draftsman 
has  been  afraid  that  the  lang^nage  of 
the  clause  would  oust  the  Treasuiy  of 
this  natural  jurisdiction.     That  jnnB' 
diction  must  remain  to  it.    The  TreaiTy 
must  have  the  power  of  dismissinfT  ^ 
officers  if  it  chooses,  and  of  course  if  it 
can  dismiss  its  officers  when  it  chooeffr 
it  can  insist  that  any  reg^ulatioms  mafc 
with  respect  to  their  duties  and  oondndt 
are  such  as  it  approves  of.     In  the 
way  it  insists  that  the  amount  of 
salaries  and  allowanoes  ahall  be  sash 
it  approves  of,  or  the  officer  goes; 
either  that  they  thought  it  a  moie 
spectful  mode  of  deahn^  with  0 — 
Councils,  or  as  I  think  is  more  piol 
that  it  is  one  of  those  things  whieb 
draftsman  put  in  ssb  tihumdatUi  pmdM 
order  to  prevent  in  legislative 
that  which  is  not  necessary,  thsty 
put  in  what  to  the  lav  mind  seeou 
surjriusage.    I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
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Qiat  I  have    any  message  from  the 

Treasniy ;  but  th«  Treasury  do  not  live 

tery  &r  from  here,  and  are  in  a  state  of 

Titality  in  the  course  of  the  day,  and 

&m  view  can  be  easily  ascertained, 

I     bafc  I  am  convinced  that  it  has  no  such 

I      dirk  and  sinister  meaning  as  the  noble 

\     Lord  attaches  to  it. 

Thi  Eabl  of  OAMPEBDOWN  :  All 
that  ifl  asked  by  those  who  oppose  this 
daose  is  that  the  position  with  regard 
'      to  the  Assessors  in  the  Scottish  counties 
ibonld  be  left  exactly  as  it  is.    That  has 
flilBted,  as  the  noble  Duke  has  pointed 
Otti,  for  30  years,  and  I  suppose  that 
dtuine  that  time  the  Treasury  nave  had 
oontrol  over  their  officers  in  all  respects 
••  the  noble  Marquess  opposite  would 
deeiie    for     them.      I    wish    also    to 
empfcasize  what  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
hai  said,  that  this  matter  is  one  which 
was  specially  brought  before  a  Select 
Oommittee  of  the  other  House  last  year, 
which  was  appointed  for  the  very  pur- 
pose of  inquiring  into  the  valuation 
Qaeetion  in  Scotland.  This  question  was 
hronght  before  the  Oommittee  by  the 
^Wesentatives  of  the  Inland  Revenue  in 
Edinburgh,    and    the   very    proposals 
which  are  now  embodied  in  this    Bill 
were  brought  forward  by  that  officer  as 
tti  altaration  which  he  desired  to  make 
in  the  law.    Therefore,  I  think  the  par- 
tieolar  provisioDS  cannot  have  been  in- 
Muoed  as  the  noble  ICarquess  has  said 
hy  accident. 

TsB  Mabqusss  of  SALISBUBY  :  I 
^  not  say  that.    I  said  ex  ahundanti 

Tn  Eabl  of  OAMPEBDOWN: 
'notly  ;  but  they  must  have  been  in- 
tedooed  by  the  Treasury  in  order  to 
Wr  oat  the  views  which  their  officer 
j^essed  before  the  Select  Oommittee. 
Iw^  Select  Oommittee  has  been  re- 
Vpointed  this  Tear ;  it  has  not  presented 
6  fieport,  ana  under  the  circumstances 
I  ftiu  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Scotch 
^miiei  that,  as  the  noble  Duke  behind 
■<  (dieDi^Le  of  Argyll)  suggested,  the 
^we  aabject  should  be  left  over  to  be 
^^iitsd  separately  if  the  Government 
wn  so  sdvisedy  tdter  the  Beport  of  the 
flriiit  Oommittee. 

^bi  Babi.  of  GALLOWAT:  I 
ttUk  k  voold  obviate  the  objections  to 
if  these  words  were  added : — 


^*flilftsOommisatop€W  of  Sspfly  in  ooim- 
WW  sal  KM^atmtes  in  borgbs  m  i^n^oiatlng 
MS  Tsliad  fimnns  OiBosn  as  Assessors  in 


their  respective  spheres,  should  retain  the 
priyileff^  g^vea  them  in  so  doing  under  the- 
Land  Valoatioa  Ameadment  Act  of  1867, 17  and 
18  Yiotoria,  Chapter  88." 

It  seems  to  me  that  that  would  Ibe  a 
solution  which  would  meet  the  views  of 
everybody. 

The  Duke  op  ARGYLL :  Before  my 
noble  Friend  answers  I  would  suggest 
that  these  clauses,  which  I  believe  to  be 
unnecessary  as  regards  the  power  of  the 
Treasury,  should  be  struck  out  until  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  is  now  sitting  upon  this  very 
subject,  has  reported.  If  my  informa- 
tion is  not  incorrect,  the  officer  of  the 
Treasury  who  recommended  to  that 
Committee  some  change  of  this  kind  did 
not  conceal  that  his  desire  rested  on  the 
ground  of  reconsidering  and  altering 
the  financial  arrangement  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  counties,  and  that  he 
would,  in  fact,  throw  again  the  whole 
expense  of  valuations  upon  the  counties. 
As  I  have  already  said,  that  is  a  matter 
for  consideration  in  any  general  arrange- 
ment, and  I  think  it  should  not  be 
introduced  in  the  way  it  is  in  this  BiU. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that 
these  words  are  mereiv  put  into  the  Bill 
ex  abundanti  cauUld^  I  would  point  out 
that  in  line  bS  there  is  a  proviso  saving 
existing  appointments, which  shows  that 
it  does  contemplate  an  alteration  in 
the  present  state  of  things.  Under  the* 
present  state  of  things  the  Government 
may  dismiss  any  man  they  like,  but 
there  is  a  special  provision  that  in  the 
case  of  men  now  holding  office,  thia 
clause  should  not  apply. 

The  Mabqusss  op  LOTHIAN :  I  think 
after  what  has  been  said  by  the  noble- 
Marquess  the  Prime  Minister,  it  ia 
unnecessary  for  me  to  go  in  any  detail 
into  this  question,  because  he  suggested, 
and  I  understood  that  the  House  haa 
accepted  the  proposal,  that  the  question 
should  be  further  considered  on  Report 
after  the  Government  had  ascertained 
more  distinctly  what  are  the  views  of 
the  Treasury.  The  noble  Duke  seemed 
to  think  that  the  Treasury  by  this  pro- 
posal have  some  sort  of  idea  of  alteripg 
the  financial  arrangements  as  between 
the  counties  and  themselves  with 
reference  to  the  payment  of  their 
officers  tor  making  up  the  valua- 
tion of  the  county.  I  would  like  to 
say  with  reference  to  that,  that  1  am 
quite  certain  that  it  is  not  the  intentioa 
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of  the  Treasury  in  the  smallest  degree 
to  take  advantage  of  anything  under 
this  Bill  to  make  any  change  of  the 
kind ;  not  only  is  it  not  their  intention, 
but  I  am  firmly  convinced  that  it  is  not 
in  their  power  to  do  it,  because  under 
^e  Act  of  1857  the  Commissioners  of 
Supply  were  enabled  to  appoint  an  offi- 
cer of  the  Inland  Revenue  as  Assessor 
for  the  Valuation  Boll,  and  the  arrange- 
ment  with  the  Treasury  then  was  that 
the  Treasury  should  pay  the'  whole  of 
the  salary  of  that  officer  for  making  up 
the  Valuation  Boll.  By  this  Bill  that 
Act  of  1857  is  not  repealed  nor  any  por- 
tion of  it ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  that 
eo  long  as  that  Act  remains  in  force  the 
Treasury  are  bound,  by  the  arrange- 
ment and  the  obligations  under  which 
they  came  in  virtue  of  that  Act.  I  only 
-wish  to  say  that,  in  reference  to  what 
lias  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  with 
reference  to  the  other  question  raised 
by  the  Amendment,  I  think  that  had 
better  be  deferred  till  Beport. 

The  Makquess  of  8ALISBUBY :  I 
suggest  that  course  because  it  is  quite 
possible  that  we  ipay  introduce  some 
formal  words  which  may  meet  all  the 
views  which  have  been  expressed. 

Amendment,  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  down  to  Clause 
108  (in  the  Bill  Clause  107}  agreed  to. 

Clause  109  (in  the  Bill  Clause  108). 

The  Eael  of  CAMPERDOWN  :  I 
beg  to  move  the  omission  of  this  clause. 
The  object  of  the  clause  is  to  insure  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  the 
Convener  of  the  County,  the  Chairman 
of  the  County  Boad  Trustees,  and  the 
Chairman  of  the  Local  Authority  of  the 
County,  shall  be  placed  upon  the  first 
County  Council.  I  believe  that  if  the 
elause  is  carried,  it  will  have  an  effect 
exactly  contrary  to  that  which  the  fra- 
mers  of  the  Bill  intend.  Certainly  these 
officials  will  be  members  of  the  first 
County  (Jouncil,  but  they  will  be  placed 
in  a  position  of  very  gpreat  difficulty 
after  that  time,  because  when  their  term 
of  office  expires  they  will  have  no  seat 
of  their  own,  and  unless  some  of  the 
existing  members  of  the  Council  wish  to 
resign,  these  officiails,  who  are  manifestly 
some  of  the  most  prominent  men  in  the 
cdunty,  will  find  themselves  placed  in 

The  Marquees  of  Zoihian 


the  disagreeable  position  of  having  to 
oppose  some  other  person  who  has  a 
seat.      It  is  very  probable,   too,  that 
some  of  these  four  officials  may  prefer 
to  stand  on  their  own  merits  instead  of  ou 
their  ez  officio  qualifications.    If  thej  do^ 
they  will  almost  to  a  certainty  not  be 
elected,  because  the  electors  will  say— 
"Why,   these  four  officers  have  seats 
found  for  them  by  the  Act,  and  yet  they 
are  not  content,  but  must  also  aspire  to 
have  a  seat  of  their  own  as  well,"  and 
many  persons  will  vote  against  them  for 
that  very  reason.     The  feeling  which 
underlies  this   clause,   and  which  has 
dictated  it,  is  one  which  is  very  reason- 
able  indeed — that   these  four  persons 
ought  to  be  on  the  new  County  Council. 
I  am  exactly  of  that  opinion,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  persons  who  h&v« 
discharged  any  of  these  county  offices 
with  credit,   will  find  any  difficulty  in 
obtaining  a  seat  upon  the  new  Council, 
always  provided  that  we  have  a  reason- 
ably sufficient  number  of  County  Coun- 
cillors.    I  think  the  clause  is  rather  an 
invidious  one,  and  that  it  will  have  an 
effect  quite  different  from  that  which 
the  framers  intend,  and  for  that  reason 
I  beg  to  move  its  omission. 

Moved,  **To  omit  Clause  108."-  <I^ 
JS^rlof  Camperdown,) 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  am 
sorry  that,  the  noble  Lord  has  thought 
it  necessary  to  move  the   omission  of 
this    clause.      I  quite  appreciate  the 
difficulties    which    he    has    au^geaied, 
but   I    do    not    anticipate     that    fliey 
will  be  realised  to  the   extent  whifh 
he  fears.      The  noble  Earl  speaks  as  tf 
it  was  absolutely  certain  that  these  faor 
persons  who  are  included  in  this  ofamas 
as  the  ex  officio  members,  will  be  eleeled 
on  the  General  Council  at  the  first  eto* 
tion.      I  do  not  know  what  g^amlss 
the  noble  Earl  has  for  that.       I  think  ft 
is  quite  possible  that  persons  who  havs 
shown  great  aptitude  and  ^reat  iatefffH 
before  in    county    business     would 'to 
elected  at  the  first  election,   bat  on  As 

other  hand  there  is  no  guarantee 

ever  for  that.    The  noble  Ix>rd  r^Utf 
understands  that  the  object  the  QiUfWs 
meht  have  had    in    view^  in  ii 
this  provision  is  to  ensure  that 
four  ex  officio  members  should  be 
to  the  County  Council  for  the  fii«| 

of  its  existence.    There  ia  no  ^ 

whatever  as  to  who  will  be   otoutoft 
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the  Oounty    Opnnoils,    they   may    be 
altogether,  or  a  lar^e  number  of  them 
may  be  and  are  very  likely  to  be  those 
who  have  had  any  knowledge  or  taken 
aay  plurt  in  oounty  bueiness  and  in  the 
inteieets  of   the  work  of  the    County 
Councils,  in  the  future  it  is  very  desir- 
able indeed  that  certain  members  of  the 
ezifting  administration,  who  have  had 
peat  experience,  and  have  great  know- 
ledge, and  have  taken  a  great  interest 
in  the  affairs  of  their  counties  shall  be 
placed  upon  the  Oounty  Council  with- 
out the  possibility  of  their  being  ex- 
cluded.     I  think  your  Lordships  will 
require  no  argument  to  appreciate  the 
dasirability  of  there  being  some  sort  of 
connectiDg  link  between  the  old  system 
and  the  new  one.     I  do  not  believe  that 
there  will  be  the  difficulty  which  the 
noble  Lord    eeems  to  anticipate   with 
regard  to  the  future  election  of  members 
who  are  ex  officio  upon  the  first  Council. 
Surely  these  four  representative  persons 
in  the  County  Council  will  find  some 
means    of     standing   for    an   election 
withoat  displacing  anyone  whom  they 
would   wish     to    see    still    upon    the 
Council  at  some  future  election.     I  do 
not   anticipate    these    difficulties.       I 
feel  perfectly  certain,   in  the  interests 
ol  the  futi£re  work  and  future  conduct 
of  business   by  the    County  Councils, 
tiiat  it  is  of  the  greatest  possible  advan- 
tage to  them  that  they  should  have  the 
advice  and  guidance  of  those  who  are 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  county 
huiaess  as  it  has  hitherto  been  carried 
OIL    On   these  grounds    I  think   your 
Lordships  will  he  advised  well  if  you 
agree  to  the  clause  as  it  stands. 

Thb  Eabi.  op  CAMPERDOWN:  I 
wmildlike  to  say  with  regard  to  this 
liliise  that  I  have  had  communication 
with  a  good  naany  gentlemen  who  vriU 
ttme  under  its  operation,  and  I  have 
let  found  one  who  is  in  its  favour.  No 
ifnibi  it  is  extremely  desirable  there 
ikonld  be  a  connecting  link  between  the 
di  administration  and  the  new,  but  the 
n  with  regard  to  this  clause  is 
that  connecting  link  is  intro- 
in  the  manner  that  will  make 
iMlbe  greatest  advantage.  It  appears 
that  the  introduction  of  the  con- 
link  by  means  of  0x  officio  mem- 
to  place  it  under  the  greatest 
MriUe  disadvantage,  because  those 
Wftbeza  who    are   put    on  a  footing 


by  o&ers  on  the  County  Council  as  sue-*, 
pected  individuals — that  they  are  intro- 
duced into  a  body  by  a  method  which  is 
devised  specially  for  them,  and  that  they 
are  not  able  to  undergo  the  free  election 
which  the  other  members  of  the  Council 
submit  to.  Besides  that  I  think  there 
is  a  real  grievance  that  the  members 
themselves  are  put  under  as  regards  the 
second  election.  It  is  all  very  well  to 
say  they  can  stand  at  the  first  election. 
The  difficulty  will  certainly  arise  that 
the  noble  Earl  has  pointed  out — if  they 
stand  at  the  first  election  they  will  cer- 
tainly be  told  by  anybody  who  opposes 
them  that  they  have  already  got  a  seat 
and)  therefore,  need  not  be  elected,  and 
if  they  come  forward  at  the  next  elec- 
tion they  will  have  to  look  all  round  the 
country  to  find  somebody  whom  it  would 
be  expedient  for  them  to  oust.  I  think 
this  is  one  of  those  clauses  in  the  Bill  in 
which  the  Qovernment,  unfortunately, 
introduce  a  provision  which  is  of  very 
little  value  in  itself,  and  must  g^ve  rise 
to  great  inconvenience  and  dissatis- 
faction. 

♦Lord  BALFOUE  :  I  admit  there  is 
a  certain  amount  of  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  those  who  are  supposed 
to  be  privileged  by  this  clause;  but^ 
upon  the  whole,  the  balance  of  advantage 
is  in  favour  of  keeping  the  clause  as  it 
stands.  The  idea  which  has  been  put 
forward,  both  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  last  spoken  and  the  noble  Lord 
who  moved  to  reject  the  clause,  that  at 
the  second  election  persons  privileged 
at  the  first  election  will  have  a  difficulty 
in  finding  a  seat,  seems  to  me  to  be  quite 
without  foundation.  It  would  be  the 
case,  perhaps,  if  you  were  bound  to  be 
elected  only  for  the  division  of  the 
county  in  which  you  reside ;  but  for  the 
purposes  of  county  elections,  provided 
you  are  registered  as  a  county  elector,  : 
you  may  stand  for  any  division.  To  sup- 
pose that  everybody  who  is  in  the  first 
County  Council  will  desire  to  stand  for  the 
second  is,  I  think,  obviously  a  mistake, 
and  it  will  surely  not  be  difficult  for 
those  of  the  nominated  Councillors,  who 
wish  to  go  on  to  the  second  election,  to 
to  find  one  at  least  of  the  divisions  in 
which  there  would  be  a  retiring  Coun- 
cillor. I  quite  admit  that  a  difference 
of  opinion  exists  about  this  provision ; 
it  is  a  clause  which  has  had  a  g^ood  deal 
of  discussion  both  in  Scotland  and  in 


tf  diai  kind  will  be  or  may  be  regarded    '*  another  place.''    It  was  challenged  in 


Sdl 


Prince  of  H*aM 


{LOBDS) 


thOdrtn  BiU. 


m 


the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and,  on 
a  divlsioD,  it  was  resolved  to  be  adhered 
to ;  therefore,  u^n  the  whole,  I  think 
it  would  be  unwise  to  take  the  step  of 
rejecting  it  at  this  stage,  especially 
liaring  regard  to  the  fact  that  no  pre- 
vious notice  has  been  given  of  the  inten- 
tion to  move  the  rejection  of  it. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Beport  of  Amendments  to  be  received 
on  Thursday  next,  and  Bill  to  be  printed 
as  amended. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL 

(No.  204.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

T^  Mabqukss  OF  LOTHIAN :  Con- 
sidering the  lateness  of  the  hour  and 
the  amount  of  labour  that  we  have  gone 
through  on  a  Scotch  subject  already,  I 
would  simply  ask  your  Lordships'  per- 
mission to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
proposing  on  the  Committee  stage  to 
make  whatever  statement  may  be  neces- 
sary to  commend  the  Bill  to  the  House. 

Bill  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  0)mmittee  of  the  whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  (TONNAGE) 
BILL  (No.  174.) 

Bead  8*  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Commons. 

COMPANIES  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 
ACT,  1888,  AMENDMENT  BILL  (No.  187.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Older) ;  Bill  reported,  without  Amend- 
ment; and  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next 

COURT  OF  SESSION    AND  BILL  CHAM. 

BER  (SCOTLAND)  CLERKS  BILL. 

(No.  152.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Be-oommit- 
ment)  (aciording  to  order) ;  Bill  Be- 
ported  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  d*  on  Thursday  next. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL  (No.  186.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order) ;  Bill  Beport«d  without  Amend- 
ment ;  atid  to  be  read  3*  on  Thursday 
next. 

Lord  Mulfour 


PBIKOE  OF  WALES'  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  212.) 

nOOKD  IIBADIK6. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  SeoondBeai* 
ing  read. 

Thb  Ma&qubss  of  8ALI8BXTBT :  Mj 
Lords,    when    Her   Majesty's  gradous 
Message  was  sent  to  this  House,  infonn- 
ing  this  House  of  the  projected  marriagv 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales's  daughter  with 
the  then  Earl  of  Fife,  your  Lordships 
passed  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  ex- 
pressing your  congratulations,  and  yoiir 
willingness  to  concur  in  any  proyision 
which  might  be  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  that  marriage.    This  Bill  is,  in 
part,  the  fulfilment  of  that  pledge.    I 
need  not  describe  its  provisions;  they 
are  very  well  known.     It  provides  thft^ 
the  sum  of  £36,000  shall  be  yearly  paid 
in  trust  to  his  Boyal    Highness  and 
two  other  Official  Trustees,  to  be  applied 
for  the  benefit  of  his  children  during  the 
existing  reign.     By  the  custom  of  F^ 
liament  this  House  cannot  alter  the  pro- 
visions thus  made.     If  we  were  to  alter 
them,   it   would   be  fatal   to  the  Bill 
Under  those  circumstances,  and  also  in 
consideration  of  the  lateness  of  the  hoar, 
I  think  I  shall  best  consult  the  conveni- 
ence of  your  Lordships  by  not  making 
any    further     observations     upon   the 
motives  or  the  character  of  the  provi- 
sions made ;  but  only  express  what  lam 
sure  is  the  feelings  of  all  your  Lordships 
— of  our  hearty  good  wishes  for  the  illus- 
trious individuals  in  reference  to  whom 
this  provision  has  been  made. 

Moved,  *<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 

Eabl  aB AN VILLE :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  add  anything  to  the 
words  which  have  fallen  from  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  has  correctly  staled 
the  answer  of  your  Lordships  to  the 
gracious  Message  of  Her  Majesty.  On 
that  occasion  I  said  that  I  anticipated 
that  we  should  most  cordially  agree  to 
any  reasonable  provision  that  was  po* 
posed  by  the  Uovemm^it  and  whiek 
receiyed  the  sanction  of  the  House  ol 
Commons  It  certainly  would  be  verf 
incongruous  with  that  cordiality  wfalea 
I  believe  your  Lordships  all  feel  on  Ito 
subject  if  I  were  to  refer  to  any  oritild 
or  controversial  matters,  or  to  any  Mt 
dents  which  happened  in  the  passiog  4 
this  Bill.    At  the  same  time  I  shoatt 
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nke  to  allude  to  two  facta  whieh  I  am 
me  muat  be  satisfaotoTy  to  your  Lord- 
ships.   The  first  is — and,  though  I  do 
not  wish  to  exaggerate  it,  it  is  a  fact  of 
M  sU  events  yery  great  negatiye  import- 
4Ukee— that  the  Queen  and  the  Prince  of 
Wslet  haye  during  the  present  reign, 
onlike    nearly   all    their  predecessors, 
oerer  come    to  Parliament  with  any 
•spplioations  for  the    payment  of  their 
debts.    Further  than  that,  I  am  sure 
TOUT  Lordships  will  agree  in  acknow- 
ledging   the    gracious    assurance  Her 
Mi^esfy     has     given    through     Her 
Majesty's  Gt>yemment  that  she  does  not 
intend  to  apply  to  Parliament  for  any 
profisioQ  for  the  children  of  her  other 
children  except  the  Prince  of  Wales.     I 
ctn  only  say  that  I  and  all  my  Friends 
•entirely  concur  in  the  g^ood  wishes  which 
the  noble  Marquess  has  expressed  for 
the  happiness  of  the  couple  who  are  now 
united. 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY :  I 

only  wish  to  remind  the  noble  Earl  that 

lie  has  not  quite  correctly   quoted  the 

language  in  which  the  conununication 

was  made,  *'  that  Her  Majesty  did  not 

Jpess  the  claims  of  her  other  chiidren." 

llie  matter  is  not  of  present  importance ; 

bat  I  thought  it    desirable    that  the 

right  words  should  be  used.    Further 

than  that  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 

add  anything  to  the  statement  I  have 

already  made. 

BOl  read  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
-conunitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Eleyen  o'dook,  to 
Thursday  next,  a  quarter  past 

'  Ten  o'clock. 
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PLEURQ.PNEUMONIA. 

Majob  BASGH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Vice  Chamberlain,  with  re- 
(o  pleuro-pneumonia  in  South 
why  Foreign  cattle  landed 
M  n>ame0    Hayen  are  allowed  to   be 

intaad   tbrough  the  infected  area   at   Commissioners,  with  a 
^Slbiuy  lor  liondoni  and  English  beasts  •  taining  if  a  loan  can  be  granted. 
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are  not  permitted  to  be  trained  through 
the  same  area  from  Stamford  for 
Orayesend;  and,  whether  the  Priyy 
Council  will  consider  the  necessity  of 
ffiying  Local  Authorities  some  juris- 
diction in  the  matter  of  slaughter  aad 
otherwise  ? 

Thb  vice  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count  Lbwisham,  Lewisham) :  There  is 
nothing  to  preyent  moyement  of  ani- 
mals through  an  infected  area  if  they 
are  not  untrucked,  otherwise  they  can 
only  be  moved  out  by  license  of  the 
Local  Authority.  The  inconyenience 
arises  from  Tilbury  Station  being  in- 
cluded in  the  area,  and  if  the  Local 
Authority  desires  that  it  be  excluded 
an  application  to  that  effect  will  be 
considered  by  the  Privy  Council.  The 
Privy  Council  are  not  prepared  to  re- 
voke the  Order  which  requires  the 
slaughter  of  animals  that  have  been  in 
contact  with  animals  suffering  from 
pleuro-pneumonia. 

IRELAND— THB  BALTINGLASS  UNION 

Mr.  BYRNE  (Wicklow,  W.) :  I  hes 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  half- 
yearly  Beport  of  Mr.  Bobinson, 
liocal  Government  Board  Inspec- 
tor, dated  20th  April  1888,  on  the 
Baltinglass  Union,  drawing  attention  to 
the  engineer's  Beport  on  the  defeotive 
drainage  of  the  workhouse,  pointing  out 
that  the  health  of  the  inmates  demanded 
a  prompt  and  immediate  reme^; 
whether  the  Guardians  are  prepared  to 
have  this  work  done  at  once  but,  being 
without  funds  for  this  purpose,  desire  to 
borrow  the  money  under  the  Public 
Health  Act  or  Poor  Belief  Act;  and, 
whether  he  will  induce  the  Local  Oo- 
vernment  Board  to  advance  the  requisite 
funds  for  this  urgent  outlay  ? 

The  chief  SECBETABY  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
chester, E.):  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  Beport  of  the  Local  GK>- 
vernment  Board  Inspector,  drawing  at- 
tention to  the  defective  drainage  of  the 
workhouse  of  the  Baltio glass  Union. 
The  Board  of  Guardians  are  willing  to 
borrow  money  to  remedy  the  defects, 
and  the  Local  Goveroment  Board  are 
in  communication  with  the  Public  Works 

of  ascer- 
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Mb.  BYBNE  :  Hay  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  in  a 
poeition  to  state  when  the  Land  Com- 
mission will  hold  their  next  sitting  in 
Baltinglass  for  the  fixing  of  fair  rents 
for  Donard  and  other  districts  in  West 
Wicklow  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
Oommissioners  report  that  a  Sub-Oom- 
mission  is  at  present  sitting  in  East 
Wioklow.  It  will  continue  its  sitting 
after  the  Vacation,  taking  up  the  West 
Wicklow  district  in  its  turn ;  but  it  is 
not  possible  at  present  to  give  the  exact 
date  of  the  sitting. 

THE  SHANNON  DRAINAGE  WORKS. 

Mr.  OOX  (Glare,  E.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fnct  that  on 
Wednesday  last,  when  Sir  Thomas 
Brady  and  Mr.  Homsby,  Inspectors  of 
Fisheries,  opened  an  inquiry  at  Athlone, 
by  order  of  the  Government,  as  to  whe- 
ther injury  was  likely  to  be  done  to  the 
fishing  interests  of  the  Shannon  by  the 
drainage  works  now  in  progress,  and 
intended  to  be  carried  out  by  the  Irish 
Board  of  Works,  several  professional 
ffentlemen,  representing  the  various 
interests  concerned,  were  present,  at 
great  expense,  but  that  the  inquiry  had 
to  be  adjourned  to  the  3rd  instant  to 
Limerick  in  consequence  ol  the  non- 
attendance  of  Mr.  OrosthwaitCy  the 
Board  of  Works  representative ;  whether 
Sir  Thomas  Biady  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  stated  that  '*  ample  notice  was 
given  to  the  Board  of  Works.  It  is  very 
extraordinary ; ''  whether  Mr.  Homsby 
stated — 

"If  the  Board  of  Works  had  not  common 
courtesy,  they  should,  at  all  events,  have  acted 
with  common  sense;  but  they  had  shown 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other ; " 

and,  what  action  the  Gt>vemment  intend 
taking  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  This  is  a 
question  which  should  be  addressed  to 
tne  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  A 
similar  question  was  on  the  Paper  yes- 
terday, and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  was 
answered. 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  did  answer  the  question  yester- 
day. 

Mb.  OOX :  Will  the  Renort  of  the 
inquiry  as  to  the  injury  likely  to  be 


done  to  the  fishing  interests  of  the 
Shannon  by  the  drainage  works  be  laid 
before  the  House  before  the  money  to 
provide  the  cost  is  voted  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Gofora- 
ment  have  no  control  over  the  isqnirj, 
nor  am  I  able  to  state  the  date  when  it 
will  be  concluded.  It  is,  thefefore, 
quite  impossible  for  me  to  answer  the 
question. 

Mb.  OOX:  This  is  a  Gk>vemmeiit 
inquiry. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  All  the  Go- 
vemment  had  to  do  was  to  put  it  in 
motion. 

SCOTLAND—MAIL  ABBANGBMSNTB. 
Mb.    OALDWELL    (Olasgow,    St 
Rollox) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Genend  whether  in  would  be  possible 
to  arrange  that  the  mails  from  Stomo- 
way  to  the  South  should  oTortake  the 
morning  mail  from  Dingwall,  instead  of 
being  delayed  till  the  afternoon  as  at 
present  ? 

♦ThePOSTM  ASTER  QENERAL(Mr. 

Raekks,  University  of  Cambridge):  I 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  as 
to  the  obvious  desirability  of  arrangui| 
a  correspondence  between  the  Southwai*^ 
Mail  from  Stomoway  and  the  Mommg 
Mail  from  Dingwall.  But  I  under- 
stand that  insuperable  difficulties  bate 
hitherto  interfered  with  an  earlier  des- 
patch from  Stornoway,  and  that  the 
expense  attendant  upon  a  special  service 
from  Dingwall  to  overtake  the  Southern 
Mail  at  Inverness  appears  to  be  pro- 
hibitory. I  will,  however,  gladly  receive 
any  further  suggestions  which  may  serfs, 
to  facilitate  a  more  convenient  arrange- 
ment of  the  Mails. 

THE  VENEZUELA  PANAMA   GOLD 
MINE  COMPANY. 

Mb.    STAVELEY   HILL  (Staflfofd- 
shire,  Eangswinford) :  I  be^  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fordgn 
Affairs  whether  a  Correspondence  his 
taken  place  between  a  British  Companj 
called    the    Venezuela    Panama   Qon 
Mine     Company,    limited*     and    the 
Qovemment,  with  reference  to  the  eoft* 
fiscation    by    the     late     President  cf 
Venezuela,  Don  Guzman  Blanco,  of  dnir 
property  in  the  Yuruari  territoiyy  VBV 
administered  by  Venezuela;  and  whelkir 
he  has  any  objection  to  lay  the  Ooo^ 
spondenoe  upon    the    Table    ol    tk^ 
House? 
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*Tra    UNDER     SECRETARY     op 
8TATB    FOR    FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 

Slit  J.  Ferousson,  Manoheeter,  N.E.) : 
or  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
appealed  to  by  the  company  on  account 
of  the  cancelling  of  their  concession,  and 
an  adverse  judgment  of  the  Venezuelan 
Ooorta;  but  they  have  not  considered 
ftat  a  sufficient  case  is  made  out  for 
their  intervention.  The  matter  is  not 
one^  of  such  public   importance  as  to 

justify  the   presentation  of  the  Oorre- 

■pondenoe. 
Mb.  8.  HILL:  Will  the  right  hon. 

Oeoileman  allow  me  to  see  the  corre- 

tpondence^? 
*8iB  J.  FBRGU8S0N  :  Yes ;  I  think 

there  will  be  no  objection. 

CULTIVATION  OF  SUGAR  IN  JAMAICA 
Ma.  ALFRED  PEASE  (York):  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  be  can  give,  with 
Jvgard  to  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
Island  of  Jamaica,  the  number  of  pro- 
perties with  under  10  acres,  over  10 
seres  and  under  50  acres,  over  50  acres 
and  under  1 00  acres,  over  1 00  acres  and 
ander  200  acres,  and  over  200  acres  in 
canes  respectively  ? 

Thb    under     SECRETARY     op 

STATE  poB  THE   COLONIES  (Babon 

H.Ds  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  : 

Aom  the  latest  Returns  in  the  Secre- 

taiy  of  State's  poAsession,  it  appears  that 

in  1886-7  there    were  in   Jamaica   68 

Mtatee   with    more  than   200   acres  in 

cane;  77  estates  mih  between  100  and 

200;  27   eetates  with  between  50   and 

100;  and  7  estates  with  between  10  and 

^0;  but  he  has  no  information  as  to  the 

number   of  properties   with   under   10 

icres  in  cane  cultivation.  If  the  honour- 

ftble  Member  thinks  it  worth  while  to 

ponae  the  question  further,  the  Colonial 

Oovemment  will  be  requested  to  pre- 

"  Hetum. 


THE  BOMAN  CATHOLIC  SCHOOL  AT 
BL.ANTYRE. 

Mb.  PHILIPP8  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whether, 
vnk  regard  to  certain  charges  made 
It  the  managers  of  St.  Joseph's 
Oathoiic  School  at  Blantyre,  of 
diverted  certain  money  deiived 
public  grants  to  other  than  educa- 
1  furpoeee,  into  which  the  Eduoa- 
Department  held  a  thorough  in- 
fwilgwhuu^  the  result  of  their  inquiry 


has  been  that  the  charges  have  been 
completely  disproved  ? 

rfeB  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Robertson,  Bute):  The  charges 
brought  against  the  managers  of  Bt. 
Joseph's  Koman  Catholic  School  related 
to  tne  alleged  incorrectness  of  the  Re- 
turns of  income  and  expenditure  fur- 
nished by  them.  The  matter  was  the 
-subject  of  careful  investigation,  and  the 
managers  were  asked  to  produce  ac- 
counts and  vouchers.  The  examination 
of  these  led  to  the  coDcIusion  that  there 
was  no  case  calling  for  their  Lordships' 
further  interference. 

THE  SHAH'S  VISIT. 

♦Mr.  PICKER8GILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  detailed  statement  of  the- 
Supplementary  Estimate  of  £7,650, 
being  '*  expenses  connected  with  the 
visit  of  His  Majesty  the  Shah  to  this 
Country  ?  " 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  details 
are  very  simple.  I  stated  on  May  30- 
that  Her  Majesty  would  entertain  the 
Shah  during  his  residence  at  the  Palace  \- 
but  that  there  would  be  some  provision 
necessary  for  the  purposes  of  his  visit. 
The  sum  asked  for  is  limited  to  the 
travelling  expenses  in  this  country,  in- 
cluding cost  of  special  steamers  frouv 
C^vesend  to  Westminister  £2,665 ; 
hotel  charges  of  suite,  entertainments^ 
carriage  hire,  and  engagement  of  the 
necessary  interpreters,  £1,835;  extr& 
carriages  and  attendance  in  London, 
£2,000 ;  travelling  expenses  of  officers 
in  attendance  and  other  contingent 
expenses,  £1,150.     Total  £7,650. 

IRELAND— SEIZURE  FOR  RENT. 
Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I  bee. 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  4.15  a.m.  on  29th  July,, 
a  bailiff  named  Wales,  assisted  by  police, 
forced  open  the  door  of   Mr.  Bernard^ 
Beynolds,   one  of  the  tenants  on  the 
Crocker    Bstate,    in     South    l-onegal, 
against  whom  a  decree   for  rent  had^ 
been  obtained  at  the  suit  of  the  land- 
lord, and  that,  having  forced  open  the 
door,  rushed  into  the  house^  and  de- 
manded from  Mrs.  Beynolds,  who  wae- 
only  partially  dressed,  the  keys  of  the 
outhouses  in  which  the  cattle,  the  sub— 
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Jeots  of  the  proposed  seizure  for  rent, 
were ;  and,  on  the  keys  being  refused, 
the  police  and  bailiff  broke  open  the 
-doors  of  the  outhouses,  and  seized  the 
oattle ;  and  whether  he  will  be  able  to 
«ay  whether  the  police  in  thus  assisting 
^he  bailiff  were  acting  within  their  duty. 
The  OHANOELLOE  of  thb  EXOHE- 
^aUEB    (Mr.  GosoHBN,   St.  Georse's, 
Hanorer    Square):     My    right    hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  is  not 
At  this  moment  in  his  place,  has  re- 
quested me  to  state  that  he  has  not  yet 
received  the  necessary  information  to 
•enable  him  to  answer  the  question. 

DISEASED  CATTLE. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg 
-to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  if  it  is  a  fact  that  at  the 
Xdverpool  abattoirs  a  fortnight  since 
certain  English  dairy  cows,  although 
having  passed  the  market  inspector  at 
Stanley  Market,  were,  after  being 
slaughtered,  seized  by  the  meat  market 
inspector ;  if  Irish  cattle  run  a  similar 
Tisk  of  being  seized  after  sale  and 
slaughter,  although  being  certified  as 
490und  by  veterinary  surgeon  inspectors 
At  shipping  ports  and  on  their  arrival  in 
England ;  and,  if  such  should  arise, 
^ho  will  compensate  the  exporters  for 
itheir  losses  ? 

♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchib, 
"Tower  Hamlets.  St.  George's) :  I  have 
been  in  communication  with  theOorpora- 
tion  of  Liverpool  on  the  subject  of  the 
•question  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  the  fact  that  certain 
dairy  cows  from  the  Stanley  Market 
"Were,  after  being  slaughtered,  seized 
•by  the  meat  inspector  as  being  unfit  for 
human  food.  The  market  inspector  at 
■Stanley  Market  examines  for  contagious 
-diseases  only  under  the  Contagious 
Diseases  (Animals)  Acts,  and  the  cows 
in  question  were  not  suffering  from 
•oontagious  disease,  aod  consequently 
"Were  not  interfered  with  by  the  in- 
spector at  Stanley  Market.  Irish  cattle 
.-run  a  similar  risk  of  being  seized 
.after  sale  and  slaughter  if  they  are 
found  to  be  unfit  for  human  food  and 
are  exposed  or  deposited  for  sale.  It  is 
not  the  duty  of  the  veterinary  surgeon 
inspector  to  certify  cattle  as  iMing 
sound ;  but  he  passes  all  that  are  free 
irom  contagious  disease.  Exporters  re- 
4)eive  no  compensation  for    their  loss 
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when  meat  is  condemned  on  tiie  noMd 
of  its  being  unfit  lor  human  food.  Oi 
the  contrary^  those  who  expose  for  ule 
for  human  food  meat  of  this  dhtraotar 
are,  under  the  Public  Health  Act,  liable 
to  heavy  penalties. 

BRITISH  SUBJECTS  IN  EGYPT. 
Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (DerbyBhin^ 
Ilkeston) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affuzs 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
a  petition  from  certain  British  snljeote 
complainingthac  they  had  been  illegally 
confined  in  Egyptian  Government  gadb, 
under  Egyptian  officials,  at  Alexandriiw 
instead  of  being  placed  in  a  Britiih 
Consular  prison ;    whether  such  oom- 
plaint  was    well-founded;   and,  if  to, 
whether    the    illegality  complained  d 
has    been    remedied;    and,     whetiier 
British    subjects    have   been    tried  efc 
Alexandria  by  juries  of  five,  often  not 
Englishmen,  but  Greeks  and  Levantinee 
with  British  passports  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  Such  a  peti- 
tion  has  been  received,  and  is  now  undet 
inquiry ;  inquiry  is  also  being  made  in 
regard  to  the  constitution  of  juries. 

DISABLING  GUNS. 

CoLONXL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War  if    any  experiments    have   been 
made  to  ascertain  what  is  the  smallset 
size  of  shot  which  will  disable  a  40  or 
60-ton  gun  when  the  shot  hits  the  large 
gun  on  the  side  of  the  latter  ? 
*Thb  secretary  of   STATE  loa 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Linoolnshire. 
Homcastle) :  The  subject  has  engaged 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Ordaaase 
Select  Committee,  and  experiments  hsfe 
been  tried.    But  I  am  advised  that  inte 
interests  of  the  public  service  it  is  set 
desirable   to    make    public   either  the 
results  or  the  opinion  of  the  Oommittis 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  will  put  aqnee- 
tion  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  AdmBeitT 
on  the  subject  in  reference  to  gntf 
mounted  en  larheiie  in  the  Fleet. 
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Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  IN 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Bosriv 
Trade  whether  the  Board  will  inm 
rules  for  the  direction  of  SurwejoMei 
the  Board  in  the  discharge  of 
functions  under  the  new 
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^ig  (Tonnage)  Bill,  Mpeoiallr  with 
nfnnoe  to  the  proTinone  of  Section  2 
m  tegard  to  orerdeok  light  and  air 
meeat 

•Tmt  PEESIDENT  or  ths  BOAKD 
ovTKASE  (Sir  Miorahl  Hiokb  Bxaoh, 
BliitDl,  W.) :  Bales  on  thie  matter  are 
in  donrae  of  preparation,  but  of  oonrae 
Muisot  be  iuned  andl  the  Bill  has 
b«eoma  law. 

Hk.  SEXTON:  Wilt  it  be  made 
pablic? 

<«IB  HIOHAEL  HIOKS  BEAOH : 
Tm,  Kr ;  I  dareeaj  they  might  be  laid 
on  tiie  Table. 

OONTBTANCE  OF  SCOTCH  MAILS. 
Ma.  FBA8EE.MACKINT08H  (In- 
▼erneBuhire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Poet- 
mutet  General  vhat  is  the  amount  of 
pottal  subsidy  granted  to  Mr.  U'Brayne 
rorconveying  the  mails  by  steamer  to  and 
from  Strome  Ferry  and  Stomoway ; 
vheUier  he  is  aware  that,  from  the  in- 
effideuoy  of  the  steamer  employed  the 
Mimection  with  the  railway  to  Strome 
T«nj  is  ^equeotly  lost  and  delays  arise 
in  reaching  Stornoway,  and  that  these 
dslaya  hare  sometimes  occurred  ^m 
the  steamer  diverging  from  the  direct 
reate  and  proceeding  to  Fortree  to  take 
op  goods  and  pasaengere  ;  and,  whether, 
in  these  cironmstanoes,  if  there  be  no 
fixed  period  of  contract,  he  will  oansider 
the  expediency  of  publicly  inviting 
"teadOTv  for  a  direct  and  exclusive  ser- 
rioe  between  Strome  Ferry  and  Stomo- 
way? 

*Mx.BAIK£S:  The uontraut payment 
fc>  the  cmnvHyanoe  of  the  mails  by 
•tsamer  to  and  from  Strome  Ferry  and 
Btonwway  ia  £2,250  a  year.  I  find, 
«poB  inquiry,  that  during  the  year 
•Ued  the  27^  ultimo  the  steamer  lost 


•Mb.  BAIKES  :  Bepresentadone  as 
to  the  nature  of  ths  particular  Teasel 
hare  been  made  to  the  Fost  Office,  and 
we  think  there  ia  no  reason  to  oom'< 
plun. 

THE  MAILS  FROM  ISTEaNESB. 
Me.  FRASER-MACKINTOSH  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Qeneral 
whether  he  would  state  generally  the  data 
upon  which  the  Department  has  come  to 
the  conoluaion  that  a  mid-day  eerrice,  by 
steamer,  of*  the  mails  from  luTeraeBa  to 
Fort  Augustus  would,  for  the  months 
of  August  and  September,  involvealoaa 
to  the  Post  Office  of  £250 ;  and,  if  be 
would  give  the  figures  justifying  the 
statement  of  the  Department  that  the 
oost  of  the  existing  service  is  consider- 
ably in  excess  of  the  revenue  derived 
from  the  correspondence  ? 
*Me.  raises  :  The  coat  of  maintain' 
ing  the  present  Postal  Service  between 
Inverness  and  Fort  Augustus  and  the 
neighbourhood  is  about  £767  a  year,  as 
compared  with  an  available  revenue  of 
about  £525  a  year,  so  that  there  is 
already  a  loss  of  about  £242  a  year.  If 
the  desired  nervioe  from  lavernees  at 
mid-day  during  August  end  September 
were  afforded,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
make  an  additional  payment  ut  £200  to 
the  proprietors  of  the  stnamer,  and  the 
Department  itself  would  incur  a  further 
expenditure  of  about  £50  a  year.  The 
loss  would  thus  be  augmented  by  £250 
a  year,  and  there  would  be  no  saviags 
to  set  against  it. 

CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 
Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  lo  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion whether  any  decisioa  has  been  given 
by  the  Privy  Council  in  the  matter  of 
Christ's  Hospital ;  and  what  is  the  pre- 
sent positiouof  the  scheme  of  the  Charity 
CommiBsioners  relating  thereto  P 
•The  vice  PEESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dtkb,  Kent, 
Dartford)  :  The  appeals  against  the 
scheme  for  Christ's  Hospital  were  heard 
by  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
douncil  towards  the  end  of  June.  At 
the  close  of  the  hearing  their  Lordships 
reserved  judgment,  which  has  not  yet 
been  detiverud.  Further  proceedinga 
in  regard  to  the  scheme  must  await  the 
delivery  of  that  judgment. 
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POST  OFFICE  SORTERS. 

Mb.  PIOKEESGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  PoBtmaster  Qeneral  when  he  will  be 
able  to  give  a  definite  reply  to  the 
petition  of  the  sorters  employed  on  Sun- 
day duty  in  the  Circulation  Department 
(Inland  Branch),  which  was  originally 
presented  so  long  ago  as  1884,  and  in 
respect  of  which  he  informed  the  Member 
for  South  West  Bethnal  Green,  in  June 
1888,  that  '*  a  decision  would  shortly  be 
arrived  at  ?" 

♦Mr.  EAIKES  :  The  matter  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refers  has  been  yery 
fiilly  examined  by  the  Department,  and 
1  have  now  under  consideration  a  pro- 
posal which  I  hope  to  be  able  to  submit 
to  the  Treasury  in  a  day  or  two. 

THE  WHITECHAPEL  MURDER, 

.  Mb.  PICKEESGILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  it  is  correct 
that  William  Wallace  Brodie,  who  was 
recently  charged  on  his  own  confession 
with  the  Whitechapel  murder,  was, 
in  May,  1887,  sentenced  to  14  years' 
peniEil  servitude,  and  was,  in  August, 
1888,  discharged  on  license;  and,  if  so, 
of  what  offence  was  he  convicted,  and 
why  was  he  discharged  ? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuabt  Wortlby,  Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  William  Brodie  was  con- 
victed inMay,  1877,notin  1887,  of  larceny 
in  a  dwelling-house  and  sentenced  to  14 
years'  penal  servitude.  He  was  dis- 
charged on  license  in  the  ordinary  course 
in  August,  1888,  after  serving  rather 
more  than  1 1  years  of  his  sentence. 

FENIT  PIER. 
Mr.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  the  instructions  issued  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the  cesspayers  of 
the  Baronies  connected  with  the  Fenit 
Pier  Loan,  and  on  faith  of  which  the 
cesspayers  gave  a  guarantee  for£9d,000, 
the  following  passage  occurs : — 

"  No  portion  of  it  (the  loanj  can  be  expended 
on  the  present  canal,  or  in  payment  of  the 
balance  of  the  canal  debt  due  to  the  Public 
Works  Loan  CommiBsioners,  or  of  the  instal- 
ments of  the  present  loan  ;  *' 

but  that,  in  spite  of  this  passage  in  the 
instructions,   £2,500   was  paid  to   the 


National  Bank  in  discharge  of  a  debt 
due  by  the  canal,  £300  and  £290  weie 
paid  to  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com* 
missioners  in  discharge  of  the  debt  dae 
by  the  canal,  and  £3,192.  lis.  4d.  was 
paid  to  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  in 
discharge    of    the  instalments  on  the 
Fenit  Pier  Loan  referred  to  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant's  instructions  as  the  present 
loan ;  whether  interest  has  to  be  paid 
and  capital  repaid  by  the  taxpayers  as 
regards    these    sums,    although   those 
sums  were  paid  by  the  Fenit  Harbour 
Commissioners  in  direct  contraventioD 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  instmotioBS, 
on  the  faith  of  which  the  taxpayers  gave 
their  guarantee ;  and,  whether,  if  &ese 
facts  be  as  stated,  he  will  take  steps  to 
enforce  the  instructions  of   the  Lord 
Lieutenant  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  instroo- 

tions  mentioned  in  the  question  were 

issued  by   the  Lord  Lieutenant.    The 

payments  enumerated  were  made  from 
the  loan  of  £95,000  by  the  Harbour 
Commissioners.    They  do  not  appear  U> 
have   been  justified    in    applying   the 
capital  funds  to  any  of  these  purposes. 
It  is  right  to  add  that  it  appears  from  a 
communication  received  from  their  Secre- 
tary that  they  only  intended  to  adTanoe 
the   sums  temporarily   from    the  loan 
and  that  a  portion  of  the  item  of  £290 
has  already  been  paid   by   the  canal 
funds.    It  also  seems   that    when  the 
Board  of   Works  ascertained   that  the 
first  five  half-yearly  instalments  amount^ 
ing  to  £3,192  Us.  4d.  had  been  repaid 
to  them  out  of  the  loan  they  took  steps 
to  remedy  this  action  of  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  by  applying  for  a  pre- 
sentment for  the  amount.    This  appuoa* 
tion,   however,  was  oyerruled   by  tha 
Lord  Chief  Baron,  whose  decision  was 
confirmed    in    the    Court    of     Qaeen'a 
Bench,  whereby  it  was  held  that  the  Adt 
43  &  44  Vic.  0.  14  guarded  against  the 
sums  due  by  the  Baronies  beiiig  aoeninft* 
lated  from  one  Assizes  to   another.    I 
may  mention  that   it  would    seem  as 
regards  this  sum  of  £3,192    11a.  4iLr 
that  the  Baronies  are  not  at  any  autoal 
loss  by  its  payment  from  the  loan,  as 
had  it  been  presented  for  at  the  AnsJiflt 
from  time  to  time  as  it  accrued  doe^  ttift 
Baronies  would  then  have  been  obliged 
to    have    paid.    The  Government 
considering  the  matter  as  to  what 
if  any,  they  are  in  a  position  to  take. 
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Hs.  HAaON¥  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oeatlemui  aware  that  the  pier  has  not 
bean  properly  BDished  owing  to  the ' 
dvntaeM  of  funds  ? 

Mh.  a.  J.  BALFOTJR :  I  am  not : 
umn  of  that  fact.  I  understand  the 
point  to  be  that  the  Harbour  Commis- 
aoDsn  have  paid  interest  out  of  oapital 
and  that  a  loes  has  thereby  occurred.  I 
io  not  know  that  that  is  so,  bat  I  think 
it  >■  TsiT  Drobahle. 

Mb.  ICAHONT:  It  is  quite  clear 
thst  iotereet  has  been  wrongly  paid  out 
«f  eapital,  and,  therefore,  I  will  aek  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will  take 
ateps  to  obtain  a  Beport  upon  the 
mitter? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOTJR  :  As  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
iostructiana  can  only  refer  to  the  future, 
tnd  not  to  any  improper  payments  nut 
of  capital  which  may  have  been  made 
prerionsly. 

lU.  UAHONT  :  Were  not  the  Lord 
Usntenaofs  instractions  issued  prior  to 
the  gnaraatee  of  this  loan — prior  to  the 
time  when,  the  taxpayers  gave  the 
guarantee  ?  The  taxpayers  at  a  Baronial 
tSMting,  vrhich  was  to  a  certain  extent 
repreeentatlTe,  gave  the  guarantee  on 
the  faith  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
(Datmctiotia.  Where  the  taxpayers  ^re 
a  rnarantee  for  the  carrying  out  of 
nahlio  works  under  instructions  issued 
pj  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  is  it  to  be  the 
dnty  of  the  taxpayer  to  see  that  the  in- 
■tnwtions  are  carried  out  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  have 
•aid,  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  facta 
of  the  case,  but  anything  the  Qovem- 
nwnt  ean  do  to  remedy  the  evil  they  are 
pnmed  to  do. 

Ur.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry, 
W.):  Ae  tfaia  is  a  question  «faich  affects 
ny  eoBstitneDta  may  I  ask  whether  it 
is  not  the  taxst  that  this  Public  Board 
ttohided  the  Press  from  their  delibera* 


coast,  petitioned  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Oolooies  against  the  graat  of 
responsible  government  to  Weitent 
Australia  wi^nut  the  reoog^aiticia  of 
their  right  to  fish  beyond  the  three-mils 
limit  nntased;  whether  protests  have 
been  lodged  by  the  North-wast  Pearling^ 
Fleet,  by  the  London  nhamber  of  Com- 
merce, and  by  the  Ohambar  of  Shipping 
against  the  Western  Australia  Pearl 
Fisheries  Aot  passed  by  the  Federal 
Ooancil  of  Australia  in  February,  1889; 
whether  representations  have  reached 
him  that  the  priuoiples  introduced  in 
this  Aot  wilt  infringe  the  main  principles 
reoi^^ised  by  the  Chamberlain  Com- 
mission, and  may  tend  to  the  transfer  of 
the  pearling  fleet  to  a  foreign  Sag  ;  and 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  willini^ 
to  adviae  the  Crown  on  this  Act  on  Its 
merits,  aud  what  action  has  been  taken 
in  the  matter  ? 

Babon  H.  de  worms  :  A  petition  to 
the  effect  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  received  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  October,*  1 887,  and  was  referred  for 
the  oonsideration  of  the  Government  of 
Westam  Australia,  and  extracts  from 
the  Qpvem or* s  reply  were  communicated 
to  the  parties  interested  in  the  Petition. 
Protests  such  as  are  described  in  the 
question  were  also  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office,  in  more  than  one  of 
which  attention  was  drawn  to  the  injury 
which  it  was  alleged  must  occur  to 
Colonial  pearl  fishing  vessels.  The  sub- 
ject of  this  Reserved  Bill  has  been  care- 
fully considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  who  have  been  Eid vised 
that  it  is  within  the  powers  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Council  by  the 
Federal  Council  of  Australasia  Act, 
1886,  and  the^  have  decided  that  they 
would  not  be  justified  in  recommending 
Her  Majesty  to  disallow  the  Bill. 

IBBLAND— BTICTIONS    ON   LOBD 
CLANRIOARDE'8  ESTATE. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  what  particulars  he  can  give 
of  the  recent  evictions  on  Lord  Clanri- 
carde's  estate  in  the  Fortumna  district; 
whether  any  further  evictions  there  are 
in  oontemplation  ;  what  offers  of  settle- 
ment, if  any,  were  made  on  ths  part  <ft 
the  landlord  and  of  the  tenants  reepeo^ 
tavely;  and  whether  he  will  lay  up(n 
the  Table  a  copy  of  any  correspondaao* 
between  any  member  or  officer  of  the 
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Irish  Ckyrernment  and  any  persooe  act- 
iiig  in  the  intereet  of  the  landlord,  or  of 
th0  tenants,  with  respect  to  this  estate? 
Mm.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  am  not  in 
possession  of  information  which  will 
enable  me  to  answer  the  question  as  to 
ftirther  evictions  being  in  contemplation. 
I  understand  that  a  placard  offering 
terms  was  put  up  in  the  district,  and 
that  the  tenants  evicted  on  June  19  were 
prepared  to  accept  them  if  erioted 
tenants  were  reinstated.  The  placard  is 
to  the  following  effect: — 

'*A8  to  tenants  holding  under  £50  annual 
rent— (a)  those  paying  the  rent  due  np  to  No- 
▼ember  1, 1888,  to  reoeiye  an  abatement  of  4b. 
in  the  £1  on  all  they  owe  ;  <6)  those  not  paying 
np  to  NoTember  1,  1888,  an  abatement  of  Ss. 
in  the  £1  on  each  whole  year's  rent  paid.  The 
cases  of  tenants  holding  over  £60  annual  rent 
and  tenants  in  towns  to  b(B  dealt  with  separately, 
and  as  the  oircumstanoes  of  each  may  require. 
From  tenants  who  could  reasonably  satisfy  the 
agent  that  they  were  unable  to  then  pay  more, 
half  a  year's  rent  would  be  accepted  and  fair 
time  given  to  further  reduce  the  debt.  The 
foregcSog  abatements  not  to  apply  to  judicial 
rents." 

I  am  not  aware  of  any  correspondence 
which  it  woold  be  proper  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Have  not  a  large  number  of 
persons  been  evicted,  upon  whose  behalf 
more  favourable  terms  than  those  which 
the  agents  have  since  expressed  their 
willingness  to  accept,  were  offered  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFUUE :  I  am  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  persons  have 
been  offered  terms  from  time  to  time ; 
but  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with 
the  fact  whether  they  were  in  excess  or 
less  than  those  which  have  been  recently 
offered.  I  will  |be  glad  to  find  out  if 
lean. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  he  is  not  aware  of  any 
correspondence  which  he  oanlay  upon  the 
Table.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  evic- 
tions upon  the  Portumna  Estate  of  Lord 
CUanxicarde  have  been  restrained  by 
means  of  a  correspondence  between  the 

3*^ht  hon.  Oentleman  himself,  as  the 
ead  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  and 
the  agents  of  this  estate  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  am  not 
awaie,  speaking  off-hand,  that  th^re  is 
wmw  oorrespondenoe  of  the  kind  lUluded 
la  D^  the  right  hon.  Q^tleman.  But  if 
th^re  la,  I  still  mAi>t^i'p  that  it  oomes 
«Bdsr  the  same  category. 

Mr.  S^vUn 


Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBB :  I  received 
only  to-day  a  letter  from  Bishop  Heslj, 
in  which  he  stated  that  he  intended  kos 
letters  to  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  be  made 
public 
«Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  wish,  if  possible, 
to  ascertain  upon  what  principle  the 
right  hon.  OenUeman  maintains  before 
this  House  that  letters  addressed  to  him 
as  the  working  Head  of  the  Essoative 
in  Ireland  in  regard  to  the  enforoemeat 
of  the  law  and  of  legal  rights  are  to  be 
withheld,  if  they  are  preserved  ia  the 
official  records  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  must  rest 
in  the  discretion  of  the  Head  of  the 
Department  to'  publish  the  oorrespon- 
denoe or  not ;  but  I  entirely  deny  that 
the  correspondence  is  official  to  which 
reference  has  been  made. 

POSTAL  ABRANOEBCENTS  IN 
BELFAST. 
Mb.  SEXTON:    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  Gbneral  whether  he  is  awaie 
that    the    inhabitants  of  a   large  aad 
j  populous  district  of  Belfast  are  snbjeci 
I  to  inconvenience  and  disadvantage  bj 
reason  of  the  circumstance    that  thA 
Falls  Road  Post  Office,  which  is  a  re- 
Cttving  office  ior  telegrams,    is  not  a 
delivering  office ;  and,  whether  he  will 
constitute  it  a  delivering  office  ? 
•Mb.  BAIKES  :  I  am  having  inqwiy 
made  whether  the   Fall's    Koad  Fbat 
Office  can  be    constituted   a  DelivsiT 
Office  for  telegrams,  and  so  soon  as  I 
receive  the  necessary  Benorta  I  will  com- 
municate with  the  hon.  Member. 

RAILWAY    CLASSIFICATION. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOOK  (Univent^ 
of  London) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Preaidsal 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  ii 
aware  that  in  confo^noes  betfreen  tta* 
ders  and  railway  managers  (arraagsdia 
compliance  with  the  Board  of  Trade  Oto* 
oolar  of  10th  June  last),  the  raitarsjf 
managers  contended  that  the  okaariSsB^ 
tion  mentioned  in  the  Act  waa  a  Bsiiii* 
mentary  classification  whioh  ooulii  W/t 
be  arranged  as  a  working  claaeifioattfl*? 
that  traders  are  of  oj^xd^m  that  At 
olassificatioD  can  becompUed  aa  a  inA^ 
ing  classification ;  aad  taat  aa  atesahrf" 
this  difierenoe  of  opinion  the 
between  the  leading  groupa  oC 
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atopi  to  secure  that  the  Parliamentary 
danifioation  ef '  *  The  Bail  way  and  Oanal 
IViffio  Act,  1888,"  shall  be  adapted  or 
eoapOed  so  as  to  serve  as  a  working 
oliMfioation  ? 

•Snt  M.  HIOKS  BEAOH :  The  oonfer- 
eooes  reftorred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
isfe  by  no  means  proved  abortive  in  all 
eases,  but,  on  the  contrary,  in  several 
iastanoes  have  produced  results  appar- 
ently satisfactory  to  the  traders.     I  am 
awire  of  the  contention  alluded  to  by 
tin  lion.  Member  which  has  been  put 
lorwtrd  by  an  important  section  of  tra- 
den.    But  the  contention  appears  to  me 
to  be   based    on    a    misapprehension. 
Wbsn  the  Parliamentary  classification 
Vi  fixed  there  will  be  nothing  to  prevent 
the  Bailway  Companies,  subject  to  the 
proviaons  of  the  law  as  regards  undue 
preferenoe,  from  charging  a  lower  rate 
tor  any  article  or  group  of  articles  than 
the  maximum  rate  authorised  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  if  they  choose  to  arrange  to 
Ghsi^  for  any  of  the  articles  placed  by 
^nhament  in  a  certain  class  the  rates 
authorised  for  a  lower  class,  there  is 
nothing  to  prevent  them  from  doing  so, 
nor  is  it  in  the  interests  of  trade  that 
tbtf  should  be  prevented  from  doing 
•0.    A  letter  embodying  the  views  of 
the  Department  on  this  point  will  be 
shortly  addressed  to  the  traders,  and  so 
also  will  a  circular  announcing  the  pro- 
eednre  the  Board  of  Trade  will  adopt  at 
the  hearing  of  objections,  and  the  time 
vhen  they  will  commence  to  hear  objec- 
tions. 

EGYPT. 

Mb.  OOUBLET  (Sunderland) :  I  beg 

to  mk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Txeasury 

'wiMther  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  in- 

ted  instrootiDg    the    Oovemment    of 

^BfC   to    embA'aoe     the     opportunity 

wowed  by  the  success  of  Genmd  Ghren- 

AB  ^|axn0t   the    Dervishes,   of   again 

•taivng  aooees  to  the  navigable  waters 

rfftii  Upp^  Nile  and  the  Bahr  OazeUe, 

^jwpatiiliiiig'  a  sufficient  number  of 

inMil^htiag  steamers  during  the  rising 

^■■t  NUe,    for  the    purpose    of  ob- 

ijU^r    and      holding     possession    of 

ftm^  and  Berber,  and  thus  retain 

^Milwnrledged  strategical  and  com- 

^MU  keys  requinte  for  the  safety  of 

I^H>  as  well    as   the   diminution  of 

\fWm  nasT  uord  ow  tbm  tbea- 

nOnr   (Mr.    W.    H.    smith,   strand, 


Westminster) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is 
under  a  misapprehension  in  addressing 
this  question  of  whether  we  intend  in- 
structing  the  Gk)vemmentof  Egypt  to  me*. 
We  cannot  instruct  the  Egyptian  Gk>vem* 
ment  as  if  it  were  a  Departmeot  of  the 
English  Government.  The  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  remains  the- 
same  as  it  has  always  been— that  is,  to 
maintain  the  engagements  into  which^ 
the  country  has  entered. 

RAILWAY  REGULATIONS  BILL. 
Mb.  G'KEEFFE  :  I   beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if  it  is  the^ 
intention  of  the  Government  to  extend 
the  Hailway  Regulations  (No.  2)  Bill  to- 
Ireland  ? 

*Mb.  W.    H.    SMITH :  The  Bill  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  will 
extend    to    the    whole    of   the  Unitedl 
Kingdom. 

SLAVERY  IN  PEMBA  AND  ZANZIBAR- 
Sra   JOHN    KENNAWAY  (Devon,, 
Honiton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Se- 
cretary   of  State  for    Foreign    Affairs 
whether  the  time  has  now  arrived  when 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  urge- 
upon  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  to  decree 
the  abolition  of  domestic  slavery  in  the 
islands  of  Pemba  and  Zanzibar  ? 
♦Sir  J.  PERGUSSON:  It  would  be 
inconvenient,  and  would  not  conduce  to- 
the  objects  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
in  view,  to  make  ajdeclaration  upon  this 
matter,  but  the  subject  must  in  any  case 
come  under  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  contemplated  Oonference  upon^ 
the  Slave  Trade.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  neglect  no  opportunity  of  les- 
sening both  the  area  and  the  evils  of 
slavery  as  far  as  theirinfluence  extends. 

AID  TO  LOCAL  RATES. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Wal- 
worth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  when  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  willreceive^ 
the  reHef  out  of  the  Probate  Duties  and 
other  sources  of  Imperial  Revenue  pro- 
mised them  in  the  Budget  of  the  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the  financial 
year  1888-9? 

^Mb.  BITCHIE:  Since  the  27th  of 
March  last  a  sum  of  £127,620  has  been 
paid  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Metro- 
politan unions  and  parishes  in  additioa 
to  the  grants  previously  received  by 
them.     It  is  very  difficult  to  arrive  at- 
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any  aoourate  estimate  of  the  amount 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  will 
\)e  in  a  position  to  pay  to  the  London 
<]lounty  Council  out  of  the  local  taxation 
account  in  November  next,  but  it  wiU 
probably  be  about  £120,000.  It  will  be 
i)orDe  in  mind  that  the  sum  payable  to 
the  London  County  Council  prior  to  that 
date  would  be  much  larger  were  it  not 
that  the  proportion  of  the  cost  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police,  which  was  formerly 
paid  out  of  the  Parliamentary  grant,  is 
now  paid  out  of  the  local  taxation  ac- 
<K)unt  and  deducted  from  the  sums  pay- 
able to  the  London  County  Council. 

IRELAND— FAIR  RENTS. 

Mb.  CAREW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  heoan  now 
atate  on  what  day  he  will  introduce  his 
proposed  Bill  for  accelerating  the  fixing 
of  fair  rents  in  Ireland ;  and  whether  it 
is  intended  that  the  two  lay  Commis- 
sioners are  to  sit  with  the  County  Court 
•Judge  of  the  county  as  originally 
indicated  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Bill  to 
which  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers  is  on  the  Paper  for  this 
evening. 

INSPECTOR  OP  LUNACY. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  one  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Lunatics  in  Ireland  has  tendered  his 
resignation  ;  whether  any  steps,  and,  if 
so,  what,  are  being  taken  to  deal  with  the 
vacancy  thus  created ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  truth  in  the  report  that  it  is  in 
contemplation  to  appoint  one  of  the 
Scotch  Assistant  Commissioners  of 
Lunacy  to  an  administrative  position  in 
the  Irish  Lunacy  Service  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  One  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunatics  in  Ireland  has 
xetired  on  superannuation.  The  ques- 
tion as  to  the  necessity  of  filling  the 
vacancy  is  under  consideration.  There 
is  no  foundation  for  the  rumour  that  it 
is  in  contemplation  to  appoint  one  of  the 
Scotch  Assistant  Commissioners  of 
Lunacy  to  an  administrative  position  in 
the  Irish  Lunacy  Service. 

GENERAL  WILLIAM    SANKEY. 
Db.   KENNY;    I  beg    to   ask    the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 

Mr*  Riichie 


has  notic^  in  the  list  of  shardiolders 
of  the  ^'  Land  Ctirporation  Company/' 
publidied  in  the  Frieman  of  30th  ultimOi 
the  name  of  General  William  Sankey 
as  a  holder  of  20  shares  in  saidoom- 
pany ;  is  he  able  to  state  whether  the 
said  Q^neral  William  Sankey  is  the 
same  person  as  the  General  Sankey 
who  is  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in 
Ireland ;  and,  whether  it  is  in  aooor- 
danoe  with  the  rules  of  the  Service  ^t 
the  Chairman  of  a  Public  Board,  whicih 
has  to  discharge  such  important 
functions  as  those  entrusted  to  the 
Board  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland, 
should  be  a  shareholder  in  a  company 
with  which  the  Board  of  Public  Woiks 
has  frequently  to  deal,  and  the  diief 
objects  of  the  said  company  beins;  more- 
over mainly  of  a  political  character  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  There  is  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  suggestion  in  the 
question.    Any  of  the  ordinary  sooroee 

of  information,  such  as  W\itak^*  AU 
manack  or  T%onCs  Directory^  will  show 
that  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  is  Lieutenant  (Tenenl 
B.  H.  Sankey,  not  General  William 
Sankey.  I  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  regret  that  he  should  ha?e 
put  the  question. 

Db.  KENNY:  I  cast  no  reflection 
on  General  Sankey.    I  should  be  sorry 

to  do  60. 

BRITISH    GUlANA--CONSTITITTrONAL 

REFORM. 

Mb.  watt  (Glasgow,  Oamlachie): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Qnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whethw  te 
Government  have  under  oonaidefalBA 
the  question  of  conceding  a  measoie  of 
Constitutional  Reform  to  the  Colony^ 
British  Guiana,  similar  to  that  grttfitei 
to  other  West  Indian  Colonies;  sb4 
whether  he  can  state  a  date  when  he 
will  probably  be  able  to  intimate  to  the 
Colony  the  decision  of  Her  Majasl/f 
Gbvemment  on  the  subject  ? 

Babon  H.  db  WORBCS:  BflT 
Majesty's  Goyemment  have  aader  ¥9^ 
sideration  the  question  of  a  refontt-iff 
the  Constitution  of  British  Qoiana,  Wl 
cannot  at  present  state  when  it  wfiB  If 
possible  to  make  any  definite 
ment  on  the  aolgeot 
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BRITISH  GUIANA  AND  BRAZIL. 
ITr.  WATTS:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Saeretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  AfiPairs 
whethernegotiations  are  now  in  progress 
with  the  iimpire  of  Brazil  for  the 
tpDointment  of  a  Joint  Oommission  of 
lAaumitation  to  determine  and  fix  a 
definite  line  of  frontier  between  the 
Coboj  of  British  Guiana  and  the 
Empire  of  Brazil ;  and  whether  he  can 
oov  give  the  House  any  information  on 
the  tahiect  ? 

*SiK  J.  FEROUSSON :  Proposals  were 
made  on  the  subject  bj  the  Brazilian 
Ooyemment  some  time  ago  and  are  still 
poder  discussion,  but  the  matter  is  not 
10  a  position  in  which  any  further  infor- 
mation can  with  advantage  be  g^yen. 

MR.  CONYfiEABE. 

Snt  W.  FOSTER :  I  wish  to  ask 
^6  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he 
has  received  any  Medical  Report  in 
reference  to  the  health  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oamborne  (Mr.  Oonybeare) 
in  Deny  Oaol  ? 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
reosived  any  Medical  Report  absolutely 
op  to  date ;  but  subsequent  to  the  time 
of  the  first  question  on  the  subject  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Reports  are 
tttitfactory. 

Ma.  HAO  NEILL :  I  understood  that 
on  Saturday  last  the  hon.  Member  for 
€ambome  wished  to  send  me  a  Report 
▼hieh  I  have  not  yet  received.  Oan 
^  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  say  whether 
It  will  be  forwarded  before  the  Prisons 
Tote  comes  on  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
■ike  any  promise  of  that  kind,  not 
^Bowing  how  far  Medical  Reports  are 
dswed  by  the  Prison  Rules  to  be  sent 
tolrivate  Members. 

Ml  MAC  NEILL:  This  is  not  a 
lUisal  Report,  but  a  Report  framed  by 
1m  km.  Member  himself. 

PaSLIO  BUSINESS. 

Ml.  8.  HILL  :  May  I  ask  when  the 
EttesBin  wiU  betaken? 

4b.  W  H.  SMITH:  The  Tithes 
■M  Charge  Bill  stands  on  the  Paper 
iV&iBteday.  If  it  is  not  reached  on 
fttJajr,  I  will  inform  my  hon.  Friend 
Ask  ft  is  likely  to  be  taken. 

;  lb.  a  WTTT. :  At  what  time  will  it 
•tdcen  on  Thursday  ? 

TOL.  OOGXXXIX.  [isiBD  sbbies.] 


♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  shall  take 
it  at  any  time. 

In  r<)ply  to  Mr.  Shaw  Lbfsybb, 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said :  We  pro- 
pose  to  take  the  Constabulary  Vote  to- 
night, and  then  to  go  back  to  the  Irish 
Estimates  in  Class  2  in  the  order  in 
which  they  stand.  I  think  the  first  is 
the  Vote  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  If 
the  Irish  Estimates  are  not  concluded 
on  Thursday,  they  will  be  proceeded  with 
de  die  in  dism^  and  aiter  thev  are 
disposed  of  the  Tithes  Bill  will  be 
taken. 

Mr.  storey  (Sunderland):  What 
do  the  Government  propose  to  do  with 
the  Drainage  Bills  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    I  hope  to 

§ass  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill  this 
ession.  I  also  hope  to  pass  the  Shan- 
non and  Barrow  Bills,  but  will  be 
guided  by  circumstances. 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  am  quite  aware 
that  the  Shannon  and  Barrow  Drainage 
Bills  must  go  over  until  next  Session  ; 
but  I  wish  further  to  press  my  questio  n 
respecting  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill.  The 
Bill  has  several  stages  yet  to  pass 
through.  I  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  is  a  possi- 
bility of  prolonged  opposition  from 
English  and  Scotch  Members,  and 
opposition,  too,  from  the  localities. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  would  like 
to  know  whether  he  will  not  commit  the 
''happy  dispatch"  and  tell  us  that  the 
Bann  Drainage  Bill  is  also  to  go  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  wUl  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  an  undertaking 
that  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill  will  be 
taken  after  the  Light  Railways  Bills. 
As  to  the  Shannon  and  Barrow  Bills 
they  will  have  to  be  dropped. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  Is 
it  intended  to  take  the  London  County 
Council  (Money)  Bill  to-night  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir;  it  will 
not  be  taken  to-night. 

Sir  W.  foster  :  Will  the  Notifica- 
tion of  Infectious  Diseases  Bill  be  the 
first  Order  on  Friday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  under- 
take to  make  it  the  first  Order.  The 
Government  must  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  take  the  business  that  remains 
to  be  considered  when  they  are  able  to 
reach  it. 
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IRISH  RESIDENT  MAG  BTRATBS. 

Mr.  FLYNN  :  May  I  aak  the  Chief 
Secretary  if  it  will  be  convenient  to 
take  No.  4  of  the  Notices  of  Motion—a 
Betnm  giving  the  names  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  with  the  dates  of  their 
appointment  by  seniority, present  salary, 
ana  other  particulars,  as  an  unopposed 
Betum  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  unable 
at  present  to  treat  it  as  an  unopposed 
Return.  A  very  comprehensive  Ketum 
is  already  before  the  House. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  the  case  of 
certain  Magistrates  it  is  alleged  that 
the  principle  of  seniority  has  been 
violated?  This  Return  is,  therefore, 
asked  for  to  enable  us  to  judge  how  far 
that  principle  has  been  violated. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
admit  that  the  principle  of  seniority  is 
at  all  binding. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  suppose  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  admit  that  promo- 
tion by  seniority  ought  to  be  the  prin- 
oiple  except  in  the  case  of  special  merit. 
We  ask  for  the  Return,  so  that  we  may 
be  enabled  to  see  whether,  where 
seniority  was  disregarded,there  was  good 
cause. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  go 
to  the  same  extent  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  quite  admit  that  seniority 
is  an  element ;  but  I  do  not  go  further. 

Mb.  FLTNN  :  Is  it  not  the  fact  that 
former  Returns  were  given  very  much 
in  this  shape  showing  the'  seniority,  and 
that  it  is  only  recently  the  rule  has  been 
changed? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  Returns  have  been  given  in 
oonformity  to  the  description  given  by 
the  hon.  Oentleman. 


UNIVJfiRSITIES,  Ac.  (SCOTLAND)  PUBLIC 

MONEY. 

Ordered— 

"  Retoms  of  the  8am8  annually  TOted  by 
Parliament,  and  of  the  snnifl  chargeable  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  to  each  of  the  four  IJniv^er- 
aitieB  of  Scotland*  and  to  the  Hoyid  Obeeryatory 
and  Royal  Botanio  Gkurdens  at  Edinbnrghi  fear 
eaoh  of  the  ten  yean  ending  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1889: 

Of  the  Btima  chargeable  as  pensions  to  the 
retired  Professors  of  each  of  the  four  Universi- 
ties for  the  same  period ; 

Of  the  soms  spent  for  the  erection  or  main- 
tenance of  Uniyersity  Bnildings  for  the  same 
period; 


And  separately,  of  the  sums  pud  to  the  Pro- 
fessors of  the  several  Universities  from  the^ 
funds  of  the  Deanery  of  the  Chapd  B^jril  in 
Sootlard  daring  Uie  same  period  (in  ooBtiaiia« 
tion  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  363,of  Seaioit 
1887."— (ifr.  J.  CmmpbeU.) 

UNivERsrrr  (Scotland). 

Ordered — 

Retnm  of  Roles  made  under  Sec.  21  of  tfar 
Act  21  and  22yio.  c.  83,  now  in  force,  witii 
respect  to  the  amount  of  the  Peosioas  from 
public  funds  that  mav  be  awarded  to  Princi- 
pals, Professors,  and  other  offioen  (if  anv)  of 
Scottish  Universities,  Uie  age  at  which  tbBf 
ma^  be  claimed,  and  the  period  oi  servioe- 
which  must  have  preceded  each  claim. 

Nominal  Return  of  Principals,  Profeasmy 
and  other  oflScers  (if  any)  in  each  of  the  Soot- 
tish  Universities  entitleo,  after  the  reqmtei 
period  of  service,  to  retire  upon  Pensions,  with 
their  respective  ages,  dates  of  appmntaMot, 
and  the  amount,  for  each  of  the  three  yean 
ended  the  31th  day  of  March,  1889,  of  the^ 
salaries,  fees,  and  other  emoluments  which 
would  be  taken  into  account  in  detonuii^ 
the  amount  of  penrion  Uiat  might  be  graatad 
in  each  case. 

And,  Return  showing,  for  each  of  the  Via- 
versities,  the  Name  and  Office  of  each  Pecsoa 
to  whom  a  Pension  has  been  g^ranted  fno 
public  funds  since  1868,  with  the  amount  of 
each  Pension,  the  age  at  which  it  was  graafeadr 
and  the  date  at  whidi  any  Pension  lapsed  (i^ 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  Ko. 
245,  of  Session  1887). -(ifr.  J,  CampStU.) 

I 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIBS  ACT,  1876. 

Beport  from  the  Select  Oominitteer 
with  Minutes  of  Endence  and  Appea^  i 
diz,  brought  up,  and  read. 

Eeport  to  lie  upon   the  Table,  tnfc 
to  be  printed.     [No.  304.] 

NEW  WRIT. 

For  Belfast  (Northern  Dirision),  i» 
the  room  of  Sir  William  Ewart,  bii»^ 
net,  deceased. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 


SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  SSTlMAl 
Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Glass  in. 

Motion  made,  and  Question 

<'Tbata  sam,  not  ezoeeding  £889,S7Ii 
granted  to  Her  M^esty,  to  oomplete  Umi 
necessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will ' 
in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year 
on  the  81st  day  of  March  1890,  for  thfl< 
of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabolary.** 

•Mb.  FLYNN  (OoA,  N.)  :  I  tiiimkj 
Irish  Members  are  entitled  to  oomi 
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thit  (he  Oovernment  ehonid  hare  that 
nitndnced  so  important  a  Yote  at  so  head 
bt«  ■  period  of  the  Seaeioa.  It 
ii  u  inaovataon  of  the  Constitutional 
lyatam,  and  of  late  jears  it  has 
tended  to  become  more  and  more 
t&fl  practice  of  the  Irish  Exeoutive, 
ud  otthoBeoonneoted  with  the  adminis- 
MioD  of  Irish  affairs.  Uore  than  one 
Mf  of  the  financial  year  has  now  been 
^«ed  to  lapse,  and  I  presume  I  am 
light  in  conohidinK  that  more  than  one 
luuljofthe  money  asked  foi^in  the  vote  has 
bwaeipended.  We  are  asked  to  oritioise 
tlte  ■dnuDiatration  of  affairs  for  whioh 
tlu  money  is  required  at  a  time  of  the 
Senion  when  the  energies  of  hon.  Slem- 
Ixn  are  gappoaed  to  be  more  or  leea 
iimpated.  It  may  hare  been  possible 
on  other  occasions  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
tuy  to  tell  us  that  the  delay  has 
MXiiured  in  order  to  consult  the  oon- 
vanisDce  of  the  Irish  Hembers ;  but  that 
liu  mrtainly  not  been  the  case  this 
Smsiod,  because  there  has  been  a  strong 
wish  that  the  Irish  Votes  should  be  taken 


ponstitutional  practice  and  the  usage  of 
^  Bouse,  BO  that  the  Estimates  might 
bs  cHticised  in  the  way  they  deserve  to 
bs  criticised.  In  regard  to  the  present 
Vot^  the  first  thing  that  will  strike 
(hose  hon.  Members  who  are  interested 
in  economy  is  the  oontinuons  increase  of 
the  nm  of  money  asked  for  under  this 
batd.  I  find  that  in  1871  the  Consta- 
Maiy  Vote,  iuoludtnK  that  for  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  came  to  a 
frtal  of  £1,016,000,  and  this  year  we 


Sunderland  it  is  Is.  H.  per 
Leicester,  Is.  ^id. ;  Dimdeer 
la.  lid.;  Bradford,  28.  Id.;  Leeds, 
'is.  3d.,  and  Birmingham,  28.  4d.  The 
average  cost  of  the  police  in  the  Dub- 
lin Uetropolttau  District  is  Bs.  per 
head,  or  mure  than  four  times  as  mucb 
as  that  of  principal  centres  of  population 
in  England.  These  facts  are  staitling- 
in  their  significance,  and  ought  to  invito 
the  serious  consideration  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  who  is  interested  ax 
keeping  down  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  But  this  expenditure,  enor- 
mous as  it  is,  would  not  be  objected  tO' 
if  it  were  productive  of  good  to  the 
people  in  whose  behalf  it  is  expended, 
but  not  alone  is  the  system  bad,  but  th» 
administration  of  the  system  is  as  bad 
as  it  can  possibly  be.  Indeed,  that  is  th» 


reason  wnythe  vote  increases  so  rapidly. 
■■|fd-" 


The  chief  duties  of  a  well-organised 
Constabulary  Force  are  the  protection  of 
life  and  property  and  the  preservation 
of  order.  But  we  maintain  that  the 
Irish  police  are  largely  employed  ia 
propping  up  the  property  of  a  small 
fraction  of  the  population  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  that  of  the  toiling  hundreds  of 
thousands,  who  form  the  real  buttreseea 
of  the  prosperity  of  Ireland.  We  fur- 
ther complain  that  the  bulk  of  the 
money,inBtead  of  being  expended  in  th» 
preservation  of  order  in  Ireland,  is  ex- 
pended in  a  manner  that  is  provocative 
of  the  greatest  disorder.  The  cases 
which  I  am  about  to  bring  before  the 
Committee  I  have  taken  at  random,  but 
they  go  far  to  proving  beyond  a  doubt 
that  Uie  manner  in   whioh    the    Irish 

Solice  force  is  at  present  administered 
oes  not  tend  to  good  Oovernment  or  to 
the  tranquillity  of  the  oountry.  We  are 
informea  by  the  newspapers  that  not 
long  ago  in  the  County  of  Tipperary  a 
policeman  was  brought  before  County 
Court  Judge  Anderson,  charged  with  a 
wanton  assault.  It  appears  that  the 
prosecutor  went  to  the  railway  station  to 
meet  a  friend,  and  seeing  that  Dr.  Tan- 
ner was  in  the  train  he  had  the  temerity 
to  cry  out  "  Three  cheers  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Mid  Cork," 
whereupon  the  poIic»-conatable  Jamea 
Bippon  struck  him  on  the  head  with  his 
truncheon.  Thejury  found  fortbe  prose* 
outor,  with  £5  damages  and  oosti. 
In  this  ease  the  prosecutor  was  able  (a 
bring  the  oaee  before  a  jury  and  recover 
damagea  because  he  oould  identify  his 
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aggressor,  and  there  would  be  hundreds 
of  similar  cases  brought  before  juries  if 
it  were  not  part  of  the  tactics  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  extend  the  protection  of 
the  Executive  to  the  police  in  matters 
of  this  kind  where  savage  assaults  are 
committed  bj  the  police  upon  an  un- 
offending people.  Every  application  to 
obtain  the  name  of  the  policeman  by 
vhom  an  assault  has  been  committed  is 
refused.  If  the  application  is  made  in 
this  House  it  is  met  with  equivocation 
and  prevarication*  and  it  is  impossible 
to  obtain  the  name  of  the  constable  who, 
as  a  general  rule,  has  been  drafted  from 
some  distant  place.  That  is  the  reason 
why  we  have  been  able  to  bring  com- 
paratively few  cases  before  the  Ci^il 
Tribunals  to  expose  the  proceedings  of 
the  constabulary  in  the  way  they  deserve. 
I  will  tell  the  House  as  briefly  as 
possible  what  occurred  on  the  occasion 
of  the  brutal  assault  by  the  police  on  my 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien).  The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
"William  O'Brien)  was  returning  from  a 
journey,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  went  to  the  railway 
platform  with  some  friends  and  some 
ladies  to  meet  him.  There  were  com- 
paratively few  persons  on  the  platform, 
because  the  fact  of  the  retimi  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North- East  Cork  had 
been  purposely  concealed  in  order  to 
preclude  the  possibility  of  an  attack 
upon  the  people.  The  police  on  the 
platform  placed  the  hon.  Member  for 
l^orth-East  Cork  under  arrest.  Mr. 
O'Brien  asked  for  the  production  of  the 
warrant,  and  while   the    warrant  was 


being     produced     some     enthusiastic 

gentleman  in  the  rear  of  the  crowd  cried 

out  *' Three  cheers  for  William  O'Brien."  I  well  versed  in  the  reg^ulations  of 

An  order  was  immediately  given  to  the    Constabulaiy,  and  I  should  like  to 


r>lioe  bore  him  off  in  a  cab  to  a  doetor. 
have  evidence,  and  I  can  substantiate 
it  on  oath,  that  the  attack  on  my  hon. 
Friend    was  premeditated,  that  before 
the  train  arrived  he  was  pointed  ont  \>y 
two  or  three  constables,  as  was  also 
the  gentlemen  who  accompanied  him, 
and  the  moment  the  train  arrived  the 
assault     was    made.     The    reason  if 
believed  to  be  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  been  suocesaful  that  day  in  hold- 
ing a  series  of  meetings  in  defiance  of 
an  illegal  proclamation  which  had  been 
issued  suppressingmeeting^  near  Cork. 
We  asked  m  this  House  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  assault,  and  we  received  tvo 
— one  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the 
other  by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land.   The  latter  dismissed  the  sogg^ 
tion  that  there  had  been  an  attempted 
rescue  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  as  an  utterly  absurd  and 
baseless  fiction  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman's  creation,   or    of   that  of  hii 
subordinates  in  Ireland,  while  the  Clnd 
Secretary,  not  knowing  what  had  been 
said,  deliberately  suggested,  with  ths 
airy  nonchalance  which  we  all  admin^ 
but  which  is  hardly  consistent  with  the 
grave  duties  h«3  has  to  discharge,  ia 
attempted  rescue  as  the  cause  of  the 
disturbance.     I  hope  the    right  hfl^ 
Gentleman  will  give  a   fair,  straigfal' 
forward,  and  honourable  answer  to  tUl 
question.     Will  he  assist  us  by  givi>| 
the  name  of  the  head    (K>nstable  wll 
gave  the   order  to   draw    batons, 
result  of  which  was  the  wanton 
upon   my  hon.  Friend    which  I 
described.     The  right  hon.  Gentl 
has  alread  V  said  that  the  Inspectar 
no  order,  but  that  the   head  com 
said,  "Draw  batons."     I  am   not 


police  to  '*  Draw  batons,"  which  caused 
them  to  commit  a  furious  assault  upon 
the  bystanders  with  truncheons  and 
clubbed  rifles,  not  only  upon  the  people 
assembled  on  the  platform,  but  on  the 
passengers.  Various  persons  present, 
including  many  clergymen,  affirmed  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
was  beaten  with  truncheons  on  the  back 
and  head  and  knocked  to  the  ground, 
and  struck  while  on  the  ground  by  some 

folicemen  with  their  clubbed  rifles. 
[e  tried  to  rise,  with  blood  pouringf  rom 
two  or  three  wounds,  but  was  knocked 
senseless  on  the  pavement,  when  some 

Ilr.  Flynn  . 


whether  an  order  to  draw  batons 
sufficient  to  justify  a  brutal  attaek 
this  kind^?  Let  us  know  who  gave 
order,  and  we  will  teat  once  for 
before  an  impartial  tribunal  the  _ 
sibility  of  the  action  of  the  polifle 
this  occasion.  The  nature  of  the  stl 
can  be  proved  by  the  results 
followed.  14  or  15  peraons  were 
to  the  infirmary  more  or  lees 
and  the  indiscriminate  natore  A 
assault  may  be  seen  from  the  ftMl^ 
a  number. of  the  passeng^ers  who 
injured  wete  gentfemen  opposed  til 
Nationalist  Party,  among  them 
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son  of  Sir  Jolin  Amott,  of  Cork,  who 
fas  retarning  from  a  fishing  ezcureion, 
and  the  Major's  sergeant,  who  went 
down  to  the  station  to  meet  his  wife  on 
her  retom  from  a  trip  io to  the  country. 
While  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Cotk  was  under  arrest  the  train  arrived 
at  Oharleville,  at  12  o'clock  at  night.  A 
amall  crowd  of   persons  were   on   the 
^atform  to  meet  friends  returning  from 
u)rk,  and  when  it  was  found  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  in  the  train,  some  cheers 
were  raised  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  ahake  hands  with  him.    As  the  train 
was  hi   motion,  a  shot  was    fired  by 
Diatriot  Inspector  Ooncannon,  and  two 
other  shots  were  fired    by  constables. 
Had  any  one  been  killed  by  those  shots 
there  can  be  no   doubt  that  it  would 
have   been   wanton     and    unprovoked 
nwder   on   the    part   of    the    police. 
I^'atrict  Inspector  Concannon's  shot  took 
ttSoct  in  the  thigh  of  a  young  man  who 
9i»  sitting  on  a  wall  at  some  distance 
ftom  the  train,  and  had  it  proved  fatal 
»U  the  sophistry  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
vouid  be  insufficient  to  clear  the  police 
'rain  the  dreadful  charge  of  deliberate 
^order.    In  reference  to  this  matter  the 
(kief  Secretary  appears   to  have  dis- 
^ered  for  himself,  or  to  have  adopted 
tkemost  extraordinary  theory,  that  shots 
ye  fired  by  the  crowd  upon  the  police. 
«the first  place,  the  police  were  in  an 
jw^aty  train  returning  from  Cork,  and 
pare  were  very  few  people  aseembled  at 
P*  Charleville  Station,  as  I  can  prove 
lithe  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  afford 
the  chance  of  an   inquiry.    There 
none  of  the  local  police  on  the 
nn,  which  is  hardly  consistent  with 
tact  that  a  criminal  so  notorious  and 
ireaded  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
r  for  North-Cast  Cork  was  known  to 
in  the  train.  In  the  second  place,  the 
ij  station  of  which  I  speak  is  40  miles 
it  from  Cork.    It  was  a  Sunday, 
tiliere  waa  no  possibility  of  oommu- 
with  the  town  of  Charleville 
lO  o'clock  in  the  moriiing.     The 
who  were  awaiting  the  return  of 
friends  heard  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ior  North- Cast  Cork    was  in  the 
they  cheered  him,  and  attempted  to 
IuumIb  with  him,  and  thereupon  the 
headed  by  their  District  In- 
fired  three  revolver  shots.  Such 
cneamatanoee  demand  some  more 
ezplaaation  from  the  right 
Gentiemaa  than  that  he  has  yet 


given.  Passing  from  this  matter  I  come 
to  the  question  of  the  employment  of 
the  Constabulary  at  evictions  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe  there  can  be  twoopiniona 
in  the  House  that  the  real  cause,  or 
at  any  rate  one  of  the  principal 
causes,  of  the  enormous  and  continuous 
increase  in  the  Constabulary  Vote 
is  the  manner  in  which  the  police  are 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  every  landlord 
and  County  Sheriff  who  requires  them. 
I  do  not  contend  that  the  Constabulary 
cannot  be  called  upon  or  cannot  be 
employed  by  the  Executive  in  the 
enforcement  of  law,  and  the  carrying 
out  of  evictions ;  but  I  maintain  it  is  an 
absolute  misuse  of  an  expensive  force 
of  this  kind  to  place  them  solely  at  the 
beck  and  call  of  one  particular  set  of 
creditors  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  matter 
of  some  difficulty  for  the  ordinary 
creditor  to  get  the  Sheriff  to  move  at 
all;  but  these  extraordinary,  these  unjust 
debts,  take  the  first  place  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  Executive,  because  the  land-* 
lords  are  their  friends,  and  because  in 
collecting  rents  they  are  carrying  out 
the  policy  which  recommends  itself  to 
individual  members  of  the  Executive. 
Why,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 
should  a  body  of  able-bodied  constables 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  any  body 
of  creditors  in  a  different  manner  to 
that  in  which  they  are  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  ordinary  creditors  ?  Some  of 
the  evictions  in  Ireland  are  carried  out, 
if  not  under  the  immediate  presence,  at 
any  rate  under  the  patronajge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
an  instructive  lesson  in  law  and  order  to 
see  the  Constabulary  sitting  down  near 
the  homes  of  the  wretched  people  being 
evicted  drinking  champagne  with  the 
Private  Secretary  and  Colleague  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  What  lesson  can  the 
people  draw  from  that  ?  Does  it  tend  to 
give  them  any  belief  in  the  impartiality 
of  the  Irish  Government  ?  With  regard 
to  the  actual  presence  of  police  at  these 
evictions,  I  want  to  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  one  or  two 
instances  as  showing  a  dose  con- 
nection between  the  landlord,  the 
heads  of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  the 
principal  officers  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. The  Luggacurran  evictions  were 
carried  out  under  the  immediate  patron- 
age of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
we  had  the  landlords'  figures  as  to 
I  acreage,  rent,  valuation,  and  arrears,  in 
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the  hands  of  whom  ?  In  the  hands  of 
the  private  secretary  of  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  in  charge  of  the  police,  the 
private  secretary  himself  being  an  officer 
in  the  Oonstabulary.  It  seems  an  eztra- 
ordinarv  thing  that  when  reporters  came 
down  they  should,  instead  of  proceed- 
ing %o  the  tenant's  or  the  landlord's 
agents  for  information,  proceed  to 
the  private  secretary  of  the  Divisional 
Magistrate,  who  had  obtained  his  infor- 
mation in  the  landlord's  office.  Is  that 
part  of  the  business  of  the  Executive  of 
the  country  ?  What  business  had  the 
private  secretary  there  at  all  ?  When 
he  was  givine  the  figures  to  the  re- 
porters around  him  he  used  a  formula 
which  is  very  instructive.  He  said,  the 
tenant  need  not  be  evicted  if  he  paid  so 
much.  I  asked  him,  '*  But  would  that 
clear  the  tenant  up  to  the  present  date, 
or  to  the  last  gale  day."  His  reply  was, 
''  Oh,  no,  if  the  tenant  paid  so  much  he 
would  get  a  clear  receipt  up  to  Septem- 
ber, 1886,"  nearly  three  years  ago. 
The  business  of  the  private  secretary  or 
District  Inspector  was  simply  to  mislead 
the  reprcbentatives  of  the  Press  present. 
There  are  other  matters  in  connection 
with  the  presence  of  police  at  evictions 
to  be  referred  to.  I  have  said  that 
evictions  are  distressing  and  saddening 
spectacles.  It  does  seem  extraordinary 
that  large  sums  paid  by  the  taxpayers 
of  Great  Britain  should  be  expended 
upon  work  of  this  kind.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  it  is  unavoidable.  He 
attributes  these  evictions  to  the  Plan  of 
Campaign*  We  shall  discuss  that 
point  on  another  occasion.  But  at  the 
I^onsonby  evictions  there  was  a  force 
of  Constabulary  of  between  300  and 
400,  supplt'mented  by  a  large  num- 
ber of  soldiers,  all  under  the 
charge  and  command  of  the  notorious 
Divisional  Magistrate,  Captain  Plunket. 
Have  hon.  Members  seen  the  secret 
letter — secret  because  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  be  known  to  us — written  by 
the  agent  of  the  estate,  in  which  he 
practically  acknowledged  that  the  land- 
lord's claims  were  unjust  and  extor- 
tionate, that  the  tenants'  claims  were 
less  than  just  ?  The  letter  was  written 
by  Mr.  Townshend  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Land  Corporation,  and  the  writer 
said — 

'*  From  what  1  have  seen  of  the  Ponsonby 
Estate,  I  am  sorry  to  say  I  believe  the  Land 
Commission,  if  it  ever  goes  before  it.  will  reduce 

Mr,  Fl^nn 


the  rents  on  it  very  heavQy.  ...  The  ex* 
isting  rents  of  Ught  tiDage  land,  wiiieh  ndght 
have  been  ftdr  15  or  20  years  ago»  ue  in  AwTe 
the  present  value.  A  good  deal  of  the  lind  I 
saw  I  was  told  was  rented  at  20s.,  bat  it  will 
go  under  the  Land  Oourt  at  12s.  or  ISs^  vA 
that  is  the  reason  I  advised  BCr.  Smitii  Biny 
and  the  other  members  of  the  svn£ctte  w 
make  public  as  soon  as  possible  that  they  lie  only 
fighting  against  the  way  in  which  the  teosnti 
want  to  cut  the  rents  down." 

1  invite  the  attention  of  the  Oommittee 
to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Memb^  for 
South  Huntingdon  (Mr.  Smith  Barry) 
can  put  pressure  on  the  Irish  Ezecotife 
to  bring  enormous  forces  of  constabulary 
upon  me  scene  to  evict,  under  circum* 
stances  of  great  brutality  and  hardship, 
large  numbers  of  industrious  tenaatit 
when  all  the  time  the  injustice  and  the 
iniquity  of    the    whole  transactioQ  is 
actually  acknowledged  by  this  letter  to 
the  agent  of  the  syndicate,  whom  the 
Chief    Secretary    Ims  not  aorapied  to 
defend  in  this  House  on  more  than  oob 
occasion.     All  these  are  cnrcumstsBoea 
which  ought  to  cause  the  Committee  to 
pause  before  voting  the  enormous  soni 
of  dose  on  £1,600,000  for  a  force  wbidi 
is  absolutely  exasperating  the  people  of 
Ireland,  which  is  so  expensive  to  tSia 
people  of  England,  which  is  not  {m>- 
ductive  of  any  solid  or  useful  beneft^  to 
the  country,  and  which,  instead  of  being 
used  legitimately  for  the  protection  of 
life  and  property  and  the  pTeeena&A 
of  order,   is  being  used  ais  a  politieal 
machine  by  the  Executive  and  the  land* 
lords  of  Ireland,  and  is  produang  an 
amount  of  disorder  it  would  be  impoa* 
sible  to  counteract,  were  it  not  for  ^ 
help  and  exhortation  which  oomes  frofl 

?uarters  in  Gkeat  Britain  to  which  Aa 
rish  people  look  with  oonfidenoe. 

Mh.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  ft)j 
Since  the  Chief  Secretary  aocepted 
present  post  the  Irish  administrr 
has  been  characterised  by  overwh^l' 
cruelty,  and  the  right  hon.  Ghentl< 
chief  agents  in  carrying  out  the 
of  cruelty  have  been  the  fioyal 
Constabulary.  It  is,  no  doubt,  difllod 
for  English  Members  to  understand 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  means. 
England  the  constable  is  the  peisQA 
whom  the  people  go  for  protectioa 
support,  but  in  Ireland  he  is  a  m' 
of  a  foreign  force  engaged  in 
out  a  policy  antagonistic  to  the 
of  the  people.  The  Irish  polios  aM 
military  force.    They  have  officeis  v 
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military  aocoutrementa  and  rifles.  They 
<mlj  lack   colours    to    complete  their 
nintary  character.   I  would  recommend 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  to  signalise 
luf  administration  by  presenting  the 
loroe  with  colours,  upon  which  '*  Do  not 
heiitate  to  shoot  the  psople  **  would  be 
«  Tory  fitting  motto.  This  order  was  the 
first  command  given  under  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  administration  to  the  mem- 
ben  of  the  Irish  Oonstabulary.    It  was 
telegraphed  by  Captain  Plunket.  and 
that  telegram  was  the  initiation  of  the 
policy  which  has  characterised  the  Ohief 
oecretaty's  three  years'  administration. 
I  inrite  the  Oommittee  to  consider  that 
<hmng  the  last  10  years  there  has  been 
a  decrease  in  the  population  of  Ireland 
to  the  extent  of  half  a  million,  while  on 
ibe  other  hand  there  has  been  an  in- 
crease of  the  constabulary  by  2,000  men. 
Id  no  other  country  with  which  I  am  ac- 
quainted has  there  been  a  steady  decline 
of  population,  and  at  the  same  time  a 
steady  increase  in  the  armed  men  en- 
gaged to  keep  the  population   down. 
The  cost  of  the  constabulary  during  the 
last  decade  has  risen  from  £1,400,000 
to  £1,600,000.     There  is  in  Ireland  at 
ibe  present   moment,  including  police 
and  military,  one  armed  man  to  every 
17  of  the  population,  not  to  every  17 
fightbg   men,   but  to  every   17   men, 
women   and    children.     I    submit    the 
reason  of  this  is,  that  the  police  are  not 
employed  as  a  protecting  force,  that  they 
sre  not  employed  to  enforce  just  debts 
between  man  and  man,  but  that  they 
are  employed  lor  the  partisan  purposes 
€f  the  Government.     I  desire  to  direct 
attention  to  three  phases  of  constabu- 
W7  government  in  Ireland — namely ».  to 
the  relation  between  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary and  the  people  at  large,  the  relation 
between  the  Irish  Constabulary  and  a 
newspaper  called  the   Timen,   and  the 
nlalion  between  the  Irish  Constabulary 
and  the  landlord  class  in  Ireland.     My 
Im.  Friend  (Mr.  Flynn)  has  not  cited 
A  single  case  of  police  brutality  towards 
fte  people.    It  will  be  remembered  that 
4bs  hon.  Member  for  the  Holmfirth  Di- 
vision (Mr.  H«  Wilson)  and  I  have  fre- 
rAj  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  that 
As  Iridi  Oonstabulary  should  be  num- 
isred  or  lettered  for  the  purpose  of 
jdsotificatiim.      The    Irish    police    are 
4bdied   in    the   same  uniform  as  the 
IBflasy  and  we  all  know  that  as  the 


Bifles  are  used  largely  for  skirmishing 
their  uniform  has  been  adopted  In  Ae 
hope  of  avoiding  detection.  lict  me  give 
several  cases  in  which  the  police  have 
acted  bru;;ally,  and  refused  to  give 
their  names.  I  find  that  an  aggravated 
and  brutal  assault  was  committed  by  the 
Irish  police  at  the  Qonmel  Bailway 
Station — railway  stations  seem  to  be  the 
happy  hunting  grounds  of  Irish  con- 
stables. On  the  3rd  of  March,  when  Dr. 
Tanner  arrived  at  Clonmel  Station  he 
was  cheered  by  the  people.  There  was 
the  usual  baton  charge  oy  the  police.  A 
reporter  from  Tipperary  was  grossly 
maltreated  by  a  constable,  who  politely 
refased  to  give  his  name.  On  the  4th 
of  May,  at  Kanturk,  a  Poor  Law 
Guardian  was  assaulted  by  a  sub-con- 
stable. The  head-constable,  with  whom 
complaint  as  to  the  assault  was  lodged, 
refused  to  give  the  offender's  name.  At 
Fermoy  the  police  burst  into  a  meeting 
which  was  attended  by  a  Mr.  Barry, 
who  had  been  imprisoned  under  the 
Coercion  Act,  inquired  what  the  people 
were  doing,  assaulted  men,  and  refused 
to  give  their  names.  Early  in  February 
a  crowd  in  Killamey  was  dispersed  by  a 
baton  charge,  offence  cheering  Mr. 
William  O'Brien.  On  the  2ard  of  March, 
at  the  same  place,  a  crowd  was  batoned, 
offence  cheering  Mr.  William  O'Brien. 
The  Committee  will  remember  that  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien  was  recently  assaulted 
so  brutally  that  for  some  days  his  life 
was  in  danger,  and  that  even  now — a 
month  after  the  occurrence— he  is  un- 
able to  appear  in  Court  to  give  evidence 
in  a  case  vitally  concerning  himself,  and 
which  arose  out  of  one  of  the  numerous 
libels  of  the  Times^  correspondent.  A 
lady,  the  wife  of  an  English  Member  of 
Parliament,  desired  to  attend  the  meet- 
ing at  which  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  was 
assaulted.  Knowing  the  eagerness  of 
the  police  to  baton  and  assault  I  dis- 
suaded the  lady  from  attending  the 
meeting.  I  feared  that  if  she  attended 
she  would  be  maltreated  by  the  police, 
who  would  probably  think  that  an  easy 
way  to  earn  promotion  would  be  to 
assault  the  wife  of  a  Member  of  this 
House.  The  police  in  Ireland  are  adepts 
at  creating  offences.  In  proof  of  that 
charge  I  need  only  refer  to  the  notorious 
Milltownmalbay  case.  The  parish  priest 
of  that  place  having  requested  the  pub- 
licans to  close  their  houses  on  the  occa- 
sion of  a  particular  trial  of  an  exciting 
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character,  his  sole  object  being  to  pre- 
vent the  least  disturbance  of  the  peace, 
the  police  visited  26  of  the  closed 
establishmeDts,  though  they  were 
not  in  want  of  refreshments,  and 
asked  for  driuk.  The  drink  was  refused 
them.  Twenty-one  of  the  publicans 
were  summoned  before  a  Coercion  Court 
and  sentenced  to  one  month's  imprison- 
ment apiece.  Eleven  did  not  apologise 
— I  wish  they  had  all  refused  to  do  so— 
but  suffered  imprisonment.  The  con- 
duct of  the  constables  must  be  very  bad 
to  provoke  the  indignation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  '*  removables,"  and 
yet  they  have  often  drawn  on  themselves 
the  censure  of  these  not  over  scrupulous 
gentlemen.  In  the  Court-house  at  Let- 
terkenny  on  the  occasion  of  one  of  the 
numerous  remands  of  Father  M'Fadden, 
a  constable  named  Boyle  was  seen  ear- 
marking the  prisoners  for  another  con- 
stable to  identify.  The  man  was  ordered 
out  of  Court  by  Mr.  Hamilton,  but  was 
afterwards  seen  sneaking  back  again  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  same 
operation.  Another  constable  on  the 
occasion  of  one  of  the  numerous  remands 
of  Father  M'Fadden  was  removed  from 
the  Court  in  a  state  of  intoxication.  I 
will  not  say  anything  about  the  note- 
taking  Constable  Kobinson,  who  was 
declared  by  the  Presiding  Magistrate  to 
be  untrustworthy.  The  Committee  may 
ask  itself  why  constables  like  this  man 
Bobinson  take  notes  which  cannot  be 
relied  on.  The  answer  is,  because  it  is 
better  for  an  Irish  constable  to  convict 
an  Irish  Member  of  Parliament  than  it 
is  for  a  military  man  to  g^t  the  Victoria 
Cross.  Such  is  their  anxiety  to  get  hold 
of  Irish  Members  that  they  have  been 
known  after  molesting  a  gentleman  to 
apologise  and  say,  **  I  beg  pardon,  but 
you  have  a  tall  hat  on,  and  I  thought 

?ou  were  a  Member  of  Parliament." 
'he  dealings  of  the  police  with  Roman 
Catholic  priests,  to  whose  good  work  in 
Ireland  I  can  testify,  although  I  kneel 
at  a  different  altar  to  them,  has  been 
marked  by  insult  and  brutality.  Father 
Clarke,  of  Wicklow,  who  advised  the 
tenants  in  regard  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, had  a  warrant  out  against  him ; 
and,  though  he  made  it  known  that  he 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  meet  it,  the 
police  broke  into  his  house  to  serve  the 
warrant  at  a  little  before  4  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  when  he  was  absent, 
and  terrified  some  of  the  female  ser- 
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vants  by  rushing  into  their  room.   la 
another  case  the  police  went  at  mid- 
night to  arrest  a  priest  who  had  pre- 
viously stated  his  readiness  to  meet  the 
warrant  taken    out    against  him,  th» 
object  of  such   proceeding  being  ob- 
viously to  terrorise  the    people.    The 
same  thing  also  was  done  in  another 
case,  the  warrant  having  been  in  abey- 
ance  for  five   weeks,    and  the  arrest 
being    at    last    made     at    midnight. 
To  be  persecuted  by  the  Government  ift 
a  great  honour  to  us,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  by  trying  to  degrade  us  yoa 
only  exalt  us ;  and  the  same  may  be 
said  of  the  Irish  priests,  for  whom  you 
simply  inspire  greater  reverence  by  yoor 
action.    I  will  not  refer  in  detail  to  the 
death  of  District  Inspector  Martin,  whicL 
took  place  on  Sunday,  February  3.   I 
will  merely  say  that  on  Saturday  evenings 
February  2,   the    Chief   Secretary  iot 
Ireland,  in  that  speech  which  we  will 
take  care  shall  never  be  forgotten  while 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remains  in  hia 
present  office,  and  which  was  addressed 
to  the  Liberal  Unionists  of  Dublin,  who 
were  ashamed  to   give  their  names  as 
being  present — in  that  speech,  delivered 
in  absolute  unconsciousness  of  the  iroay 
of  the  situation,  the  right  hon.  Oentie- 
man  congratulated  the  miserable  toadie& 
and  place-hunters  who  surrounded  hm 
on    the    excellent    relations    existing 
between    the    police    and    the  people. 
That  speech  was  reported  in  the  news- 
papers on  the  Monday  morning,  and  sia^ 
by  side  with  the  report  was  an  anoount 
of  the  death  of  Inspector  Martin.      Iti^ 
a  small  thing,  no  doubt,    but  a  straw 
shows  which  way  the  wind  blows ;  and 
this  set  the  Government    are  making 
against  priests  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment is  a  straw  in  the  present  situatoon* 
At  the  last  Spring  Assizes,  at  the  Ooart- 
house  of  Tralee,    an  over-zealous  con- 
stable seeing  a    Koman  Catholic  P*^^ 
listening  to  the  trial  went  up  to  him  and. 
hustled  him  out  of  Court.       This  pecca- 
dillo on  the  part  of  the  constable  wi^ 
admitted  bv  the  Solicitor   General  for 
Ireland     when    questioned    about  the 
incident.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man admitted  it,   and  said  it  was  •& 
error  of  judgment;  but  I  regard  thflB*" 
things  as  not  so  much  eirors  of  )Q^ 
ment  as  errors  of  heart,  and  I  say  th^ 
arise  through  the  systematic  attitude  <)f 
the    Government    towards    the    Ixu^ 
people.  With  regard  to  the  seat  of  war  lA 
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DoD^al — an<I   I  think  the  use  of  the 
phiSM  "  seat  of  war"  is  permissible — on 
IbeSlhof  Uaj  tbe  right  hoD.  Qentle- 
mm  in  a  moment  of  candour  apofee  of 
Coonty  Donegal  as  being  io  a  state  ot 
nrolatioa ;   but  when  this  expresaloD 
«M  afterwards  commentod  upon    the 
oAt  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Uiat  state 
Of  lOTolntion    estenHed    only    to   one 
baronj.      Well,  I  have  often  heard  of  a 
atorm  in  a  tea-cup,  but  never  before  of  a 
nroluCfoii  in  a  barouy.      What  was  the 
rttte  of  Done^l  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  administration  ?    Why  that 
nnnty  which  now,  according  to  the  Chief 
Becretaiy,     is     in     a    confused    and 
dittnrbed    state    waa   the    most   peace- 
fid  district.      I   do   not  know   if  hon. 
Members  have  ever  been  in  a  country 
in  armed  occupation.     If  they  have  not 
tbey  will  hardly  understand  the  state  of 
thiaga  which  ban  existed  in  the  County 
ol  Donegal  — a  state  of  things  which  one 
CDidd  underHtand  in  Bussia,  but  which 
withio  the  Queen's  dominions  it  is  im- 
poMible  to  understand.     After  the  death 
ot  Inspector    Martin  wholesale  arrests 
wsre  made  without  warrant  and  with- 
out evidence,    and   paneeB    were  given 
to  the   peasants  to    allow  them    to  go 
to   their    dutiee.      Constable    Mahony 
—BOW    Head    Constable    Uahony,    for 
every  policeman  ia   Ireland  who   dia- 
tinguiaites  himself  by  his  brutality  to 
the  people    gets   promoted — gave    this 
psat  which  I  now  hold  in  my  hand  to  a 
peasant,    "Please   let  so-and-so  pass," 
ud  it  is  signed  by  this  man.     There 
vers  wholesale  arrests   made  after  the 
Buirder  of   Inspector  &fartin,  none   of 
them,  however,  on  sworn  information  or 
TCiraot.     In  one  case  a  large  number 
were  handcuffed  and  kept  for  four  hours 
in  an  open  boat  on  an  angry  sea.     Is  it 
sot  amaziog    ttiat  in  a  couotry  calling 
itMlf  Christian  such  brutality  should  be 
•Uowed  ?     I  can  assure  hon.  Qentlemen 


be  said  that  the  police  were  afraid  of  a< 
popular  tumult  breaking  out.  I  travelled- 
iD  the  special  train  myself— although  iC 
I  had  been  found  oat  I  might  have  got 
a  month's  imprisonment  at  the  hands  of 
one  ot  the  removables^but  this  enables- 
me  to  say  how  needless  was  the  expen- 
diture. There  has  been  a  reckless, 
wicked,  and  profiigate  ezpeoditure  on  the- 
part  of  the  AdmiaietratioD ;  and  I  ask— 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  justify  that 
expenditure  out  of  the  Constabulary 
Vote?  As  to  the  spying  operations  of  tb©- 
polioe  the  Irish  Uemberedo  not  mind  it,. 
but  it  comes  somewhat  hard  on  English- 
Uembers  like  the  hon.  Member  for  th» 
HolmErth  Division,  That  hon.  Member 
went  to  Ireland  to  inquire  into  the  un- 
fortunate  state  of  the  people  on  March- 
16.  He  was  dogged  and  followed  by 
the  constables  from  one  end  of  Donegal 
to  the  other.  He  could  not  go  into  ao. 
hotel  without  being  immediately 
followed  there  by  a  policeman,  who- 
tried  to  find  nut  what  he  was  doing,  and 
where  he  was  going.  The  carmeD  who- 
drove  him  were  stopped  and  interro- 
gated.  Ill  one  case  a  tourist  who  had 
gone  over  to  see  the  country  went  to  a. 
Chief  Inspector  and  said  it  was  hard  to 
be  pursued  by  the  police,  and  the 
answer  he  received  was,  ''  You  are  a 
respectable  person — we  will  not  mind 
you.  It  is  only  Members  of  Parliament 
we  watch."  One  person — a  Member  of 
Parliament— however,  was  allowed  to 
go  from  one  end  of  Donegal  to  the 
other  without  being  dogged,  and  that 
was  because  he  was  the  friend  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. It  ia  only  those  Members  who 
have  the  interests  oi  the  peasantry  at 
heart  who  are  insulted  ;  the  friends  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  writers  in  the- 
TSnut  being  allowed  to  wander  where 
they  like  without  being  watched.  hi- 
Donegal  the  police  are  quite  numerous 
enough  to  prevent  evicted  tenants  from 
returning  to  their  wretched  hovels ;  but 
they  cannot  protect  the  tenants  Irom  the 
robberies  of  the  military.  I  would  here 
instance  again  the  case  of  the  poor 
woman  whose  eight  ducks  were  stolen 
by  the  soldiers,  and  I  am  surprised  that 
I  do  not  hear  the  cackle  from  the  hon*. 
Member  for  9outh  Tyrone  with  which  he 
greeted  the  case  when  it  was  first  men- 
tioned. In  another  case  a  girl  wa* 
brutally  assaulted  by  an  Bmergenoy  ~ 
in  the   presence  of   Mr.   Sarrisr 
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another  genUeman,  and  although  those  I  Special  Oommission  were  followed  by 


two  gentlemen  swore  informations,  Mr. 
Oameron,  the  police  officer,  refused  to 
receive  them.      Mr.  Oameron  has  been 
promoted,  but  a  man  called  Markham, 
who  once  withdrew  the  police  under  his 
'  command  in  order  to  avoid  bloodshed, 
was  degraded.      This  man  did  not  act 
up  to  the  Ohief  Secretary's  motto,  *'  Do 
not  hesitate  to  shoot,''  and  he  did  not 
belong   to  that  class,   half  serf,    half 
squireen,  from  whom  District  Inspectors 
are  mostly   chosen.      He  was  a  man 
who  had  risen  from  the  ranks,  and  con- 
sequently had  sufficient  sympathy  for 
the  peasant  class  to  wish  to  avoid  a 
reckless  use  of  the  bayonet  on  them.    I 
possess  a  tabulated  statement  showing 
that    the     law    is     administered    on  a 
way    in    favour    of    the     police,    and 
another     way      against    ^e     people. 
And  now  I  bring  this  charge  agamst 
those  who    have    authority    over   the 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary,  that  whilst  it 
is  their  proper  duty  to  maintain  law  and 
order  in  Ireland — or,  at  all  events,  that 
wretched  substitute  which  there  stands 
in  the  place  of  law  and  order— they 
have  been  transferred  to  London  as  the 
mere  dustmen  of  the  Times ^  and  I  will 
•  show  that  the  men  drafted  to  London 
were  as  much  the  agents  of  the  Times  as 
were  Pigott  or  Houston.     Is  it  not  a 
■  strange  thing  that  the  same  men,  or  the 
same  class  of  men,  who  were  employed 
for   collecting  evidence  for  the  Times 
were  also  employed  to  prevent  the  col- 
lection of  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
Members  ?    It  seems  to  me  beyond  the 
possibility  of  doubt  that  the  men  acted 
upon    some    hint    from    headquarters. 
'  These  men  catch  the  tone  of  their  mas- 
ters.     They  know  what  their  masters 
think  with  dog-like  fidelity  and  carry 
out  their  master's   wish,  but  not  like 
dogs.     Dogs  generally  are  actuated  by 
.  affection,  but  the  Irish  Constabulary  are 
stimulated  by  the  low,   gross  motive — 
the  hope  of  pecuniary   reward.     Con- 
stables  have    been    known  of  late  to 
'  molest  men  collecting  for  the  Pamell 
Defence  Fund,  to  seize  their  collecting 
.  cards  and  disperse  a  small  gathering  of 
Nationalists.     Eecently  also  there  has 
been  a  case  of  constables  tearing  down 
^placards  asking  for  subscriptions  in  aid 
•  of  the  legal  expenses  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  three  young  men  who  were 
-engaged  in  innocently  tabulating  statis- 


police  and  deprived  of  their  papers— 
though  these  subsequently  were  gradg- 
ingly  restored  after  questions  galore  bM 
been  addressed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  on 
the  subject  in  this  House.     How  was 
the  Tiwus  treated  by  the  Government— 
of  course  in  their  private  capadty— 
according  to  the  statements  of  Head 
Constable  Qoinn,  Michael  Boche,  and 
lago — and  a  better  name  for  a  witness 
for  the  Times  was  never  devised  ?  Why, 
it  is  clear  that  the  police  were  employed 
to  get  up  the  TVumt  case.     On  the  1  Ith 
April  we  find  there  was  close  oonnectioii 
between  the  constabulary  and  the  Timet. 
A  secret  Police  Circular  was  issued  to  the 
constabulary  early  in    November,   t^e 
first  sitting  of  the   Commission  Ooort 
taking  place  on  the  22nd  of  October. 
This  circular  was  sent  to  every  police 
station  by  every  District  Inspector  with 
instructions  to  find  out,  almost  in  the 
language  of  the  Charges  Commission, 
the  connection  between  the  Lieague  and 
crime.      We  have    read    this  ciroolar 
before  the  House,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  exercised  great  discretion 
in  regard  to  it,   neither  admitting  or 
denying  it.   But  we  have  further  evi- 
dence ;  we  have  evidence  of  the  eyesight 
of  a  Member  of  this  House.    It  happ^is 
that  the  chambers  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bushcliffe  Division    overlook  Mr- 
Soames's  office  in  Lincoln's  Inn,  and  he 
saw  Mr.  Soames's  office  looking  like  ao 
office  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Gonstabularyi 
around  which  Irish  constables  lounged 
and  smoked,  and  the  men  thus  engaged 
week  after  week  are  those  we  are  now 
asked  to  vote  this  money  for  as  pre- 
servers of  law  and    order   in  Ireland. 
Hanging  in  Mr.  Soames's  office  was  a 
notice,    signed    by    County     Inspector 
Fiockton,   requiring  men    of   the  con- 
stabulary to  enter  &eir  naoies  in  a  book 
kept    in    the    office    for    the  purpose. 
Inspector  Fiockton  was  never  ezamine<| 
before  the  Commission.     What  was  hfl 
doing  there  ?  Coaching  Tim49  witnessesj 
And  for  this  we  are  asked   to  pay  tiii^ 
Inspector  his  salary.    Farther,  the  oon] 
nection  has  been   showu   between  th< 
constabulary  and  Pigott.     So  long  « 
Pigott  was  of  value  to   the    7\im«f  aoi 
the  Government  he  had    a    guard  o 
honour  of  the  Boyal  Irish  ConstabnlaiT 
but  when  he  ceased  to  be  of  valoe,  u 
guard  dropped  their  arms   and  Pigo 


.tics  of  crime  to  be  produced  before  the  I  was  allowed  to  go.  Two  Irish  sergean 
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-of  oonstabalfiry,  Seiveante  Fausett  and 
^Gallagher — I  hope  uiey  have  had  pro- 
motioii  for  their  services — were  plaoed 
under  the  orders  of  Shannon  of  the 
iVii«f,  and  these  formed  a  bodyguard 
for  Pigott.     But   this  guard  allowed 
Tigott  to  escape  after  they  had  got  from 
Um  on  the  Saturday  a  sworn  affidavit  to 
be  read  in  the  Oourt  on  Monday.  Then 
we  had  Head  Constable  Preston,  of  the 
IRoyal  Irish  Coustabulary,  interviewing 
eonviets  in  English  prisons,  at  the  in- 
ttanoe  of  Mr.  Soames»  for  the  purpose  of 
^tin^  up  evidence  for  the  7me8  and 
to  incnminate  Irish  representatives.  We 
faiow  that  he  visited  Nally  and  Mullet 
in  prison  and  held  out  to  them  almost 
*nj   bribe    to    induce   them    to    bear 
evidence  against  Irish  Members.     So  to 
^^    Airther     depth     were  the    Irish 
'Oonstabulary  allowed  to  sink.  They  were 
employed  to  introduce  into  England  the 
methods  of  Irish  administration  to  the 
'Shiune  of  both  nations.  Tracey  was  thus 
visitedi  and  he  was  not  afterwards  exam- 
ined; but  there  is  good  reason  to  believe 
tiiat  he  was  offered  bribes  to  give  evi- 
dence on    behalf  of  the   Ittnes.     Why 
were  these  members    of  the  oonstabu- 
lary placed  at  the  service  of  Mr.  Soames 
of  the  2\mes  ?     Why  are  we  asked  to 
psj  their  expenses  in  London  when  they 
should    have    been    discharging    their 
duties  in  Ireland  ?    The  Courts  of  Jus- 
tioa,  the  Inns  of  Court    Hotel,    were 
swarming  with  Irish  Constabulary,  and 
I  am  not  exceeding  the  mark  when  I 
aay  that  not  more  than  a  third  of  those 
brought  over  to  London  were  examined 
before  the  Commission.     An  industrious 
gentleman    has   noted  the  numbers  of 
constabulary  present  in  Court  when  the 
Court  on  one  occasion  adjourned  because 
witnesses   were  not  ready,  and  at  that 
time  there  were  in  Court  eight  members 
of  tiie   force   in  uniform,  10   in  plain 
^iotlies,  five  District  Inspectors,  and  four 
members  of  the  Dublin  Police.  We  have 
heard  on  previous   occasions  how    an 
Inspector  endeavoured  to  get  evidence 
from  a  man  named  Welsh,  under  threat 
of   proseoation    for   certain    insurance 
frauds  in  which  the  man  was  supposed 
to  be  implicated.    They  were  Liverpool 
frauds,  eaid  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but,  as 
M  fmdt^  the  trial  would  have  had  to  be 
froU  in  Ireland,  for  there  the    frauds 
Were  oommitted.     We  have  Mr.  Hous- 
ton aeting  as  paymaster  to  the  men  of 
fte  oonstabulary    for    their    expenses 


during  the  time  they  were  kept  in 
London  for  weeks  and  months  beyond 
the  time  they  could  have  been  required 
to  give  evidence;  and,as  a  matter  of  faot, 
they  never  gave  evidence  at  all.  Why 
were  these  men  in  London,  and  why  are 
we  to  pay  their  salaries  as  if  they  had 
been  attending  to  their  duties  in  Ire* 
land  ?  Why  are  we  asked  to 
pay  these  men  for  time  in  which 
they  were  assisting  in  an  inikmons 
conspiracy  ?  I  have  described  these  men 
as  the  dustmen  of  the  TVmM,  and  now 
let  me  touch  upon  them  as  the  merciless, 
heartless,  cruel  bailiffs  of  merciless 
landlords  of  Ireland.  Nothing,  I  sup- 
pose, in  connection  with  the  cruel  evic- 
tion proceedings  in  Ireland  sent  a 
greater  thrill  of  horror  through  this 
country  than  the  action  of  the  police  at 
the  Glenbigh  evictions  when  they  pro- 
tected emergency  men,  while  the  latter 
used  petroleum  for  firing  the  wretched 
homes  of  the  evicted  tenants.  At 
Falcarragh  a  new  orm  of  police  admin- 
istration was  entered  upon.  Special 
bailiffs,  not  the  Sheriff^s  men,  but 
servants  of  the  landlord,  were  employed ; 
and  here  we  first  have  the  now  famous 
battering  ram  brought  on  the  scene. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  a  man  not  in 
the  habit  of  going  hack  from  his  word, 
has  said  that  if  we  do  not  find  out  how 
the  expense  of  this  battering  ram  is 
paid,  we  shall  oppose  vigorously  all 
efforts  to  get  this  Vote.  Now,  after 
much  questioning,  we  did  obtain  from 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  the  fact 
that  the  ram  cost  £48  I8s.  2id.,  and 
that  it  was  sent  to  District  Inspector 
Law,  of  Letterkenny.  I  suppose  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  will  regard  the 
Dublin  Daily  Expresi  as  a  trustworthy 
authority,  and  in  the  issue  of  that 
journal  for  March  2b  we  have  a  des- 
cription of  the  battering  ram,  to  the 
effect  that  the  ram  is  15  feet  long, 
mounted  on  four  wheels,  suspended  by 
chains  from  iron  uprights,  and  that 
the  men  working  the  ram  have  the 
protection  of  an  iron  shield — in  addition 
to  the  protection  they  receive  here  from 
the  Chief  Secretary— picks,  crowbars, 
scaling  ladders,  and  other  gear  was 
attached*  and  the  whole  paraphernalia 
was  sent  on  to  Inspector  Law,  at  Letter- 
kenny. But  we  have  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  to  find  out  how  these  expenses 
were  paid.     Who  paid  for  this  ram  p 
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Who  owns  it  ?  I  hope  now  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  not  exer- 
dse  any  maidenly  reserve  in  this 
matter.  I  may  refer  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  questions  many  of  us  asked 
about  this  ram  earlier  in  the  Session  ; 
but  with  the  exception  of  the  informa- 
tion I  have  mentioned  as  extracted  from 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  we 
have  not  yet  found  how  this  ram  has 
been  paid  for.  On  Friday  the  Chief 
Secretary  informed  me  that  it  is  an  item 
that  does  not  appear  in  the  Estimates  ; 
and  yesterday,  exercising  the  better  part 
of  that  courage  with  which  on  the  assur- 
ance of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
we  are  asked  to  credit  him,  the  right 
hen.  Gentleman  discreetly  stayed  away 
and  avoided  f  ui tber  questioning.  Well, 
this  battering  ram  was  received  by  the 
police,  and  the  police  tested  its  quidities 
at  Gweedore.  I  being  in  the  neighbour- 
hood at  the  time  addressed  the  local 
Inspector  with  a  courtesy  to  which  he  at 
fiist  responded ;  but  when  I  asked  him 
for  information  as  to  the  practice  with 
the  ram,  our  relations  immediately 
became  strained,  and  have  so  continued 
since.  The  ram  was  brought  out  for 
active  operation  at  the  Olphert  evictions 
on  April  11th  this  year,  to  be  used 
against  miserable  turf  hovels  that  even 
a  kick  from  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
demolish.  The  ram  was  not  actually 
used  then,  but  it  was  present.  Now,  I 
want  to  use  this  battering  ram  against  the 
police.  I  know  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  say  he  is  accustomed  to  these  stric- 
tures, and  that  after  all  thev  are  no  more 
than  his  predecessors,  emi  notably  the 
late  Ur.  Forster,  had  tosubmit  to.  The 
late  Mr.  Forster  had  a  tender  heart  and 
a  conscience  ;  but  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  has  only  an  uncle  and  a 
battering  ram.  At  these  Falcarragh 
evictions  the  homes  were  without  food — 
the  tenants  in  the  poorest  possible  condi- 
tion. I  have  seen  a  good  deal  of  misery 
and  destitution  and  suffering  under 
various  aspects,  but  I  confess  I  have 
never  seen  anything  so  pitiable  as  the 
employment  of  the  ram  against  those 
wretched  hovels  and  the  turning  out  on 
the  roadside  of  miserable  people  with 
starvation  marked  on  every  lineament. 
On  the  Good  Friday  I  was  present,  and 
saw  one  of  the  tenants,  a  man  of  45  years 
perhaps,  waiting  for  the  battering  ram  to 
smash  his  wretched  house  away.  Not  a 
morselof  food  had  he  in  the  house;  his 
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potato  crop  of  three  acres  had  failed** 
On  this  cold  day  floor  his  mother  was 
lying  in  a  state  of  stupor ;  a  little  child 
was    playing    about;    starvation  was 
written  on  the  man's  face.    The  usual 
policeman  had  followed  us  to  take  note 
of  our  proceedings,  and  to  him  I  tamed, 
and  invited  him  to  join  with  us  in  ^ving 
the  man  assistance.    To  do  him  justioe 
he  did  so.  I  will  not  g^ve  his  name,  for  a 
black  mark  might  be  set  against  it    It 
is  against  scenes  of  this  kind  we  protest 
— scenes  which  are  enacted  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  amateur  apostle  of  Choxch 
Congresses.    What  an  example  of  prac- 
tical Christianity,  on  the  anniversary  of 
the  death  of  our  Eedeemer!     On  this 
Olphert  estate  the  cost  of  these  evictions 
was   10  times  the  amount  of  the  rent 
due ;   but    the  landlord  derived  some 
pecuniary   advantage  from  letting  the 
wretched  hovels  of  his  evicted  tenants 
as  temporary  police  barracks.    These 
things  I  can  prove,  though  now  1  only 
state  them.      Removing  the  trapping* 
from  the  pretence  of  maintaining  law 
and  order,  we  find  that  Irish  adminis- 
tration is  a   gross,    wicked,  villainous, 
sordid  system  of  tyrauny.     Those  who 
ought  to  be  the  natural  guardians  of  the 
people  are  those  who,  carrying  out  the 
oehests  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  have 
promoted  these  scenes. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  do  not  propose  to  tres- 
pass on  the  time  of  the  Committee  in 
reference  to  those  questions  of  adminis- 
tration hon.  Members  have  raised, 
upon  which  Members  who  have 
been  in  Ireland  are  better  able  to 
speak    than  I   am.     Approaching   the 

vote    from    an    economical    point    of 
view,  there  are  a  few  questions  I  shonld 
like  to  put  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
that  the  Committee    may  be    able    to 
understand  the  position  of  Ireland  in 
regard  to  police,  I   would  refer  ICem- 
bers  to  the  particulars  gpiven  on  page* 
279  and  3 1 9  of  the  Estimates.     On  page 
279  we  find  it  stated  that  the  namberof 
police  employed  in  Scotland   ia  4»027, 
and  the  number  in  Ireland  which  are  to 
be  provided  for  by  the  Vote  is  12y810» 
the  population  of   Ireland    not    being 
more  than  a  million  greater.     The  Com* 
mittee  have  already  voted  for  the  Scotch 
police  £156,125,  the  total  cost,  addiag 
everything  together,  being,  I  calculabe^ 
about  £376,000,  whereas  the   cost  of 
the    Irish  Police  is  £1,439,000.     Th» 
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first  question  I   wish  to  put    is   with 
Teferenod  to  the  pay,  allowances,  and 
«xtra    pay.       The    ordinary    pay    is 
£871,000,    allowanoes     £77,000,     and 
the     extra    pay    is    £34,000,    besides 
iraralling  expenses.    I   find    the    pay 
of  these    officers    higher    than    they 
would     receive    as    officers     in     Her 
Majesty's  Army,  and  very  much  in  ex* 
0668  of    the  pay  received    by  officers 
occupying  similar  posts  either  in  the 
oounties  or  boroughs  of  England,  or  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force.    Take, 
forinstance-jthe  District  Inspectors.  You 
have    86     first- class    Inspectors    with 
salaries    rising    to     £350    and    £450 
per   annum,  and   90  District  Inspec- 
tors  of    the  first  class    with    salaries 
rising    from     £225     to     £250,     £275 
to   £300  a  year.     But  that  does  not 
represent  the  whole  of  the  pay  of  these 
.  ^ntlemen.     If  you  simply  take  £200 
or  £800  a  year,  it  is  a  very  large  sum 
for  an  Inspector.     I  find  in  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  that  there  are  two 
inspectors  who  receive  £200  a  year ;  five 
£195,  and  36  £190  a  year.    The  popu- 
lation of  Ireland  is  about  the  same  as 
that  of  the  Metropolis,  and  the  number 
of  the  Irish  Police  is  about   1,500  less 
than  the  number  of  the  London  Police ; 
4Uid  the  Irish  Inspector  is   not  called 
upon  to  perform  more  responsible  duties 
than  an  Inspector  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police.     But  if  the  Oommittee  will  turn 
to  pages  822  and  323  of  the  Estimates, 
they  will   find   six   District  Inspectors 
an  specially  employed  on  detective  duty, 
each  at  £120  per  annum,  and  I  want  to 
know  whether  that  is  in  addition  to  the 
salary  of  £800  or  £400  a  year.     Then 
there  are  fiye  District  Inspectors   em- 
plcnred  on  detective  duty  at  £100  a  year, 
and  I  wish  to  know  whether  that  is  in 
addition  to  these  gentlemen's  salaries. 
We    next      come     to     an     item     in 
these    gentlemen's    pay   for   which    I 
ean   find    no    parallel  in    the   Metro- 
politan Police  Force  accounts.      There 
-are  senrants  allowed  to  officers  of  the 
^iah  Force — 255  servants,  each  at  £45 
per  annum,  for  whom  we  have  to  pay 
£11,475.     Now,  I  cannot  make  out  the 
i65  servants,  unless  these  officers  have 
several'  servants  each.     The  Inspector 
€hneral  and  Deputy  Inspector  General 
4re,  of  coarse,  superior  officers,  and  also 
tlie  County  Inspectors.    But,  assuming 
ftst  you  give  one  servant  to  each  Dis- 
tHet  Injector  of  the  first  class,  that 


would  only  nve  you  140  officers  who 
would  be  entitled  to  servants.  But  you 
have  255  servantsat  £45  per  annum.  You 
ought  to  pay  to  the  Irish  Inspector,  as 
you  have  to  pay  to  any  other  public 
servant,  his  full  remuneration.  This 
allowance  of  servants  is  merely  an 
imitation  of  what  eoes  on  in  the  Army. 
Then  there  is  a  very  large  amount  for  these 
Inspectors'  lodging  allowances.  I  pre- 
sume the  Chief  Secretary  will  be  able 
to  tell  us  that  these  amounts  are  checked; 
that  they  do  not  repressnt  the  estimates, 
but  that  they  represent  actual  pajnnents 
duly  vouched  for.  Then  I  come  to  the 
stationery  allowance.  These  Oounty 
and  District  Inspectors  receive  stationery 
allowance  to  the  amount  of  £2,700  a 
year.  When  I  had  the  honour  of  sit- 
ting on  the  Stationery  Oommittee  some 
years  ago,  I  found  that  in  certain 
instances  the  stationery  was  sent,  and 
the  allowances  were  made.  I  should  like 
a  little  explanation  of  this  £2,700.  Then 
I  come  to  "  special  allowances,"  which 
I  think  must  apply  to  the  question  to 
whichlthe  hon.  Member  has  been  drawing 
attention — special  allowances  to  police* 
men  serving  in  Great  Britain,  £1,358. 
Why  are  the  Irish  Constabulary  intro- 
duced as  serving  in  Great  Britain  ?  We 
are  quite  capable  of  managing  our  own 

S)lice ;  and  I  never  heard  of  the  County, 
orough,  or  Metropolitan  Police  requir- 
ing to  be  supplemented  by  the  Irish 
Constabulary.  But  1  take  it  that  this 
is  part  of  the  expenditure  of  the  recent 
migpration  of  the  Irish  Police  to  England, 
where  they  have  been  in  London, 
as  we  know,  for  some  time.  But 
there  being  a  charge  for  *'  lodging 
and  fuel,"  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  where  the  item  appear  on  the 
other  side  to  credit.  A  large  number 
of  the  Irish  Police  have  been  in  London 
on  the  service  of  the  TitMs.  These 
men  have  been  paid.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Timen  has  been  put  to  a  very 
heavy  outlay  with  respect  to  police 
witnesses.  According  to  the  Treasury 
rule,  when  a  servant  of  the  public 
receives  pay  from  a  third  person,  the 
amount  must  be  carried  to  the  credit 
of  the  account,  from  which  the  charge 
for  that  service  is  paid.  If  the  House 
turn  to  the  MetropoUtan  Police  Accounts, 
they  will  find  that  the  sum  of  £169,000 
has  been  received  for  various  purposes. 
Then  we  come  to  the  items  "receipts 
from  public  companies  and  private  in- 
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aggressor,  and  there  would  be  hundreds 
of  similar  eases  brought  before  juries  if 
it  were  not  part  of  the  tactics  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  extend  the  protection  of 
the  Executive  to  the  police  in  matters 
of  this  kind  where  savage  assaults  are 
eommitted  by  the  police  upon  an  un- 
offending people.  Every  application  to 
obtain  the  name  of  the  policeman  by 
whom  an  assault  has  been  committed  is 
refused.  If  the  application  is  made  in 
this  House  it  is  met  with  equivocation 
and  prevarication,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  obtain  the  name  of  the  constable  who, 
as  a  general  rule,  has  been  drafted  from 
some  distant  place.  That  is  the  reason 
why  we  have  been  able  to  bring  com- 
paratively few  cases  before  the  Civil 
Tribunals  to  expose  the  proceedings  of 
the  constabulary  in  the  way  they  deserve. 
I  will  tell  the  House  as  briefly  as 
possible  what  occurred  on  the  occasion 
of  the  brutal  assault  by  the  police  on  my 
lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Monaghan  (Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien).  The 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
William  O'Brien)  was  returning  from  a 
journey,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  went  to  the  railway 
platform  with  some  friends  and  some 
ladies  to  meet  him.  There  were  com- 
paratively few  persons  on  the  platform, 
because  the  fact  of  the  return  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  North- East  Cork  had 
been  purposely  concealed  in  order  to 
preclude  the  possibility  of  an  attack 
upon  the  people.  The  police  on  the 
platform  placed  the  hon.  Member  for 
r^orth-East  Cork  under  arrest.  Mr. 
O'Brien  asked  for  the  production  of  the 
warrant,  and  while  the  warrant  was 
being  produced  some  enthusiastic 
gentleman  in  the  rear  of  the  crowd  cried 
out  **  Three  cheers  for  William  O'Brien." 
An  order  was  immediately  g^ven  to  the 
police  to  '*  Draw  batons,"  which  caused 
them  to  commit  a  furious  assault  upon 
the  bystanders  with  truncheons  and 
clubbed  rifles,  not  only  upon  the  people 
assembled  on  the  platform,  but  on  the 
passengers.  Various  persons  present, 
including  many  clergymen,  a£ELrmed  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
was  beaten  with  truncheons  on  the  back 
and  head  and  knocked  to  the  ground, 
and  struck  while  on  the  ground  by  some 
policemen  with  their  clubbed  rifles. 
He  tried  to  rise,  with  blood  pouringf  rom 
two  or  three  wounds,  but  was  knocked 
senseless  on  the  pavement,  when  some 
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r»lioe  bore  him  off  in  a  cab  to  a  doctor, 
have  evidence,  and  I  can  substantiate 
it  on  oath,  that  the  attack  on  my  hon. 
Friend    was  premeditated,  that  before 
the  train  arrived  he  was  pointed  oat  by 
two  or  three  constables,  as  was   also 
the  gentlemen   who  accompanied  him, 
and  the  moment  the  train  arrived  the 
assault     was    made.     The    reason   is 
believed  to  be  that  the  hon.   Member 
had  been  successful  that  day  in  hold- 
ing a  series  of  meetings  in  defiance  of 
an  illegal  proclamation  which  had  been 
issued  suppressingmeetings  near  Cork. 
We  asked  m  this  House  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  assault,  and  we  received  two 
— one  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  the 
other  by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land.   The  latter  dismissed  the  sugges- 
tion that  there  had  been  an  attempted 
rescue  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  as  an   utterly  absurd   and 
baseless  fiction  of  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman's  creation,   or    of  that  of   his 
subordinates  in  Ireland,  while  the  Chief 
Secretary,  not  knowing  what  had  been 
said,  deliberately  suggested,  with  the 
airy  nonchalance  which  we  all  admire, 
but  which  is  hardly  consistent  with  ^i 
grave  duties  \x\5  has  to  discharge,  an 
attempted  rescue  as  the  cause  of  the 
disturbance.     I  hope  the    right    hoa. 
Gentleman  will  give  a  fair,  etraighV 
forward,  and  honouirable  answer  to  this 
question.     Will  he  assist  us  by  giriag 
the  name  of  the  head  constable  wbi^ 
gave  the  order  to   draw   batons,   tfil 
result  of  which  was  the  wanton  assaiu 
upon   my  hon.  Friend   which    I   hav* 
described.    The  right  hon.  Gentl* 
has  alread  V  said  that  the  Inspector 
no  order,  but  that  the  head  com 
said,  "Draw  batons."     I  am    not 
well  versed  in  the  regulations  of  A 
Constabulary,  and  I  should  like  to  kiio 
whether   an  order  to  draw  batons 
sufiBcient  to  justify  a  brutal  attack 
this  kind,?    Let  Us  know  wko  piTe  l! 
order,    and  we  will  test  once 
before  an  impartial  tribunal  tlxe 
sibility  of  the  action  of  the   poj 
this  occasion.    The  nature  of  tjie 
can   be    proved  by  the   reaults  wU 
followed.     14  or  15  persons  ivere  tal 
to  the  infirmary  more  or  lees  ugm 
and  the  indiscriminate  nature   oC  1 
assault  may  be  seen  from  the  faol 
a  number. of  the  passengere   who 
injured  wete  gentlemen  opposed  to 
Nationalist  Party,  among  tliem  ~ 
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son  of  Sir  John  Amott,  of  Oork,  who 
wu  retarnin^  from  a  fishing  excursion, 
and  the  Major's  sergeant,  who  went 
down  to  the  station  to  meet  his  wife  on 
her  retom  from  a  trip  into  the  country. 
While  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Oot\  iras  under  arrest  the  train  arrived 
at  Oharleville,  at  12  o'clock  at  night.  A 
n&ili  crowd  of   persons  were   on   the 

Sfonn  to  meet  friends  returning  from 
k,  and  when  it  was  found  that  Mr. 
ffBmn  was  in  the  train,  some  cheers 
were  raised  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  shake  hands  with  him.  As  the  train 
was  in  motion,  a  shot  was  fired  by 
District  Inspector  Concannon,  and  two 
oihBt  shots  were  fired  by  constables. 
Had  any  one  been  killed  by  those  shots 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  would 
have  been  wanton  and  unprovoked 
murder  on  the  part  of  the  police, 
x^sinot  Inspector  Concanuon's  shot  took 
offset  in  the  thigh  of  a  young  man  who 
was  sitting  on  a  wall  at  some  distance 
^m  the  train,  and  had  it  proved  fatal 
ill  the  sophistry  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
90\dd  be  insufficient  to  clear  the  police 
^rom  the  dreadful  charge  of  deliberate 
o^^er.  In  reference  to  this  matter  the 
Chief  Secretary  appears  to  have  dis- 
^ered  for  himself,  or  to  have  adopted 
Ae  most  extraordinary  theory,  that  shots 
'•re  fired  by  the  crowd  upon  the  police. 
^  the  first  place,  the  police  were  in  an 
J^inary  train  returning  from  Cork,  and 
here  were  very  few  people  assembled  at 
be  Charleville  Station,  as  I  can  prove 
I  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  will  afford 
le  the  chance  of  an  inquiry.  There 
|«e  none  of  the  local  police  on  the 
wfonn,  which  is  hardly  consistent  with 
ie  fact  that  a  criminal  so  notorious  and 
I  dreaded  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
BT  for  North-£ast  Cork  was  known  to 
>  in  the  train.  In  the  second  place,  the 
tilway  station  of  which  I  speak  is  40  miles 
>tant  from  Cork.  It  was  a  Sunday, 
(d  there  was  no  possibility  of  commu- 
Btting  with  the  town  of  Charleville 
^  10  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The 
>vd  who  were  awaiting  the  return  of 
Bir  friends  heard  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
r  for  North- East  Cork  was  in  the 
tin ;  they  cheered  him,  and  attempted  to 
^  hands  with  him,  and  thereupon  the 
k>tahlesy  headed  by  their  District  In- 
*tor,  fired  three  revolver  shots.  Such 
|ve  cbcomstanoes  demand  some  more 
isfsetory  explanation  from  the  right 
L  G^Uemaa  than  that  he  has  yet 


given.  Passing  from  this  matter  I  com& 
to  the  question  of  the  employment  of 
the  Constabulary  at  evictions  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  believe  there  can  be  two  opinions 
in  the  House  that  the  real  cause,  or 
at  any  rate  one  of  the  principal 
causes,  of  the  enormous  and  continuous 
increase  in  the  Constabulary  Vote 
is  the  manner  in  which  the  police  are 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  every  landlord 
and  County  Sheriff  who  requires  them. 
I  do  not  contend  that  the  Constabulary 
cannot  be  called  upon  or  cannot  be 
employed  by  the  Executive  in  the 
enforcement  of  law,  and  the  carrying 
out  of  evictions ;  but  I  maintain  it  is  an 
absolute  misuse  of  an  expensive  force 
of  this  kind  to  place  them  solely  at  the 
beck  and  call  of  one  particular  set  of 
creditors  in  Ireland.  It  is  a  matter 
of  some  difiiculty  for  the  ordinary 
creditor  to  get  the  Sheriff  to  move  at 
all;  but  these  extraordinary,  these  unjust 
debts,  take  the  first  place  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  Executive,  because  the  land* 
lords  are  their  friends,  and  because  in 
collecting  rents  they  are  carrying  out 
the  policy  which  recommends  itself  to 
individual  members  of  the  Executive. 
Why,  in  the  name  of  common  sense, 
should  a  body  of  able-bodied  constables 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  any  body 
of  creditors  in  a  different  manner  to 
that  in  which  they  are  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  ordinary  creditors  ?  Some  of 
the  evictions  in  Ireland  are  carried  out, 
if  not  under  the  immediate  presence,  at 
any  rate  under  the  patronajge  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
an  instructive  lesson  in  law  and  order  to 
see  the  Constabulary  sitting  down  near 
the  homes  of  the  wretched  people  being 
evicted  drinking  champagne  with  the 
Private  Secretary  and  Colleague  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  What  lesson  can  the 
people  draw  from  that  ?  Does  it  tend  to 
give  them  any  belief  in  the  impartiality 
of  the  Irish  Government  ?  With  regard 
to  the  actual  presence  of  police  at  these 
evictions,  I  want  to  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  one  or  two 
instances  as  showing  a  close  con- 
nection between  the  landlord,  the 
heads  of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  the 
principal  ofiicers  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary. The  Luggacurran  evictions  were 
carried  out  under  the  immediate  patron- 
age of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  There 
we  had  the  landlords'  figures  as  to 
acreage,  rent,  valuation,  and  arrears,  ia 
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leep  a  horse  to  depriye  him  of  the  allow- 
ance for  a  servant.    With  regard  to  the 
•stationery  allowance,  I  have  no  infor- 
mation to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  will   inquire  into   the  system,    and, 
though  I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
it  is  not  economical,  I  will   see  that 
economy  is  practised.     Then,  as  to  the 
it^m  of  special  allowances  for  lodging 
4ind   fuel  for    men    serving    in   Great 
Britain,  I  am  surprised,  not  at  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  on  the  subject, 
but  at  the  vociferous  cheers  of  hon.  Gen- 
Aemen  below  the  Gangway,  who  appa- 
rently think  that  the  item  is  due  to  ex- 
penditure incurred  in  bringing  over  con- 
-stables  to  the  Special  Commission.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether  it 
is  not  a  fact  that  this  item  is  connected 
'with  the  presence  of  a  large  number  of 
police  constables  in  London.     [**  No!  "] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  if  they 
were  brought  here  for  the  Time*, 
♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  did. 
♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  listened  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  did  not.  To  that 
I  reply  that  neither  directly  or  indirectly 
is  this  item  connected  with  the  TtrM%  case. 
Tor  the  last  40  years  it  has  been  the 
•custom — as  far  as  I  know  a  beneficial 
•custom — to  have  a  certain  number  of 
members  of  the  Lrish  Constabulary  in 
the  large  towns  of  England  and  Wales, 
but  they  are  not  here  in  connection  with 
:anything  that  could  be  described  as  a 
poHtical  crime.     Their  duty  is  to  detect 
•ordinary  crime  committed  by  members 
ijf   the  floating  population  that  spend 
part  of  the  year  m  Ireland  and  part  of 
the     year    in    England.      Then    the 
right  hon.    Gentleman    asked  whether 
-there  has  been  any  payment  in  favour 
of  the  Exchequer  on  account  of   the 
«ums  paid  by  the  TimeB  to  the  ofiBcers 
of  the  constabulary.    To  that  I  answer 
generally    that    the    dealings    of   the 
T\fM9  with  the  witnesses  has  been  pre- 
•cisely  the  same  as  in  any  ordinary  case. 
The  ordinary  practice  with  regard  to  the 
•cost  of  witnesses  and  the  source  from 
which  such  cost  is  defrayed,  I  have  no 
doubt,  has  been  strictly  followed.    The 
right  hon  Gentleman  next  drew  atten- 
tion to  what  he  calls  "  the  magnitude  " 
of  the  medical  allowances.  The  explana- 
tion which  I  have  to  give  is  that  where 
doctors  are  expected,  as  they  are  in  Ire- 
land, to  make  long  journeys,  consider- 
able expense    mu^  often  be  incurred, 

Mr.  ^.  •/.  Balfour 


The  concentration  of  the  police  force  in 
London  is  no  doubt  a  source  of  economy. 
Similar  economy  could  hardly  be  prae- 
tised  where  a  Police  Force  is  distribatel 
over  so  large  an  area  as  Ireland.    The 
heading  "  extra  pay  "  is  very  mislead- 
ing, for    it    does  not  represent  whioA 
any  ordinary  human  being  would  infer 
from  the  name.    The  pay  here  referred 
to  is  simply  the  allowance  which  moat 
always  be  paid  to  people  who  are  re- 
quired to  leave  their  ordinary  abodes  and 
to  sustain  themselves  elsewhere.  It  does 
not  represent  pay  for    additional  ser- 
vices, but  it  represents  the  additional 
expenditure  incurred  by  members  of  the 
police  force  when  they  are  required  to 
support  themselves  in  some  other  place 
than  their  own  homes.     The  right  hon« 
Gentleman  has  made  merry  over  the 
item  of  £3,000  in  connection  with  elec- 
tions and  disturbances,and  asked  whethec 
a  General  Election  is  expected  next  year, 
as  this  item  appears  on  the  Estimatea, 
But  as  the  same  amount  was  required 
last  year,  when  there  was  no  'Jeneral 
Election,  it  is  only  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  an  equal  sum  will  be  wanted  this 
year.    There    are    many    eleotioos  in 
Ireland    in     addition    to     Parliamen- 
tary elections,   and    at    any  rate    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  deny  that 
there    are   disturbances.       As    to   Ae 
Transport  Service  in  Irelaad,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  large 
bodies  of  men  cannot  be  moved  with- 
out throwing  considerable  expense  upon 
this  estimate.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  criticised  the  suoi  spent  oa 
postage.    He  said  what    ao  appalling 
thing— .£18.000! 

♦Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER :   £6.800. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Well,  £6,800. 
That  item,  no  doubt,  has  increased ;  but 
the  increase  is  due  to  the  fact  that  now 
ffreat  use  is  made  of  the   parcel  post 
rZauffhterJ]    The    last  point  to    which 
I  need  refer  ie  the  question   of  pen- 
sions.     Undoubtedly,     the      tendepfij 
in    recent    years    has     been     to    im- 
prove  the   position  of     the   Oonstabu- 
lary.    If   the    right    hon.     Qentlemaa 
thinks  that  their  pay  and  aUowsmoeVr 
including  pensions,  are  too  g^reati  I  oaa* 
not  agree  with  him.    I    will,  howefsr» 
point  out  that  I  am  not  responsible  iv 
the  present  scale  and  rate  of  pay.    If 
there  is  any  responsibility  in  the  msttflt 
attaching  to  one  Government  moxetlisft 
another,  that  responsibility  rests  wiii^ 
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the  heads  of  the  Party  to  which  the 
iieht  hoD.  Gentleman  belongs.    Oon- 
daering  the  onerous  duties  devolving 
on  the  force,  the    extremely   difficult 
character  ol  much  of  the  work   which 
they  have  to  perform,  and  considering 
alio   that    the    very    best    men    that 
Ireland  can    provide  are    enlisted    in 
the  service,  1  do  not  think    that  they 
are  oyerpaid.    The  excellent  p^nonnel 
of  the  Oonstabulary  Force  is  notorious. 
We  have  secured  the  very  pick  of  the 
Irish  population.    I  will  be  no  party  to 
tile  kind  of  economy  to  which  the  criti- 
cism of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  points, 
and  I  will  do  nothing  to  injure  a  force 
of  which,  as  I  hold,  Irishmen  may  be 
jnsdy  proud. 

*Mm.  H.  H.  FOWLER:    I  wish  to 
have  one  word  of  explanation  in  re- 
ference to  the  allusion  which  the  right 
h(m.  Oentlemao  made  to  me.    I  never 
was  responsible  at  the  Treasury  for  the 
Irish  Estimates.    The  Irish  Estimates 
which  passed  through  Parliament  when 
I  held  office  were  signed  and  presented 
by  my  predecessor.     I  quite  agree  with 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  my  own  Party 
^  ({mU  as  much  to  blame  for  the  ex- 
trsTagant  administration  of   the  Irish 
Oonstabulary  as  the  Party  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.     I  do  not    approach 
this  question  from  a  Party,  but  from  a 
porelyeoonoaiical,  point  of  view.  I  made 
t  far  stronger  attack  upon  mv  right 
hoo.  Friend  the  Member  fur  Bndgeton 
when  he  waa  Ohief  Secretary  than  I 
hare  made  to-night ;  and  I  should  wish 
to  divert  this  part  of  the  subject  from 
>  Partyaspeot. 

♦aa  W.  FOSTER  (Ilkeston,  Derby) : 
Hr.  Courtney,  1  have  said  on  previous 
<^OQaiions  that  this  expenditure  was  very 
nselois,  very  dangerous ;  and  the  Oiiief 
Secretary  has  not  given  us  that  fair 
ttiswer  which  we  could  have  expected. 
f  hope  another  year  we  shall  have  a 
iMse  satisfactory  explanation  from  him. 
IWe  is  one  point  to  which  he  alluded 
vhieh  does  open  our  eyes  a  little,  and 
that  is,  Ihmt  the  Irish  Oonstabulary  get 
Mra  pay,  and  therefore  have  a  great 
tltsical  in  disturbances. 

Ma.  A.  J.  B  MjFOTJR  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
dema  is  entirely  mistaken.  I  explained, 
I  thought  clearly,  that  there  is  no  such 
tU^(  as  extra  pay  in  the  ordinary  sense 
oflliiword. 

*%m  W.  FOSTBiB:   It  comes  out  of 
ito  poeket  of    the  taxpayers,  and  we 
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object  to  our  money  being  spent  on 
travelling  expenses  and  conveniences  for 
a  milita^  police.     I  happen  to  have, 
probably,  a  longer  experience  of  the  Irish 
Police  tnan  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Thirty  years  ago  the  Irish  Police  were 
the  pride  of  Ireland.    The  physique  of 
the  Irish  Oonstabulary  is  as  gO()d  now 
as  then,  but  30  years  ago  they  occupied 
a  very  different  position  in  the  regard  of 
the    people    to     what    they    do    now. 
At  tnat   time    the  cost   of   the  force 
was    about    £700,000,     although    the 
population     was    6,000,000.      Now    it 
is    £1,500,000,     with     a     decreasing 
population.      The  great    mass  of  the 
people  are  in  bitter  antagonism  to  this 
military  police  force,  and  I  protest,  as  a 
taxpayer,     against  this    wanton    and 
wasteful    expenditure.       There  is  an. 
other  way  in  which  you  can  judge  of  the 
changed  relations  between  the  people 
and  the  police.      Thirty  years  ago  the 
privates  in  the  Police  Force  were  often 
enabled  to  marry  above  their  stations  in 
life,  and  you  could  not  have  a  better 
test  of  the  popularity  of  the  force  than 
that.     But  the  other  day  I  had  a  con- 
versation with  a  young  lady  of  good 
social  position,  and  she  stated  that  she 
was  compelled  to  break  her  engagement 
with  an  Inspector  of  Police,  such  was  the 
feeling  of  the  district,  and  so  strong  the 
feelings  of  her  own  relations.      What 
I  wish  to  point  out  is  that  the  condition 
of  things  is  changed  very  much  for  the 
worse.      In  August  last  year  I   went 
to    Abbeyfeale,    in    Ireland,    in  order 
to    go    over    the    estate,     where    45 
houses    were    beii  g   prepared    against 
evictions.     I  went  to  the  house  of  the 
Parish  Priest,  and  when  I  came  out  I 
saw  a  little  picket  of  police,  and  further 
on  another  squad  beside  a  car.     I  drove 
with  the  Priest  to  the  estate,  and  saw,  to 
my  astonishment,  that  the  police  followed 
in  their  car — an  army  of  one  sub-inspec- 
tor, one  head  constable,  one  sergeant, 
and  one  rank  and  file.     That  was  a  dis- 
graceful   misuse  of  the  Force.     They 
kept  a  certain  distance    from  us,   but 
followed  us  the  whole  way  to  the  estate, 
pulling  up  within  a  few  yards  of  us.     I 
looked  at  the  fortified  houses,  and  spoke 
to  one  policeman  who  followed  me  about, 
in  order  that  no  mistake  might  be  made, 
and  in  order  that  he  might  ask  me  any 
questions.    I  said  something  about  tLe 
evictions,  and  he  said  it  was  a  bad  day 
for  them.    It  was  raining,  as  if  that  had 
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anyibiligtodio  with  theoanseof  the  miseiry 
which  was  being  oocasioned.     He  asked 
me  no   questions.    I  had  oonyerBation 
from  timd  to  time^  with  the  people,  iknd 
the  officer  continued  to  follow  my  moie- 
ments.    We  drove  to  another  estate,  and 
these  men  followed  us.    I  say  such  con- 
duct to  a  Member  of  Parliament  was  an 
insult  to  him  and  his  constituents.    If 
the  officer  had  inquired  from  the  Besi« 
dent  Magistrate,   he  would  have  die- 
corered  who  I  was.    When  I  told  the 
Besident  Magistrate — to  whom   I  had 
done  a  kindness    by  attending  in  my 
capacity  of  a  doctor  to  his  daughter,  who 
was  suffering  from  a  sickness  of  a  fatal 
kind-^how   I    had  been   followed,    he 
seemed  ashamed  of  the    indignity    to 
which  I  had  been  subjected.     My  ex^ 
perience  is  not  singular.    I  took  refuge 
m  the  Priest's  house,  and  when  I  came 
out  I  found  I  was  watched.     We  drove 
to  the  station  and  found  policemen  there 
waiting  for  us.     During  the  whole  of 
my  stay  I  and  my  friends  were  watched 
by  policemen.    Practically,  we  occupied 
about  one-third  of  the  force  of  Abbey- 
feale.     This   misuse  of  public  money, 
this  barren  use  of  the  police,  is  a  dis^ 
grace  to  any  Government  or  any  official 
who    defends    it.     Similar    indignities 
have  been  offered  to  other  Englishmen 
travelling  in  Ireland.    In  England  we 
do  not  allow  our  police  to  be  used  for 
private    purposes    without    a    money 
charge  being  made  for  their  services; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
introduce  that  system  with  regard  to 
the  Irish    Constabulary,  the  landlords 
Would  be  a  little  more   tender  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  and  in  the 
execution   of  their  decrees.     Then  we 
have,  also,  the  charges  of  brutality  of 
the  Police  Force,  in  such  an  instance 
as    that    of  Mr.     O'Brien,    who    was 
actually  injured  the  other  day.      And 
we  had   firequently  before  this  House, 
m  the  shape  of  repeated   questioning, 
Che  telegram  in  which  a  Constabulary 
Officer   said  —  **'Do    not    hesitate    to 
shoot." 

♦M».  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tlemaa  will  excuse  me  for  interrupting. 
That  telegram  has  been  grossly  mis- 
quoted. The  words  '^  if  it  be  necessary  " 
ha^  been  left  out  by  those  who  have 
quoted  it';  and  I  suppose  that  even 
the  hon.  Gieatleman  opposite  will  admit 
that  those  words  are  not  an  unimpor- 
tant pavt  of  the  telegram. 

Sir  W.  FoUvr 


«SiR  W.  F08TEB :  I  admit  that  thes^ 
words,  to  a  certain  extent,  take  the  stang 
out  of  the  telegram. 
Afo.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  Hear,  hear. 

*Sin  W.  FOSTER  :  But  when  a  ma» 
puts  the  words,  "  Do  not  hesitate  t(h 
shoot"  in  front,  it  shows  the  spirit  by 
which  the  man  is  prompted  who  writes- 
the  telegram.     If  he  had  been  actuated 
by  a  different    spirit,   he  would  have 
said  probably,    *'  Only  shoot  in  the  last 
reeort."    I  believe  that  this  expenditme 
on  the  Iriah  Police  is  bad   because  it 
creates    disaffection  among  the   Irish 
people.    A  more  humane  system  ^oald 
be  introduced,  for  every  week  we  have- 
instances  of  the  brutality  of  the  pbHce- 
recorded.     A    brutal    police    means  a 
brutalieed     people.      The    people    of 
Ireland  are  being  reduced  to  a  state  of 
bondage  by  the  presence  of  a  MiUtaiy 
Force  in  their   country,  which  is  as  if 
under  a  military  occupation.    You  arrive 
at   a  station,  and  police  are  there  to 
receive  you    add   to    watch    you   off. 
If  a  few  people    gather  around   you 
in  conversation,  the  police  come  r>etw«eD 
you.     This  military   spirit  is  rampant 
and  dominant  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  people  resent  it«    It  is  a  system 
of  bondage  for  the  Irish  people,  arlile 
of  bondage,   and  of  licenoe    for   bmte- 
force ;  it  is  a  system  which  is  a  disgrace 
to  the  British  Government,  and  I  hope 
that  an  end  will  soon  be  put  to  it. 

Mb.  GILL  (Louth,  8.) :  I  do  not  know 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses  to  reply  to  the  grader   ohargea 
which  have  been  made  against  bis  ad«> 
ministration  of  the  police ;  but  before  fie- 
does  so,  I  wish  to  put  a  few  qnes^ona  to- 
him,  chiefly  in  connection  with  the  inoi* 
dents  attending  the  arrest  of  my  hoa. 
Friend    the    Member    for    North-Sait 
Cork.     On  a  recent  occasion  my  boo. 
Friend  brought  this  matter  before  the 
House,  but  he  had  to  do   so  under  veiy 
unsatisfactory  ciroumstanoes.     He  fnaa^ 
only  allowed  to  make  a  j^rsonal  state- 
ment,  and    moreover,  the    rig^ht   hos. 
GenUeman  the  Chief  Secretary  was,  bf 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  preolnded  fiHMft- 
making  any  reply  to  the   statement*    i 
trust,   therefore,  that  this    evening  ^ 
will  not  treat  this  as  a  question  whiek 
has  been  disposed  of,  more  espeetaUf 
he  has  taken  very  good   oare  that 

evening  my  hon.  Friend  the 

North*£ast  Cork  shall  be   absent  _^ 
the  Hooae.    This  is  the  day  on  wkishii^ 
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.  7  thftt  hs.  s^vM  be  m  Iie- 
in  order  to  take  hia  trial  tor  tbe 
lUeged  offutoe  for  whiolL  it  was  thought 
DWMMiy  to  aneet  him  in  bo  aummary 
lid  riUent  a  fashion  Boni»  weelra  a^, 
ud  tha  day  aaleated  foE  the  trial,  not- 
tritiitudiog  the  protesta  of  my  han. 
&UBd,  vaa  also  the  day  selaoted  by  tbe 
Qareanant  for  oommendng  the  diaeue- 
«m  on  the  Irish  Eatimatea,  and  for 
JiaonaBng  e^woially  the  Tote  on  «h)oh 
thii  partioalar  question  oould  be  raised. 
iOicrelbre,  I  repeat  that  the  right  hon. 
Omtlemaa  baa  provided  for  tbe  absence 
ol  my  hoa.  Friend,  and  he  has  alao  pro- 
Tidad  lor  the  absenoe  of  the  bon.  I^eio- 
bu  for  Lonaford,  who  he  knew  would 
be  engaged  in  tbe  defence  of  the  M^nj- 
ber  tor  Noitb-Eaat  Oork.  I  trust  tbe 
right  h(^  Qeatleman  wiJl  treal  this 
queetion  as  if  my  hon.  Frieoda  were 
ivasent,  and.  that  he  will  give  as  a  dear 
uplanatioD.  of  the  reaaons  why  the  Go- 
nnaisiit  adopted  tbe  oourae  whiigh  iintf 
took  on  that  oooasion.  First,  I  will  aak, 
*bj  was  the  bon.  Member  atreeted  in 
tbt  maaner  in  wtiiob  be  was?  Why 
*wit  neoeeaary  to  arreel  bim  at  all  F 
Wby  did  the  Authorities  not  proceed  in 
the  manner  in  which  they  nave  pro- 
oeaded  in  a  sabeequent  prosecutionT- 
ume^,  by  aummone?  The  day  on 
vbioh  tbe  arrest  took  place  was  a  Sun- 
day, and  a  day  of  ^eat  excitement  and 
oommotion  in  the  CSty  of  Oork. 

Ta>  CHAIBMAN  :  Order,  order!  It 
dees  not  appear  that  the  question  which 
the  boil.  Uember  ia  diacuaaiag  is  pei;ti- 
sani  to  this  Vote. 

Ita.  OILL :  I  am  desirous  of  disouss- 
iog  the  action  of  the  police  on  that 
partioalar  oooasioii. 

Tbz  GHAIBMAN:  Order,  orderi 
Tile  oondmst  of  the  police  is  qoita  pnd- 


mon  for  the  arrest  of  my  boo.  Friend  ? 
The  first  thing  which  occurred  on  this 
oooasion  was  a  baton  obarge  by  the 
police  at  Bandon  Bailway  Station.  Tbe 
explanatiou  for  that  obarge  offered  by 
tbe  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  when 
this  question  was  raised  upon  a  recent 
OOoaaioD  in  the  House,  was  that  a  rescue 
bad  been  attempted  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Uember  for  North  Monaghan ; 
that  there  was  a  crowd  of  pereoas  on 
the  platform  which  intended  to  attempt 
a  rescue,  and  that  it  was  to  prevent 
that  that  the  baton  charge  took  place. 
Now,  that  statement  I  brand  as,  a  mon- 
strous fabrication,  and  whoever  pat  it 
into  the  mouth  of  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman  or  of  tbe  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  gave  them  an  utterly  unfounded 
and  utterly  infamous  fabrication.  There 
would  have  been  no  auob  thing  as  an 
attempt  to  reaoue;  there  waa  no  such 
intention  in  the  mind  of  anybody  pre- 
sent, for  nobody  had  tbe  slightest  notion 
that  the  bon.  Uember  was  about  to  be 
arrested.  A  number  of  hie  friends, 
ineluding  some  colleagues  of  the  boa. 
Uember  for  North  Uona^han,  went  to 
meet  Mr.  William  O'Brien  oa  bis 
return  from  a  meeting  in  another  part  of 
Oork  ia  order  to  aooompany  bim  to 
aqother  railway  station  from  which  he 
was  about  to  take  hta  departure  for 
London.  There  were  aereral  ladies 
among  those  present,  and  this  is  the 
OTowd  which  it  ia  suggested  would  have 
attempted  a  rescue.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
it  was  only  when  he  stepped  out  of  the 
oarriagif  and  a  policeman  laid  his  hand 
op  the  hon.  Atember's  shoulder  and 
annooneed  that  he  waa  a  prisoner,  that 
anybody  dreamt  that  an  arrest  was  go- 
ing to  teke  place.  At  that  very  moment, 
without  a  moment's  warning,  and  with- 
out the  slightest  provocation,  the  polico 
rushed  violently,  baton  in  band  and 
nu^ets  clubbed,  on  the  crowd  of  in- 
ofTenpive  people  on  the  platform,  and 
tbey  failed  to  tbe  ground  my  hon. 
Frien4  th^ember  for  North  MoRBghan, 
K^o  ip  still  suffering  from  the  effects  of 
the  blow.  They  struck  several  people 
in  the  crowd,  and  they  committed  one  of 
tbe  moptwvitoD  and  barbaroos  assaults 
th^  has  ever  been  recorded  in  the 
annaUof  tTxanny  all  tbe  world  through. 
Nt>w  X  viuk  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlaman  wby^  ha  chose  suih  an  oooauon 
^i;  t>(i  arrest  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  aoA, 
HWWdly'  vl»i  WW  4a  e*iWt  Q<  thi» 
XS 
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baton  charge.  How  can  he  explain  the 
fact  that  thisr  violent  criminal,  whom  it 
was  necessary  to  arrest  amidst  scenes  of 
Tiolence,  bloodshed^and  disturbance  has 
since  that  moment  been  walking  about 
at  large  doing  as  he  pleases.  I  think 
the  circumstances  I  have  narrated  show 
the  utter  hoUowness  of  the  pretence 
which  was  put  forward  that  a  rescue  was 
projected.  Now  I  come  to  another 
grave  matter  in  connection  with  this 
question,  and  that  is  the  firing 
by  Inspector  Oonoannon  and  his 
men  on  the  people  assembled  at 
the  Oharlevi  le  Kaiiway  Station.  The 
right  hon.  Q«ntleman  ha-  explained 
that  this  crowd  also  had  an  intention  of 
rescuing  my  hon.  Friend,  and  that  they 
were  proceeding  in  a  most  violent  man- 
ner to  do  so ;  that  they  were  firing  shots 
at  the  police  in  their  attempted  rescue, 
and  that  the  police  were  therefore  put 
under  the  necessity  of  firing  back  again 
in  self-defence.  Now,  Sir,  there  is  one 
very  plain  answer  to  that  suggestion. 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  arrested  a^ut  10 
o'clock  at  night.  The  telegraph  office 
at  Oharleville  had  been  closed  ever  since 
10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  there  was 
no  possibility  in  the  world  of  the  news 
reaching  Gharleville  before  the  arrival 
of  the  train  in  which  Mr.  O'Brien  was 
beine  conveyed.  What  really  occurred 
on  that  platform  was  this :  A  little 
group  of  band  boys  had  assembled  to 
meet  the  deputation  which  had  gone 
from  Oharleville  to  attend  the  Oork 
meeting,  and  they  intended  to  escort 
that  deputation  on  its  return  home. 
When  the  train  arrived,  this  band  struck 
up  a  tune,  which  they  were  allowed  to 
play  right  through.  Then  they  com- 
menced a  second  tune,  and  marched 
along  the  platform  in  the  direction  of 
the  carriages,  from  which  they  expected 
to  see  the  deputation  alight.  When 
they  had  gone  half  the  way  along  the 
platform,  they  received  the  first  intima- 
tion that  Mr.  O'Brien  was  in  the  train 
under  arrest,  and  they  at  once  gave  a 
cheer  for  the  hon.  Member,  and  rushed 
to  the  carriage  door  asking  leave  to 
shake  hands  with  him.  Inspector  Oon- 
oannon, who  was  in  charge  of  the  police, 
thereupon  became  exceedingly  excited. 
He  drew  his  sword  and  declared  that 
these  men  were  about  to  rescue  Mr. 
William  O'Brien.  An  attempt  was 
made  to  open  the  door,  as  the  blinds  to 
tiie  carriage  windows  were  all  dosely 

Mr.  QiU  -  -- 


drawn,  but  the  police  thrust  cat  their 
rifles  and  drove  the  crowd  back.    Sod.9> 
one  thereupon  broke  a  window  with  hit 
stock,  and  Ooncannon  and  two  polioe- 
men  drew  their  revolvers.    At  the  same 
time,  one  of  the  porters  employed  at  the 
station  went  to  the  carriage  to  coBeot 
tickets.     He  pulled  open  the  door  and 
asked  for  the  tickets  of  the  police,  but 
they    shouted   out    that  they  had  no 
tickets.     He  told  them  that  they  matt 
g^t  some,  and  they  at  onoe  hurled  him 
from  the  carriage  and  slammed  the  door 
in    his  face.      The   crowd    therea^ 
groaned,     and    ^e     polioemeo,     just 
as   the    train    was    moving    ofi^  fired 
three     shots     from     their    revolvers. 
I  want  an  explanation  of  that  conduct. 
Will  the  right  hon.  G^entlemau  give  the 
House  any  means  of  inquiring  into  the 
responsibility     for    what     might    have 
proved  a  bloody  and  atrociooB  murder? 
I   brand  the  conduct  of  the  police  on 
that  occasion  as  deserving  in  the  utmoil 
degree    of    the    condemnation    of  the 
Executive.      The  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-East  Oork 
is  before  the  House.     He  has  desorthed 
what  occurred  between  himself  and  the 
police  after  the  train  had  left  the  station. 
He  has  told  the  House  how  the  Inspec- 
tor admitted  that  only  three  shots  were 
fired.       He     has    shown     how,     upon 
examination,    he  found   that    all  Ihiee 
shots  were  fired  by  the  police,  and  with 
such  unimpeachable  evidence  before  him, 
surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
conducted  the  business  of  his  offioe  as  it 
should    be  conducted,  would  agree  to 
make  a  thorough  inquiry  into  tune  pro- 
ceeding, and  to  hold  a  public  inquiry  on 
oath,  and  thereby  satisfy  the  public  that 
the  truth  would  be  elicited.       These  are 
the  heads  of  the  very  grave  matters  1 
charge  against  the  police  this  evening- 
I  shall  reserve  my  comments  on  the  n|^ 
hon.  Gentleman's  reply  until  we  have  got 
his  explanation.     For  the  present  I  did 
not  deal  at  any  greater  leii^h  with  the 
administration  of  the  Police  Foroe  io 
Ireland,  my  desire  being  to  concentiate 
the  attention  of  the  right    hon.  Oentie- 
man  upon  these  particular  matters. 
Mb.  O'HBA  (Donegal,   W.) :  I 
to  press  upon  the  right  bon.  QmnAmoMB 
a  few  further  considerations  appsftMn^ 
ing  to  the  same  occasion.     I  was  witasw 
of  most  of  the  events  that  oooortei  ^ 
Oork  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  day»  hn 
I  was  not  present  at  the  railway  statioaj 
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ilthoogh  I  haye  taken  the  trouble  to 
latisfy  myself  as  to  what  occurred  on 
that  occasion.  Biy  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
bar  for  North  l^naghao,  knowing  that 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  coming  from  a  distant 
part  of  the  country,  left  his  hotel  ac- 
oompanied    by   two  young  ladies,  the 
daughters  of  the  proprietor,  to  meet  his 
friend.    I  have  since  obtained  a  graphic 
tocoontof  the  occurrence  at  the  station. 
The  party  left  the  hotel  about  half  an 
hour  before  the  train  was  due  to  arrive 
at  the  station,  and  at  the  time  of  their 
anival  there,  they  found  very  few  people 
peeeot,  although  a  large  crowd  of  police 
had  mustered.      They  ascertained  from 
one  of  the  porters  at  what  portion  of  the 
platform    the    carriage    in    which  Mr. 
O^Bhen  was  travelling  would  be  likely 
to  draw  up,  and  while  the  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  was  talking  to  a  Tip- 
penury  gentleman,  a  policeman,  known 
to  these   young    ladies,   recommended 
them    to     go     down    to    the    lower 
end  of  the  platform,  because  he   said 
they  would  be  quite  safe  there.     Why 
did  he  give  that  advice  to  the  young 
ladies  ?    The  manifest  answer  is — that 
the  polioeman  knew  that  somethins;  was 
going  to  happen,  and  that  probably  a 
baton  charge  would  take  place  as  soon 
as  the  train  arrived.     1  do  not  propose 
to  go  into  all  the  details  of  the  bludgeon- 
ing which  followed.     I  may  merely  re- 
mark that  one  of  the  persons  who  was 
ao  injured  as  to  have  to  be  conveyed  to 
the  hospital  was  one  of  the  sergeants  of 
the  Mayor  of  Oork,  who  had  simply  gone 
down  to  hear  the  cheer  given  for  Mr. 
O'Brien.     He  was  in  uniform,  and  one 
would  have   thought  that  his  uniform 
would  have  protected  him  from  assault ; 
bat,  as  a    fact,  he    was    so  seriously 
injured  that  a  fortnight  afterwards  he 
had  not  recovered  from  the  beating  he 
than  received.     But  I  repeat  that  I  will 
not  go  into  the  details  of  so  brutal  and 
diagasting    an    occurrence.      Comment 
W  been    made  on    the  extraordinary 
oethods  employed  for  the  arrest  of  Mr. 

O^Brien - 

Ths  OHAFRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 
Mb.  O'HEA.  :  Upon  the  arrest  of  the 
ken.  Member  for  IJ'orth-East  Oork,  and 
I  fSipectfally  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Bottae  to  facta  which  sufficiently  indicate 
tha  estraordinarj  circumstances  under 
vhUi  my  hon.  Priend  was  arrested.  It 
hippenod  that  the  following  evening  I 
vaa  dnidiig  on  my  way  home,  when  I 


called  upon  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Oork.  That  gentleman  told 
me  that  during  the  whole  of  the  day  thQ 
front  of  his  office  had  been  patrolled  by 
policemen  in  uniform,  and  that  the  place 
had  also  been  shadowed  by  constables 
in  plain  clothes,  and  he  gave  me  certain 
instructions  to  carry  out  in  the  event  of 
his  arrest.  While  I  was  in  his  office  a 
District  Inspector,  accompanied  by  the 
SeadOonstable  and  two  other  constables, 
entered  and  arrested  him.  I  suggested 
to  my  hon.  Friend  that  he  should  ask  to 
see  the  warrant;  and  when  it  was  shown 
to  him,  we  found  that  his  name  was 
actually  bracketed  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  East  Oork,  and  that 
he  was  charged  in  respect  of  the  same 
offence  as  had  led  to  the  charge  against 
the  Member  for  North-East  Oork. 
Why,  I  ask,  were  not  both  hon.  Mem- 
bers arrested  on  that  Sunday?  Why 
did  the  police  distinguish  between  the 
two  ?  They  knew  tli^t  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  -  East  Oork, 
was  one  of  the  best -beloved  of 
the  Irish  representatives  ;  that  he 
was  sure  of  an  enthusiastic  reception 
wherever  he  went,  and  yet  the  police 
took  the  opportunity  of  a  day  of  great 
excitement  to  arrest  him.  I  will  give 
another  illustration  to  show  the  temper 
of  the  police  on  this  occasion.  While  a 
man  who  had  spent  the  day  in  the 
country  and  had  not  been  to  any  meet- 
ings was  walking  through  one  of  the 
streets  in  Oork,  he  was  pushed  up  against 
by  a  constable.  He  remonstrated  with 
the  man,  and  told  him  that  if  he  repeated 
his  conduct  he  would  make  it  the  worsQ 
for  him.  He  was  at  once  placed  under 
arrest,  marched  to  the  Bridewell,  and 
charged  with  being  drunk  and  dis- 
orderly, and  the  next  morning  it  was 
proved  in  Oourt  that  he  had  for  three 
years  been  a  member  of  a  Total  Absti- 
nence Association  called  '*  The  League 
of  the  Oross,"  and  consequently  was  cer- 
tainly not  under  the  influence  of  drink. 
Thus  we  see  what  was  the  temper  of  the 
police  at  the  time  they  arrested  one  hon. 
Member  in  the  presence  of  another  hon. 
Member »  for  whom  they  held  a  warrant 
for  the  joint  offence,  and  which  they 
held  over  till  the  following  day.  The 
Oommittee  will  await  with  some  interest 
and  curiosity  the  answer  given  to  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Flynn),  and  also  to 
the  considerations  by  which  I  have  en- 
deavoured to  supplement  hb  remarket 
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"h/tu.  :6LAKB  (Armagh) :  I  tbink  it  is 
not  an  unreasonable  proposition  that 
the  Constabulary  Force  of  a  country 
should  have  some  relation  to  the  num- 
ber of  people  in  the  country.  The  Irish 
Constabulary  Returns,  howeyer,  show 
that  whilst  the  population  of  Ireland 
has  decreased  within  the  last  50  years, 
the  Constabulary  Force  has  increased 
both  in  number  and  expense.  I  find 
from  Returns  presented  to  the  House, 
that  in  1 840  there  were  in  Ireland 
6.175,000  people.  This  year  the  popu- 
lation is  onlya  little  more  than  4,000^000. 
One  would  expect  that  the  force  which 
in  1840  kept  law  and  order  very  fairly 

foing  would  be  sufficient  for  the  Chief 
ecretary  now ;  but  it  appears  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  cannot  work  with  the 
same  tools  that  equally  disting^shed 
men  were  fairly  successful  with  in  1 840. 
I  find  that  in  1840  the  nay  of  the 
Inspector  General  of  Constabulary  was 
£1,300.  Nothing  appears  to  have  been 
paid  him  for  allowances,  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  the  like.  Now,  however, 
the  salary  of  the  Inspector  General  is 
£1,500,  and  allowances  bring  up 
his  total  receipts  to  over  £2,000.  The 
County  Inspectors  of  1840  were 
thought  to  be  well  paid  at  £298. 
They  received  nothing  for  allowances  or 
travelliDg  expenses.  Nowadays  the 
County  Inspectors  receive  £450,  plus  a 
large  amount  for  allowances  and  travel- 
ling expenses.  The  first-class  District 
Inspectors  in  1 840  were  paid  £  1 50  and 
no  allowances ;  now  they  get  £300, 
together  with  allowances  and  travelling 
expenses.  When  we  find  that  the 
travelling  expenses  alone  for  last  year 
amounted  to  £38, 56 1 ,  and  that  in  the 
present  year  they  are  estimated  to  be 
£41,861,  the  item  is  worthy  of  some 
consideration.  I  find  that  in  1840  the 
second-class  District  Inspectors  thought 
themselves  very  well  paid  at  £  1 20  ;  but 
the  plhesent  second-class  District  Inspec- 
tors are  not  satisfied  with  less  than 
£250,  besides  travelling  allowances, 
extra  pay,  allowances  for  barrack  accom- 
Inodation,  or,  in  lieu  thereof,  lodging 
tnon^y.  The  lowest  class  of  District 
Inspectors  were  paid  £100  in  1840,  and 
th^e  Was  no  dearth  of  candidates  for 
the'pdst,  but  now  similar  officers  are 
pkid  £1^5.  The  average  wages  of  the 
heads  of  families  in  Ireland  is  about 
lis.  or  Us.  6d.  per  week,  but  the  Irish 
oofti^t&btds,  who  are  taken  from  the  Very 
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huml'Ket 'f^iUte,'Vecd^  in  16^  Hi 
a  year,  but  now  they  get  £62  Ss.  \ 
sbldier  only  receives  £13  48.,  atid  oat  of 
that  he  has  a  large  amount  to  pay  tor 
different    expenses.     Ac£!ng  s^rgjeanti 
got  £27  148.   in  1840,  bdt  a  gensroxu 
British  pubb'c  now  pays  them  £72  168. 
Sergeants  received  £32  7s.  in  1840/but 
the     pay    has     been     increased    to 
£80    12s.    6d.      Head    Constables  in 
barracks  rec<6ived  £60  a  year  in  1S40, 
but  now  they  get  £104.    Burgeons  re- 
ceived  £300    in    1840,  but  now  they 
receive  £400  and  about  i^lOO  for  ftllow- 
ances    and    travelling    expanses.    The 
members  of  the  Clerks'  Department  o! 
the  Constabulary,  Lower  Castle  Tard, 
in  1840  thought  they  were  abunddntl^ 
paid  by    £1,000.    Then   there   was  a 
population  of  8,175,000  ;  but  now,  with 
only  half  the  population,  the  Ol^rki? 
JDepartment  costs  more  than  four  titDsi 
as  much— namely,  £4,845.     In  I84\)the 
Paymaster  of  the  Constabulary  received 
£200,   but  now  he  is  paid  £557,  ^los 
allowances  and    extra    pay,  and,  ill 
mistake  not,  a  clerk  all  to   himself  or 
£48  in  lieu  thereof.    The  whole  ettrt 
pay  of  the  Constabulary  in   1840  was 
represented  by  0,  but  now  it  amounts  to 
£34,804.    The  travelling  aliow«nces  in 
1 840  were  also  represented  by  0,  bat  I 
can    well  understand   that  now,  iHth 
marching   columns    at    the    beck   ind 
call  of  every  rack- renter  in  the  country, 
the  travelling  expenses  should  amomt 
to  £38,361.    Many  gross  abusee  ai^  dis- 
closed in  the  discussions  on    tbte  SM- 
mates;     but  I  defy  anyone    to    show 
anything   so    corrupt   as   the  expendi- 
ture  of  the  money  under    this  Vdte. 
Now,  as  to  the  character  of  the  crimes 
committed  in  Ireland,  I  remenibeT  ihft^ 
one  read  out  by  the  Chief    Sdcrc^taiy 
with  great  unction  ^t^an  that  of  a  inan 

futting  out  his  tc^gue  to  a  poYi<5emao. 
An  hon.  IfaiiBSB:   In  a    thrBatanikig 

I  manner.]      Just    so.      Atid    tbcm   fhs 
right  hon.  Oentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  there  were   a    lai^e     number  of 
threatening  letters.    We  have  o^rerud 
over  aCgain  stated  that  the  conataA/Uaiy 
wrote  threatening  letters,  eotnt^t'iaSas  by 
their  own  hand  and  at  other  tteea  by 
deputy.  £  1 8, 800  is  set  dow^  foi^  ^pMOtHf!^ 
1  defy  any  Minister  to  justify  the  ch^v^ 
It  is  physically  imposslMe  f6i!'tlto  pobce 
in    tneir     ordinary     work     to    expeoA 
£t8,800    in    penny    stamps.       I    have 

I  6e^n  some  of  these  threatening  leltei%' 
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I  know  tliat  vhen  an  officii  of  oon- 
etabulary  in  a  partionlar  distriot  waiits 
to  be  (promoted  and  there  is  not  sufficient 
•orime  in  his  diatriot,  he  gets  threatening 
letters  sent.    The  place  is  proclaim^, 
new   barracks   are    erected,    and    the 
offioer  receives  promotion.     Only  the 
otber  day  I   received    a    letter    frpm 
Ooimty  .Axmagh  in  which  it  is  clearly 
shown  how  the  police  get  up  outrages. 
It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  that  a  Sub- 
loBpeetor  named   Bigley,  stationed  at 
Lnrgan,  thought    he    ought    to  be  a 
County  Inspe^r.     He  is  a  man  that 
has  got  on  step  by  step  from  the  position 
•of  an  ordinary  constable  to  that  of  a 
seoond-class   Inspector.     In    the    con- 
stitoency  I  represent  this  man  paid  for 
the  getting  up  of  a  constituency,  and 
when  he  got  it  up  he  hired  one  of  his 
agents  to  swear  away  the  liberties  of  the 
rest^  of  the  men.     He  secured  the  con- 
▼iction  of  some  13  or  14  men,  and  he 
reoeiyed  promotion  in  the  force.     The 
Other  day  this  same  man  sect  out  a  body 
cfoonstabulary  armed  with  riflefl|eyidently 
with  no  other  object  but  that  of  firing  on 
three  men  who  were  fishing  in  Xough 
NeaglL    The  men  were  James  Bobinson, 
JohnBobinson,  and  John  Oameron .  They 
hold  the  Bevenue  licence;  they   were 
pursuing   their  calling  of   fishermen ; 
but     Sub-Iospector    ISigley     ordered 
three  volleys  to  be  fired  at  them.    Two 
bullets  went  through  the  boat,  and  one 
•track  a  small  iron  vessel  in  which  a 
fire  is  kept  and  smashed  it  to  atoms. 
The  fishermen    swore    an  information 
Against  the  police,  but  only  one  of  the 
^oastabieSy  a   man   named  Myers,   w^ 
ttrested.    Nothing    will   come    of  the 
esse,    because    all   the    forces  of    the 
Crown  are  always  brought  to  bear  to 
protect  policemen.     If   the  fishermen 
had  xetumed   the  fire,  which  I  think 
^ey  would    have  been  fairly  justified 
in  doing,  we  should  have  had  the  Chief 
BtenUkry  assarting  that  a  gross  outrage 
on  the  police  was  committed.    The  Iri^h 
Coo^^ulary  are ,  above  the  law.     The 
iAw  is  nothijiLg^  to  them  except,  they  can 
VM  it     When  it  does  not  serve  their 
pBifOse,  when  it  is  inconvenient  to  them, 
wflf  sUng  it  on  one  side.    In  the  die- 
tnet  of  Don<^al,  that  I  know  somethii^ 
^  ^  constabulary  have  endeavoured 
^  0teiy  meana  in  their  power  to, get 
ip  cotragea,  and  to  provoke  the  people 
^bynachoo  of  the  peace.    Oounty  fn^ 
make  ,Betiums  as, to  the  ne- 


jeessity  of  having  large  .ioitcep  in  ,|i#^ 
ticular  districts,    and  wh^n   laadlords 
turn   out   their    temants    in  ithqusaj^^ 
tjiQy  must  necessarily  have  a  la]|ge,9Q^- 
stabulary  force  in  the  district  b^.^^ 
of  protection.     Oaptain  Hill,  the.^oui^ 
of  one  of  the  Oonservative  Whips,  g^ia 
more    by    reason    of  the    police    and 
military  being  quartered  in  bis  district 
than  the  whole  of  his  rents  are  worth. 
His  tenants    may   adopt  the  Ptan   of 
Campaign ;  but  the  officers  who  arotsent 
to  the  Gweedore  Hotel  are  better  te^nants 
of  Captain  Hill  than  his  ordinai^iafifri- 
cultural  tenants.    Now,  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible for  any  Minister  to  defend  this 
Constabulary  expenditure,    which    has 
risen     from      £419,442     in     1840     to 
£1,139,288.    And  the  latter  sum  does 
not  include  the  cost  of  Dublin  Metro- 
politan Police.    The  Irish  Constabulary 
are  not  a  civil,  but  a  military  force,  and 
yet  they  are  kept  up  in  defiance  of  the 
Military   Act.     The  other    night,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dublin  said  he  was  thankful  that  ,we 
had  not  a  police  system  the  same  as  in 
France.    But  I  know  that  the  conduct 
of  the  French  Police  is  far  different  to 
that  of  the    Irish  Police.     The   Irifi^ 
Constabulary  are  a  far  more  formidable 
force  than  the  French  Force,  and  I  ^ear 
that  a  similar  state  of  things  to  tl^at 
in  Ireland  will  soon  be  setup  inElx^igland. 
y!he  action  of  the  police  in  dispersing  our 
.meetings   is  hardly  known  in  I^^AQ^, 
and  I  think  that,  taking  all  these  tbJQgs 
together,  it  would  be  well  for^tfio  House 
to  consider  at  least  some  of  the  mattei^ 
I  have  put  before  it,  dating  from  18^0 
to  the  present  year,  not  one  of  whfQJi 
I  can  be  contradicted  by  anyone  in  ,or  gut 
of  this  House.     If  that  consideration  is 
only  given  them,  I  think  it  will.be^sQ^n 
that  a  case  has  been  made  out,whic)i 
urgently  demands  an  immediate^ remedy. 
Mb.    H.    COSSHAM    (Bristol.  E.): 
The  first  thing  that  strikes  me. in, re- 
gard to  this  question  is  that  the  ^o,n;^ 
policy  of  this  country,  as  w^ll   .as    i^lis 
foreign  policy,  has  theeffect  of  doubling 
our    expenditure.      It  is  said  that, we 
mHst  have  a  la^rge  expenditjore  on  the 
police  because  it  is  necessary  to^^- 
tain  a  large  force,  but  we  should  not 
forget  .that  the  police  force  repres.ei)ts 
in  i^aelf  the  enormous  ^aujipunt  of  f;;axa- 
tion  we  have  to  endure,  the  cost  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  and  military  amount- 
ing to  1^5s.  fid.  per  head  per  annum  to 
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•very  man,  woman,  and  child  in  that' 
country.    We  might,  however,  govern 
Ireland  for  a  much  less  sum  if  we  go- 
yemed   it    on    the    principle    of    self- 
goTemment    which  we   adopt    in  this 
country.     I    think     my    hon.    Friends 
have  made  out  a  very  strong  case,  and 
I  cannot  but  feel  that  while  the  suffer- 
ing is   theirs  the  degradation  is  ours. 
Indeed,  I  have  felt  a  deep  sense  of  de- 
gradation as  I  have  heard  the  tales  of 
sorrow  and  wroog  that  have  been  put 
before  us,  but  I  venture  to  hope  that 
my  Irish  friends  will  recollect  that  there 
are  many  of  us  here  who  are  not  respon- 
sible for  the  state  of  things  they  have 
depicted — a  state  of  things  which   we 
will  alter  as  much  as  we  can  at  the  next 
General  Election,  whenever  that  may 
happen.     This  Debate  has  brought  out 
very  clearly  the  fact  that  the  only  two 
places  in  which  the  police  come  into  col- 
lision with  the  people  are  those  places 
in  which  the  people  are  directly  under 
the  management   of   the   Executive — 
namely,  Ireland  and  London.    In  other 
places  where  they  only   deal    directly 
with  crime  the  police  are    the  friends 
of     the     people,     and     it     is     only 
where    they    have  to   deal   with    the 
liberties  of  the  people  that  this  relation- 
ship is  changed.     I  was  much  struck 
by  the  remarkable  figures  put  before 
theOommittee  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  introduced  the  discussion,  as  they 
showed  that  in  19  years,  although  the 
population  of  Ireland  has  very  consider- 
ably decreased,  the  cost  of  the  Police 
Force  has  increased  by  £571,572.     This 
shows  that  where  we  have  a  statutory 
policy  founded  on  justice,  we  can  do  with 
a  small  Police  Force,  but  that  where  we 
have  a  policy  like  that  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  trying  in  vain  to  carry  out, 
it  proves,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
well  knows,  an  utter  failure,   as    any 
policy  must  be  which  does  not  tend  to 
cement  the  people  to  us  in  amicable  rela- 
tionship.    If  the  object  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  to  bring  the  people 
into  collision  with  the  forces  of  the  Grown 
then  he  has  been  successful ;  but  that  is 
not  the  object  he  has  to  promote,  and 
consequently   his   policy   has    been    a 
failure.     I  think  the  questions  asked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Wolverhampton    (Mr.  H.  Fowler) 
were  very  remarfable  questions,  and  it 
may  be  said  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohief  Secretary  never  answered 


one  of  them.     In  fact,  the  flippant  aod 
slipshod  way  in  which  the  Ohief  Seore- 
tary  addressed  the  Committee  showed 
that  he  wished  to  go  round  the  Gape  of 
GtK>d  Hope  rather  than  deal  with  the 
matter  at   hand.      I    have,    however, 
often  noticed    the   facility  with  which 
the    right    hon.  Gentleman   evades  a 
straightforward     question.      He    was 
asked    under    what  item   we  were  to 
look  for  the  charge  for  the  battering 
ram,  and  we  could  g^t  no  direct  answer. 
We  have  heard  a  good  deal  about  the 
increased  cost  of  the  police ;  but,  at  anj 
rate,  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  cannot 
say  the  crime  of  the  country  is  inoreaang, 
because  the  facts  prore  that  that  is  not 
the  case.  Why,  then,  should  we  have  to 
deal  with  the  increased  cost  of  that  force 
at  a  time  when  crime  is  diminishing? 
For  it  is  not  on  the  Irish  ratepayers  alone 
that  the  cost  falls,  it  is  also  made  to  fall 
on  the  taxpayers  of  this  country.    Ky 
constituents  have  to  pay  their  proportion, 
and    as    their    Representative    I  saj 
they    pay    it   un?nllingly,     and    that 
we  have   no    right  to    saddle  on  the 
hard-worked    people    of    this  ooontry 
the  cost  of  keeping  up  a  force  the  main 
object  of  which  seems  to  be  to  enforce  the 
payment  of  impossible  rents.    This  is  a 
policy  that  cannot  long  be  maintained. 
Last  autumn  I  had  the  misfortune  to  be 
in  Ireland  and  while  there  I  witnessed 
some  sad  scenes.     I  was  present  at  one 
case  of  eviction  where  the  tenant  bad 
been  bedridden  for  two  years.    There 
were  seven  policemen  round  the  hut,  and 
80  or  40  emergency  men,  there  being 
altogether  about  100  policeman  in  the 
vicinity,  and  all  this  to  get  rid  of  a  bed-' 
ridden  tenant.    At  last,  idPter  a  deal  d 
persuasion  on  the  part  of  the  priest  and 
myself,  we  were  able  to  get  the  tenant  to 
pay  the  rent,  which  was  only  £11.   I 
saw,  on  the  same  day,  the  evietitm  « 
the    unfortunate  man  James  Doo,  <■ 
whom  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  hM 
said,  the  man  was  not  killed  by  tbt 
eviction  but  by  the  exposure.     He  wif 
over  80  years  of  age,  and  had  lived  cm 
the  farm  for  60  years,  and  within  tluM 
hours  of  his  eviction  he   was  a  dsai 
man.    I  do  not  hesitate  to  say— homiA 
as  I  loathe  the  idea  of  murder  in  th* 
form  in  which  it  sometimes  takes  pla** 
— that  in  Ireland,    wh^re  one  man  if 
killed  by  crime,  ten  men   are  killed  If 
that  pohcy  of  brute  f oroe,  of  wliiA  ti* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ^■^--'  o*-^- 
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tu7 lithe  distjaguished  ropimentativ*, 
'Rib  QoTamnw&t   ara   avwe  that  this 
prfifly  of  brute  force  has  never  yet  buo- 
nsded,  much  aa  it  has  been  tried,  and  it 
mru  will  enooeed.     The  polioy  I   be< 
Ikra  in  is  that  of  remoTini;  the  ^ev- 
uMt  of  the  people,  and  when  we  oome 
to  di^laj  an  honeat  desire  to  meet  the 
jut  dnnands  of  the  Iriah  people,  and  to 
tmt  (hem  as  brethren  and  neiKfabourH, 
we  ihall  gave  the  cost  of  more  tfiou  two- 
thiidaofthe  Police  Force  we  nov  main- 
tun  in  Ireland.    I  believe  ve  shall,  ba- 
ton ver7  long,  be  able  to  put  an  end  to 
ths  pTwent  state  of  things.    I  want  to 
•M  a  real  union,  not  a  union  in  which 
tbe  policeman  walks  with  his  hand  on  the 
man  he  has  arreated.     I  want  also  to  see 
tbe  time  when  the  Aepresontatives  of 
Uifl  Irish  people  will  no  longer  be  sub- 
jwtad  to  Uie  outrages  they  now  have  to 
«Bount«v.     We,  on  these  Benches,  are 
uiiamed  of  such  treatment,  and  want  to 
vipe  our  hands  of  the  disgrace  of  it.     I 
petsat  gainst  it  io    the  name  of  the 
^glish  Liberals,  and  I  ask  my  Irish 
f'wnds    to   excase    mj   interventiDn  in 
tiuM;  but  I  want  them  to  know  that  we 
■TBipathise   with  them  in  the  state  of 
tMnga  &oir  ^ing  on  in  their  oountr^r, 
ud  are  denrons  of  helping  them  to 
wniedy  it     The  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman   ia,   in  fact,   such  that  the 
Bonnttj  ia  only  awaiting  the  opportanity 
of  getting  rid  bjth  of  him  and  it. 

fia-ABTHUK  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan. 8.]:  I  dseire  to  draw  attention  to 
<na  of  the  inoidants  connected  with  the 
^■•tliarge  of  the  ouigisterial  duty  in  Ire- 
l*Dd  which  baa  come  under  my  own 
observation— I  allude  to  the  trial  of  the 
"OD.  Uember  for  Glare  (Ur.  Oox),  and 
Uiejhon.  Member  for  Lonth  (Ur.  T.  P. 


commit  each  criminal  oonspiracy.  On 
the  3rd  Jnne  Drogheda  was  proclaimed 
nnder  the  Orimes  Act,  and  on  the  lUh 
June  a  meeting  was  suddenly  summoned 
and  held.  The  two  defeodante  attended 
and  made  speeohsa,  whioh  were  fully 
reported  in  the  hyeenuuC*  Journal  and 
the  Irith  Timti.  The  suddenness  of 
the  meeting  apparently  prevented  tbe 
Uagistrates  from  obtaining  the  ssrvinea 
of  a  Bhortband  writer  ;  but  at  the  trial 
a  constable  was  examined  as  a  witness 
for  the  Grown,  who  swore  he  hod  taken 
a  longhand  note  of  the  speeches,  and  he 
proceeded  to  read  porta  of  them  which 
appeared  to  be  fully  reported,  and  were 
evidently  copied  irom  the  newspapers, 
as  when  tested  in  oross-examiaatioa  tbe 
witaees  was  unable  to  take  down  a 
single  sentence  that  was  read  to  him, 
and  it  was  evident  from  both  his  evi- 
dence and  demeanour  that  be  was 
stating  what  was  absolute  falsehood. 
That  was  the  conviction  forced  upon  my- 
mind,  and  I  think  I  may  say  that  my 
friends  who  were  with  me  were  equally 
impressed  with  the  fact  that  what  he 
stated  was  absolutely  and  phyeiaaUy 
impossible.  I  have  asked  the  respon- 
sible Eseoutive  in  Ireland  to  furaish 
the  House  with  the  depositions  taken 
down,  and  which  would  have  shown  how 
the  man  gave  his  evidence,  but  I  was 
told  that  it  was  not  usual  to  do  that. 
Surely,  then,  it  is  usual  in  criminal 
oases  to  have  an  inquiry  when  suspicion 
attaches  to  the  evidence.  I  asked  the 
Ohtef  Secretary  if  such  an  inquiry  hod 
been  held;  I  ask  him  again  whether 
the  oircumstaacee  under  which  this 
man  gave  his  evidence  have  been 
investigated,  and  why  the  presiding 
Uagistrate  took  a  day  to  oome  to  the 
oonclusion  that  the  evidence  was  nn- 
reliable.  I  have  had  some  little  experi- 
ence— from  observations  and  otherwise' 
— of  almoat  every  kind  of  court  in 
England  and  Wales — from  tbe  oourt  of 
ordinary  summary  jurisdiction  of  the. 
unpaid  Police  Uagistrate — and  I  an- 
hesitatingly  say  that  if  that  evidence 
had  been  tendered  on  a  charge  (A 
ordinary  assault  before  a  Petty  Sessional 
Oourt  in  England,  the  Magistrate  would 
have  immediately  dismissed  the  charge. ' 
I  Bay  unhesitatingly,  and  under  a  sense' 
of  responsibility,  that  it  the  Grown- 
Oouaseliu  any  Oumt  (if  Quarter  Sessions 
or  any  Assise  Gourt  in  this  kingdom  had 
pnt  evidence  of  that  kind  in  a  criminal ' 
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-charge  before  the  jnry,  the  Judge  would 
tiave  immediately  invited  him  in  a  sig- 
nificant manner  to  withdraw  from  the 
prosecution.  But  on  this  evidence  we 
were  sent  back  to  Dublin.    The  Oourt 

•  adjourned.  We  came  back  from  Dublin, 
and    absolutely    the    Counsel    for    the 

^  drown  was,  I  will  not  say  allowed,  but 
invited  to  address  the  Court  after  Mr. 
Bodkin  had  put  forward  proofs  oonvin- 

•  cing  to  every  one's  mind  of  the  absolute 
injustice  of  continuing  the  case.  The 
case  dragged  on  almost  to  the  end  of 
the  second  day  before  the  Besident 
Magistrate    acquitted    the    gentlemen 

•  charged.  Now,  I  hold  it  my  duty  to 
bring  these  facts  under  the  notice  of  the 

'  Committee.  I  think  they  throw  a  lurid 
light  on  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland. 
If  it  is  possible  for  a  police  constable 

•  to  give  such  evidence  and  have  it 
rejected,  and  to  continue  employed  in 
the  force  and  to  be  allowed  to  get  up 

'  evidence  of  this  sort — the  only  evidence 

very  often  which  can  be  brought  forward 

— ^then  I  ask  the  Committee  and  the 

country  what  is  there  which  can  be 

•  called  a  semblance  of  justice  in  the 
administration  of  law  in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
M.):  I  shall  move  a  reduction  of  this 
Vote  for  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary, 
but  I  may  say  at  the  outset  that  it  is 
impossible  for  Irish  Members  to  refrain 
£rom  thinking  what  a  vain  and  hopeless 
task  it  is  to  present  the  grievances 
•under  which  the  people  of  Ireland  suffer 
before  this  House  and  the  Government, 
when  we  know  that  the  Minister  who 
:  is  responsible  for  the  administration  of 
the  law  in  Ireland,  and  who  controls 
the  Police  Force  in  that  country,  said 
only  two  or  three  months  ago,  in  a  speech 
publicly  delivered  in  this  city,  that  he 
and  his  Government  treated  with  sileot 

•  contempt  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  those  who  followed  him.  It  is 
natural  that,  under  these  circumtances, 
I  somewhat  reluctantly  condescend  to 
address    a  few    remarks  to   the  right 

.  hon.  Gentleman  or  to  his  colleague  in 
the  Irish  Government.  Over  and  over 
again,  on  the  floor  of  this  House  and 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of 
this  country,  our  case  has  been  stated 

.  against  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary ; 

.and  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  in  the 
few  words  which  he  uttered  to-night, 

^treated  very  lightly  the  charges  which 

Mr.  Arthur  WtUiamt 


kave   been   made,    still   I  think  tlue 
speeches  which   have   been  made  by 
English  as  well  as  by  Irish  Memben 
show  that   throughout    England  the 
people  are    now  becoming  thoronghly 
acquainted  with   the  true  natore  and 
object  of  this  so-called  Police  Force  in 
Ireland.     The  Chief  Secretary  sneer- 
ingly  pretends  to  believe  that  diere  ue 
no  serious  charges  to  be  made  agiinst 
this  force ;  but  I  think  that  what  we 
have  heard   goes  far  to  prove  to  tiie 
people  of  Ireland,  who  have  home  so 
much  suffering  for  so  long  a  time,  &et 
at  last  the  iSiglish  people  reoo^cniae 
that  this  Constabulary  Force  is  net  % 
mere  Police  Force,  but  that  it  is  simply 
a  power  used  to  enable  one  class  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  country  to  trample 
upon  the  rights  and  liberties  and  property 
of  the  rest  of  the  people  of  that  country. 
Now,  it  is  commonly  supposed  that  in 
the  people  of  Ireland  there  is  an  inbred 
instmct  of  opposition  to  policemen,  sod 
it  is  often  stated,  as  a  matter  of  comse, 
that  the  Irish  people  nataraUy  object  to 
the  police  and  rebel  on  every  possible 
occasion  against  the  constituted  autho- 
rities.     But    I    do    not    believe  hon. 
Gontlemen  will  contradict  me  when  I 
say  that  there  are  no  people  on  the  fsM 
of  the  ecurth  who  would  object  less  to 
the  existence  of  a  proper  ana  neceessri 
Police  Force  than  the  Irish  people,  sod 
it  is  simply  because  we  have  got  a  so- 
called  Police  Force  in  Ireland  that  aUovt 
crime  to  exist,  and  spends  its  time  ia 
interfering  with  the  political  life  of  the 
country,  that  we  complain  io  this  HonA 
and  attempt  to  show  the  people  of  Bsg* 
land  that  &e  Constabulary  Force  isuiei 
in  Ireland,  not  for  the  purpose  of  pttfr* 
ting  down  real  crime  and  outrage,  but 
for  the  purpose    of    maintaining   tfat 
ascendancy  of  the  landlord  class  in  If^ 
laud,  and  of  the  landlord   goveanxnat^ 
ivhich,  unfortunately,  has  the  control  of 
the  police  at  the  present  tiaie.     We  tii 
not  objecting  to  the  Police  Force  in  Irs* 
land  as  police,  but  we  do  object  tM 
while  there  are  parts  of  Ireland  whsteli 
moonlighting  takes  place  and  crime  il 
allowed  to  exist,  yet  the  Police  Fonail 
simply  used  for  the  dispersal  of  meetiip 
which  ought  to  be  free   from  distat* 
banco,  and  which  certainly  have  no  » 
tention  of  disturbing  the  public  paMfi 
and  while  the  police   are  engaged  W 
shadowing  Members  of  Parliament  aal 
interfering  with  public  meetioga  in  Ii^ 
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Jtid,  tbe  Tea]  ^erpeiraUn  of  orftae  Bnd 

ontngie  ire  len  alone,  snd  ure  not  in- 

tsrfBnd  with  nt  sll.  Now.  in  the  cotine 

«f  my  joarneya    through   England    to 

idflnn  public  meetringB  I  hsTe  often 

liMDuMbAw  itisthat,  jearafterjear, 

■eritue  reoun   in   certain    diBtriota  with 

otnoHiDary  regatarit^.     I  have  bean 

uked,  for  initance,  why  it  is  that  in 

pTtn  parts  of  Kerr;  moonlrghting  tra- 

^iMut^  takes  place,  and  in  annreringi 

lertr  coidd    nse    an    argument    more 

powrfal  and  more  convincing  than  that 

at  ths  very  time  theae  crimes  are  goinj 

01,  the  whole  Police  Force  in  Irelan< 

1*    being     tned    to    diaperae    public 

msatingB  and    to    arrest  Members    oi! 

Parliament     for      so  •  called    crimes, 

whinh    were    brought    into     existence 

I?    the    Ooercioa     Act,      paaned      b^ 

ail  flonee  two  years  ago.     I  honeatly 

betiere  it  would  be  impossible  to  find  an; 

tubman  in  thie  Honae,  either  a  Oon- 

MTvatiTe  or  a  Nationalist,  who  would. 

for  a  single  moment  utter  the  elightest< 

c^ilaint  against   the  Police  Force  in 

Irrisnd  were  ita  efforts  directed  against 

tlie  aothora  of  real  crime  and  outrage. 

Bnt  the  reason   whj  we  do  complain 

here,  year  after  year,  when  the  Votes 

fcr  the  Eoyal  Irish  ConBtabulary  come 

tc  be  diaciraaed  is  because  we  know  from 

Ae  en>erieDoe   of   our    daily    life    in 

Ireland  that  this  vast  sum  of  money  is 

«^ODded  in  supporting  a  large  foroe  of 

SUD  who  are  not  policemen,  but  who 

fi>m  a  military  body  engaged  not  in 

thewm^  of  preeerving  the  peace,  bnt 

iawork  which  ie  really  responsiMe  for 


man,  bnt  I  Want  to  know  wbAthW 
it  is  a  sentiment  which  is  calculated  to 
steengthen  the  hands  of  men  who  want 
to  gain  respect  in  Ireland  and  to  goTsm 
the  Irish  people.  I  want  to  k«tw 
whether  it  is  not  rather  a  sneer  and  an 
inault  tothe  millions  of  Irish  people,  who 
hold  that  the  police  have  misbehaTad 
themaelTee,  and  who  are  told  to-night 
by  the  Ohief  Secretary  that  the  police  are 
the  piok  of  the  population,  and  that  on 
them  alone  depends  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order  and  of  cirilieation  in  onr 
country.  Had  the  right  Hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  Police  Force  in  Ireland 
were  the  only  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation that  retdly  and  sincerely  eupporte 
the  Oonserratiye  Oovemment  to  which 
he  belongs,  then  he  would  have  made  a 
perfectly  accurate  statement,  but  when 
he  comes  here  and  tells  the  Irish  t>ei»e- 
aentatives  who  hare  been  insulted  and 
imprisoned,  tracked,  and  shadowed,  and 
spied  upon  by  tliese  policemen — when 
he  tells  us  that  these  polioemea  are  the 
pick  of  the  Irish  population,  and  that 
they  are  the  people  of  whom  Ireland 
ought  to  be  most  proud,  then  I  say  he  ia 
adding  a  fresh  insult  to  the  long  list  of 
insults  which  he  ia  never  tired  of  fling' 
ing  into  the  teeth  of  the  representativee 
of  the  Irish  people,  who  are  elected  as 
freely  and  as  constitutionally  and  aa 
justly  to  represent  the  Irish  people  in 
this  House  as  the  right  hon.  Oentie- 
man  and  those  who  ait  behind  him  are 
lected  to  represent  their  parttenlar 
conetituenciee.  The  Chief  aecretary,  in 
hie  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  who 
took  to  task  on  economical  grounds  the 
administration  of  the  oonetabulary,  said 
that  the  police  of  Ireland  were  un- 
doubtedly well  paid,  because  they  had 
exceptional  duties  to  perform,  and  he 
said  they  were  men  of  such  a  claas  that 
it  was  necessary  to  pay  them  highly  for 
their  services.  Tea,  but  he  bad  not  the 
ha^bood  or  feimess  to  say  what  were 
the  exceptional  duties  which  the  Boyal 
Iriah  Constabulary  are  called  upon  -to 
perform,  and  which  neoesBitate  their 
being  paid  at  this  extraordinarily  high 
rate.  He  did  not  tell  the  House  that 
they  had  to  be  i-eady  at  all  times  of  the 
year,  and  at  all  seasons,  in  the  middle 
of  summer  and  in  the  depth  of  winter- 
that  they  had  to  be  always  at  the  beck 
and  call  of  a  few  men,  wbo,  for  selGab 
FMumiB,  insist  on  depopulating  whole 
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tracts  of  oouDtry,  and  chri?in|t  men, 
women,  and  ohiloren  out  of  the  houses 
in  which  they  were  bom.  They  are 
highly  paid,  bnt  the  word  pay  is  not  a 
proper  description.  It  ought  to  be  de- 
scribed as  bribery,  pure  and  simple,  for 
I  do  believe  that  unless  the  Government 
paid  the  enormous  prices  which  they  do 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the  constab- 
ulary, they  would  not  be  able  to  maintain 
in  Ireland  a  body  to  do  the  degrading 
and  miserable  and  un-Ohristian  work 
which  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  do 
to  their  fellow-countrymen,  day  after 
day,  on  the  occasions  of  these  terrible 
eriotions.  I  am  sure  that  if  the  people 
of  Great  Britain  understood  that  they 
are  called  upon  to  pay  annually  a  million 
and  a  half  for  the  maintenance  of  an 
armed  force  in  Ireland  which  is  used 
chiefly  for  evicting  purposes,  they  would 
not  so  easily  agree  to  the  payment.  It 
is  impossible  for  any  person  who  has 
watched  the  work  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Ooostabulary  to  ignore  the  fact  that  they 
are  employed  in  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lord classes,  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  refrains 
from  telline  the  House  what  are  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  for  which  they 
are  paid,  he  does  well,  because  directly 
the  people  of  England  find  out  that  they 
have  to  pay  for  the  support  of  these  men 
with  their  rifles  and  bayonets — not  to 
put  down  crime  and  outrage,  not  to 
keep  the  country  in  a  state  of  peace  and 
order,  but  simply  to  be  at  the  beck  and 
call  of  the  landlords  to  hunt  unfortunate 
people  from  their  homes  for  rents  which 
they  cannot  pay — they  will  refuse  any 
longer  to  sanction  the  maintenance  of 
the  force  for  that  purpose.  I  think  the 
history  of  civilisation  affords  no  parallel 
to  the  scandal  of  the  maintenance  of  a 
force  like  the  Royal  Irish  Oonstabulary 
for  the  purpose  of  attacking  a  political 
party  oi  the  State,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  enabling  a  class  which  is  a  small 
minority  of  the  population  to  harass 
and  treat  with  injustice  the  rest  of  the 

rple  who  live  on  the  soil  of  Ireland, 
the  Chief  Secretary  desires  to 
make  out  a  case  for  the  Vote,  let 
him  get  up  and  tell  the  House 
what  crimes  have  been  brought  to  liffht 
by  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  within 
the  last  twelve  months,  and  how  many 
murderers  have  been  bruught  to  the 
aM^afTnld  through  the  instrumentality  of 
thai  Force.    Thousands  of  pounds  are,  I 


see,  put  down  for  the  Detective  D^Mii- 
ment.     What  crimes  have  that  Depart- 
ment discovered,  and  what  outrages  hate 
they  put  an  end  to  ?     Have  they  put  an 
end  to  moonlighting  ?  Have  they  swept 
crime  from  those  portions  of  the  country 
where  outrage  and  injustice  breed  dime 
amongst  the  populations  ?  No !  You  are 
g^ing  to  pay  a  million  and  a  half  for  the 
maintenance  of  a  body  of  men  who  have 
been  engaged — not   in  tracking    mur- 
derers down,  but  in  dragging  to  prison 
26  of  the  lawfully-elected  representatives 
of  the  people ;  for  a  body  of  men  who 
have  been  engaged  in  dispersing  politioal 
meetings  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet  all 
over  Ireland;  for  a  body  of  men  who 
have    not  hesitated,   at    the    word   of 
command,    to    dye  their  bayonets  red 
with  the  blood  of  their  f eilowroountiy- 
men,  when  the  only  crime  committed 
by  these  men  has   been    to  denounce 
the    miserable  system    of   rule    onder 
which  they  live.     When  we  apeak  of 
Mitchelstown,    the    Tories    sneer    and 
say  we  are  never  tired  of  talking  of 
it.    Why,  if  Buok  an  event  had  oooarred 
in  England,  I  venture  to  say  it  would 
have  been  a  watchword  for  Eoglishmaii 
for  generations,  and  I  predict  that  apon 
the  very  first  occasion   when  an  mrmsd 
force  of  the  Queen  on  the  soil  of  Englaad 
shoots  down  three  English  citiaena  te 
no  crime  except  that  of  exercising  tkm 
right  of  public  meeting,  you  will  havaa 
revolution  in    the  country   which    wiU 
render  it  impossible  for  audi  a  thing  n 
occur  again,    either  in   England  or  id 
Ireland.     The  only  thiuff  I  regrel  ii| 
that  something  of  that   kind  does  mi 
occur  in  England,  and  I  do  not 
that    even    the    best    dispoaed    of 
English  people  towards  Ireland 
understand  what  we  have  to   aufiar 
the  hands  of  this  military  foroe 
is  called  a  Police  Force.    Mltch^ 
is    not  an   isolated   case, 
year,  if  you  refer  back  to  the 
the  Boyal  Irish  Conatabularj,  jon  «i 
find  they  have  done  the  same  ^»S»^g^ 
Sir,  in  my  very  brief  and  shorten 
of  public  life  in  Ireland, 
rate    half-a-dosen  cases  in 
Boyal  Irish  Constabulary  hawe^ 
fering    with    political   meetinn^ 
blood  in  much  the   same  way    na 
did  at  Mitchelstown.     I   remeaak 
case  at  Ballyragget,  in  County  KilfcaH 
where  a  man  was  done  to  denthT^I 
police — wheve,  when  he  wa«  flyiM  % 
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Am  them,  they  were  not  satisfied  with 

merely  porsoii  g  him»  but  they  stabbed 

him  through  and  through  the  baok  with 

their  bayonets.     I  remember  when  the 

polke  fired  into  a  crowd  of  children  at 

Mmollet,  and  wounded  several  of  them. 

Asdtheee  are  the  men  for  whom  the 

Oommittee   are  to  day   asked  to  vote 

money  1    These  are  the  men  described 

hy  the  Ohief  Secnretary  as  the  pick  of 

the  Iriah  population,   but  who  really 

reeemble  those  braros  and  free  lances 

who  wiU,  for  the  sake  of  money,  carry 

war  into  the  land  of  any  unoffending 

peoide.    I  say  it  is  not  in  the  nature  or 

ifi  toe  hearts  of  the  Irish  people  to  have 

a  dislike,  a  loathing,  and  a  distrust  such 

as  they  have     for    the    Boyal    Irish 

Oonetabnlaiy     unless    there    is    good 

reason    for     it,     and     if    the    police 

of    Ireland      are      unpopular     they 

have  earned  that  unpopularity  by  the 

ooone  of  conduct    which    they  have 

punned.    I,  for  one,  would  never  allow 

this  Vote  to  pass  in  the  House  of  Gom- 

moaa  without  entering  my  most  sincere 

snd  eaaphatic  protest  against  a  system 

vhersby  a  real  Police  Force  is  denied  to 

Ireland     I  will  never  consent  to  Vote 

i  single  halfpenny  for  the  continuance 

n  Ireland  of  this  military  body  merely 

for  the  purpoee  of  supporting  and  sus- 

tainiogthe  landlord  class.     I  challenge 

the  Solicitor  (General  for  Ireland  to  get 

^  here  and  state  upon  what  occaHion 

&e  poHca  in  Ireland  were  ever  brought 

to  task  for  exceeding  their  duty,  and 

■poo    what  occasion    they    were   ever 

ROQffht  to  justice  when  they  shed  the 

hkod  of  innocent  persons.    I  know  of 

■b  snoh  occasion.      I  know  of  coroners' 

fcries  composed  of  conscientious  and 

iM  fearing  men  who  have  deliberately 

^emselves  to  find  out  the  truth  in 

eaaee,    and    who    have    brought 

pirdietB  of   wilful  murder  against  the 

Pj^.    This   was  done  in  the  case  of 

■Btohelstown,    and   in  that  of    Bally- 

Ptgei^  as  well  as  in  other  cases.     But 

fw  was  the   result?    After  such  a 

pfiet  has  been  returned,  I  have  seen 

^police  officers,  against  whom  these 

ptwts  were  returned,  walking  up  aud 

^wa  the  public  streets  smoking  pipes 

pf  laughing  in  scorn  and  derision  at 

is  peasantry,  who  were  so  foolish  as  to 

h^giae   that    a  policeman,   whatever 

ib  grade,  would  oe  made  amenable  to 

P»  mm.     I  complain  that  not  only  have 

IM  sever  poniabed  these  men,  but  you 


have  never  even  gratified  that  craving 
for  j  tistice  among  the  people  by  giving 
them  even  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  the  police  on  these  occasions.. 
Ton  take  no  pains  to  show  that 
the  police  would  not  be  allowed 
to  exceed  their  duty,  and  can  any 
Englishman  wonder  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  believe  that  the  police  will  be 
held  blameless  no  matter  what  they 
may  do,  no  matter  what  crimes  they 
perpetrate  ?  Oan  it  be  wondered  at  that 
the  Irish  people  believe  this  when  they 
see  these  outrages  committed  by  the 
police,  and  when  they  see  no  attempt  made 
By  the  Government  to  punish  even  the 
most  flagrant  offenders  ?  Does  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary, with  all  this  knowledge,  think  he 
is  goin^to  conciliate  Ireland  and  disarm 
opposition  when  he  gets  up,  and,  instead 
of  offering  some  hopes  that  justice  may 
be  done,  or  that  an  inquiry  will  be 
instituted,  he  deliberately  and  in  a 
sneaking  manner  tells  us  that  this  force 
of  men,  whose  hands  are  dyed  with  the 
blood  of  innocent  people,  and  are 
hardly  free  from  the  blood  of  one  of 
our  own  colleagues  in  this  House,  com- 
prises the  pick  of  the  Irish  population  ? 
I  am  quite  certain  that  the  result  of 
this  Debate  will  be  to  show  the  Lish 
people  more  clearly  than  ever  that  it  is 
impossible  to  get  any  real  appreciation 
of  Irish  grievances  and  Irish  wrongs 
from  Members  of  the  present  GFovem- 
ment.  It  may  be  said  it  is  a  proper 
thing  to  give  instances  of  police  insult 
and  interference  in  Ireiana.  Now,  in 
my  seven  years'  experience  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  I  have  some  knowledge 
of  the  Force,  and  I  venture  to  say  I  have 
never  spent  a  month  in  Ireland  without 
repeatedly  being  the  subject  of  insult 
from  these  men.  It  would  be  difficult 
to  make  Englishmen  believe  the  un* 
warrantable  manner  in  which  Irish 
policemen  intrude  themselves  into 
private  dwellings,  and  order  the  people, 
without  the  shghtest  authority,  to  dis- 
perse. I  remember  that  in  conjunction 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
College  Green  Division  of  Dublin,  I  some 
time  ago  attended  a  meeting  in  the 
County  of  Wexford  which  was  called  to 
protest  against  the  action  of  the  Govern* 
ment  in  instituting  certain  proceedings 
which  subsequently  they  were  obliged 
to  forego  because  they  were  miserably 
beaten.    While   the  people    irere  as- 
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sembled,  two  policemen  came  up  and 
ordered  the  meeting  to  disperse.  They 
had  not  the  slig^htest  authority  to  do  so, 
and  it  was  only  at  the  solicitation  of  my 
hon.  Friend  and  myself  that  the  people 
went  away  quietly  and  no  disturbance 
ooourred.  I  belieye  that  nine-tenths  of 
the  collisions  which  occur  between  the 
ppUee  and  the  people  are  caused  by  the 
unwarrantable  interference  of  the  police 
with  the  people  when  they  have  no  leg^ 
right  to  interfere.  Now  I  come  to  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North - 
East  Cork,  and  I  want  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland  to  explain 
the  statement  which  he  made  in  defend- 
ing the  conduct  of  the  police  in  firing  from 
the  train  at  the  crowd  on  Oharl^ville 
railway  platfoim.  He  said  that  the 
crowd  fired  at  the  train,  but  he  gave  us 
no  proof  of  the  statement ;  and  I  say  that 
there  was  never  a  more  scandalous 
trick,  or  a  more  disgraceful  pieoe  of 
Parliamentary  tactics  intended  to  preju- 
dice our  case.  I  challenge  him  now  to 
produce  his  proof,  and  I  want  to  know 
will  he  grant  an  inquiry  into  what  took 
place  on  this  occasion.  We  maintain 
that  the  police  acted  in  a  most  repre- 
hensible manner  in  firing  upon  an  un- 
armed crowd  of  inoffensive  people,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  what  can  be  the 
objection  to  the  institution  of  an  inquiry. 
\  suppose  the  Government  think  that  it 
might  damp  the  ardour  of  the  police  if 
they  granted  an  investigation  into  cir- 
cumstances such  as  these,  and  that  if  the 
force  received  another  telegram,  ''Do 
not  hesitate  to  shoot,"  they  might  not 
fire  BO  readily  if  they  had  reason  to  fear 
that  an  investigation  would  follow  upon, 
their  conduct.  I,  therefore,  fully  ex- 
pect that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  will 
iQsfuse  to  grant  an  injjuixy.  I  suppose 
he  will  refuse  to  believe  the  statement 
of  the  case  which  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Oork  has  seriously  made  to  this 
House,  and  I  suppose  at  the  same  time, 
while  refusing  to  believe  what  the  Irish 
Members  say,  and  to  grant  the  inquiry 
asked  for,  he  will  continue  to  eulogise 
the  (Constabulary  Force. 
♦Mb.  T.  W.  EU88BLL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
There  are  things  upon  which  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  have  explanations  from 
the  Chief  Secretary.  We  have  discussed 
on  two  occasions,  first,  the  attack  upon 
the  Member  for  North  Monaghan,  and 
aecondly^  what  is  called  the  QhuMrl^viUe 
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incident ;  but  on  both  occasions  the  ^^ 
cuBsion  took    place    with   little  or  aa 
oflSeial   inf<»mation.       The  time  hai- 
now    come    when    informatioa    most 
be  in  the  hands  of  the   Ooveraoieot, 
and    the    Committee   ought   to  have 
it.       I   am   one    of    those    who  be- 
lieve that  the   police  have  not  always 
been  well  handled,  and  that  on  eevenl 
critical  occasions  they  have  been  badly 
handled.    So  strongly  do  I  feel  it  that 
if  the  hon.  Member  moves  for  an  in- 
quiry I  will  vote   for   it.     There  ie^ 
another  thing  which   the   Qovenime&t 
ought  to  grant.     A  complaint  is  made 
that  the  Irish  police  are  not  numbered. 
They  are  numbered  in  Dublin,  Belfiut 
and  Cork.  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
not  be  numbered  in  every  part  of  the 
country.   Having  said  these  two  things, 
I  will  also  say  that  I  willbenopufy 
to  any  general  attack  upon  the  police, 
who  have  done  their  duty  in  difficult  cix- 
oumstances  and,  all  things  considered, 
fairly    well.      An    hon.    Member  hae^ 
said    that   the    police   are    present  at 
evictions    for    private    purposes,   and 
diat  the  landlords   ought   to  pay  ^ 
theif  services.      Why  are   the   poHee 
present  at  evictions  ?    I  am  old  enough 
to  remember  that  evictions  uaed  to  be 
carried  out  without  the  preeence  of  the 
poUce,  or   when   they  were  preaetttiA 
very    different    numbers.      But    boa. 
Mraibers    below    the    Q-angway   hate 
been  advising  the  people   for   two  or 
three  years  back  to  resist  evioti(m0»  to 
barricade  their  houses,    and  tp  teaA 
t^e  o£Bioer8   of  the   law.     The  ahertit 
goes  to  carry   out  the    law,    and  the 
llxecutive   is  bound  by  law  to  piotset 
the  sheriff.    Hon.  Members  below  tb» 
Gangway  know  well  that  the  Qovenb 
ment  are  bound  to  protect  the  shenft 
and  therefore   to   send    the   polioa  ^ 
protect  him.      Let  hon.  Members  itop 
their  illegal  acts  and  the    GkyveninMBt 
will  not  send  the  police. 

An  hon.  Membbr  :  Stop  the  eviotiioai^ 
♦Mb.    T.    W.    RUSSEaUL:    Let  tl« 
tenants  pay  their  rent.     The  hon.  1 
ber  for  JDonegal  talks  of    peonle  whs 
have  applied  to  the  Ohief 
for  appointments,  as  if  the  hon. 
ber  never  held  an  appointment 
and  never  applied  for  it.      1    wish 
had  been  here  to  listen  to  what  I 
to  say. 

Several  Mmmigts ;  Do  not  makiptfa 
obATgl^  beihii^  hi4  bn^k. 
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*M£.  T.  W.  HUSSELL :  I  would  make 
it  as  freely  before  his  face. 

Ad  boD.  Membbb  :  What  appointment 
you  refer  to? 

•Mr.  T.W.  RUSSELL:  IwiUnow 
deal  with  his  speech. 

Kr.  OILL  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
He  hon.  Gentleman  accused  my  hon. 
Friend  of  having  held  a  disgraceful 
appobtment. 

♦If*.  T.  W.  EU8SELL :  I  never  said 
asjthingof  the  kind. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  interruption  is  irregular. 

ITr.  W.  REDMOND  (addressing  Mr. 
Boseell) :  You  are  a  coward. 

♦Kb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (totheOhair- 
man) :  I  wish  to  ask  if  that  language  is 
in  order? 

The  OHAIRMAJ^  :  Did  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Fermanagh  use  the 
term? 

Mb.  W.'  REDMOND:    I    used  it 

Mftiinly. 

Thb  OH  AIRMAN  :  Then  I  call  on  the 
hoo.  Member  to  withdraw  it. 

Kb.  W.  REDMOND :  On  a  point  of 
order,  I  wish  to  ask  if  the  hon.  Member 
f(v  South  Tyrone  was  in  order  in  making 
ft  Btatement  of  a  most  damaging  cha- 
'Mter  with  regard  to  an  hon.  Member 
vho  is  absent  from  this  House. 

Thi  chairman  :  Order,  order  ! 
Ebe  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  was 
■^  guilty  of  a  breach  of  order.  I  call 
IB  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Fer» 
Moagfa  to  withdraw  the  words  he  used. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND:    Of  course  I 
IMT  to  your  ruling  in  the  matter,  but  if 
|m  hem.  Member  likes  to  meet  me  out- 
Us  I  wiU  repeat  the  words. 

Ibb  chairman  :   The  hon.  Mem- 
*r  has  not  made  the  withdrawal  in  a 

rway. 
W.  REDMOND:  With  great 
tfereoee  to  you,  Sir,  I  beg  your  pardon, 
^  I  did  withdraw  the  expression. 
Rttt  I  eaid  was  that  I  withdrew  in 
ifiinuou  to  yoar  ruling  the  words  to 
hUi  you  objected,  but  I  would  be  fflad 
k  have  explanations  with  the  hon. 
IttAwon  the  point  outside. 
Am  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  not  a 
MMtorj  explanation,  and  I  call  on 
lihsa.  Member  to  withdraw  the  fresh 
oris  he  has  need. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND:    Of  course  I 
iftdiaw  aa^hin^  you  wish  ma  to. 


♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :    Well,  Sir,  T 
take  the  hon.  Member's  speech.      He- 
talked  of  the  issue  of  passes  by  the  police 
in  the  county  of  Donegal.  What  were  the^ 
facts  with  respect  to  the  issue  of  these 
passes  ?    After  the  murder  of  Inspector  * 
Martin  the  police  made  no  efiPort  to  arrest- 
anyl^y  for  48  hours ;  but  when  they 
began  the  work  of  arrest  they  made  up 
their  minds  that  the  persons   wanteds 
were  within  a  certain  area,  and  round 
that  area  they  drew  a  cordon.    People- 
whom  the  police  knew  to  be  perfectly 
innocent  then  came  to  them  and  asked 
for  a  *'  bit  of  paper,'*  as  they  called  it, 
authorising  them  to  pass  through  the 
cordon.    The  responsible  police  officer* 
issued  no  passes  except  on  the  personal 
request  of   individuals.    Another  case 
which  has    been   brought    before    th^ 
Committee  was  that  of  a  policeman  who- 
was  ordered  out  of  Court  on  the  ground 
that  he  was  intoxicated.    It  is  true  that 
the  man  was  ordered  to  leave  the  Court ; 
but  the  Committee  should  have  been 
told  that  two  days  afterwards  he  was- 
sent  to  a  lunatic  asylum,  where  he  still 
remains.    The  unfortunate  man  was  not 
drunk  when  he  appeared  in  Court,  but 
was  becoming  insane.   Another  instance- 
of    police    brutality  that    has     been 
brought  before  us  is  that  of  a  constable  - 
telling  some  excited  man  at  Clonmel 
Station  to  go  to  the  devil.    Then  we 
had  the  old  story  served  up  to  us  about 
Widow  Coyle's  ducks.     We  have  heard 
of  these  ducks  all  througn  the  Session, 
and  now  we  are  told  that  they  are  going 
to  rise  and  condemn  us  at  the  Oener^. 
Election,    I  think  the  police  were  badly 
handled    on    the    occasion    of    Father 
M*Fadden's arrest;  but  I  maintain  thaL 
with  thatexception,[they  have  all  through 
this  Donegal  business  acted  with  great 

grudence,  caution,  and  moderation.  The 
on.  Member  for  the  Ilkeston  Division 
of  Derbyshire  (Sir  W.   Foster)    com- 
plained that  when  he  visited  the  County 
of  limerick  he  was  '"shadowed"  by 
five  or  six  policemen.    I  think  that  was- 
a  regrettaole  incident,  and  I  am  very 
sorry  that  it  should  have  taken  place  ^ 
but  there  is  something  still  more  regret-^ 
table — namely,  that  some  English  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  should  have  gone  to- 
disturbed  districts  in  Ireland  and  assisted 
&e  people  to  defy  the  law.    If  English 
Members,  weighted  with  their  Fa^lia^ 
mentary  responsibility,  aid  the  people- 
to  defy  the  law,  they  must  not  oompliu0- 
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if  the  polioe  think  it  nooeasaTy  to 
"*sbadow"  them.  I  regret  that  it 
ehonid  hare  been  neoessar;  to  "sha- 
dow "  Any  Member  of  Parliamant ;  but, 
in  tbe  oiToumetanoes,  I  cannot  blame 
the  polioe.  Thare  are  people  who  can 
go  through  Ireland  iixim  end  to  end 
without  being  "  shadowed."  I  will  tell 
the  Oommittee  why. 

Me.  E.  e  AEHINGTON  (KerryjW.) : 
Because  they  libel  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers. 

Thk  GHATBHAN:  Order,  order! 
The  obaerration  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
very  disorderly.  I  must  beg  him  to 
restrain  himself. 

Mb.  E.  HABBINOTON:  I  was 
merely  saying  that  they  are  able  to  do 
it  beoanee  they  libel  other  Irish  Mem- 
bers. 

The  OHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  entitled  to  make  such  an  ob- 

aerration.  

*Mb.  T.  W.  BTTSSELL  :  The  reason  is 
that  the  police  hare  no  oanse  to  shadow 
them  beoBUse  they  go  to  Ireland  with 
no  intention  to  rouse  ill-feeliog,  and  do 
not  advise  the  people  to  defy  and  break 
the  law.  I  maintain  that  any  English 
Member  of  Parliamentwho  keeps  within 
the  law  can  travel  tzom  end  to  end  of 
Ireland  and  need  not  fear  the  smallest 
interference  from  any  policeman. 
•Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Oentral) :  The  Debate  has  turned  upon 
two  very  distinct  questions,  one  bemg 
the  purely  economical  question  raised  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Fowler),  and  the 
other  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Hemberbelowthe  Gangway.  With  regard 
to  the  economical  question,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  pointed  out  that,  although 
la  London  there  are  1,500  more  polioe 
than  in  Ireland  with  about  the  same 
popnlation,  the  actual  cost  of  the  police 
IS  in  Ireland  £200,000  more  than  in 
London.  These  figures  are,  I  think, 
very  striking  indeed,  and  deserve  the 
most  serious  attention  of  the  Oommittee 
and  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Oentlemaa  the  Chief  Secretary  in  his 
speech  resorted  again  to  the  old  tu  quogu« 
ai^oment.  1  am  ready  to  admit  that 
under  the  present  administrative  system 
in  Ireland  it  would  be  est remely  difficult 
for  any  Chief  Secretary  to  make  any 
'serious  change  in  the  emoluments  of  the 
police.  As  long  as  the  existing  system 
u  maintained  the  good  will  of  the  police 
Mr.  T.  W.  Buurii 
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force  will  be  so  necessary  to  thsOonn- 
meat  that  no  Chief   Secretary  woiild 
dare  to  incnr  the  unpopularit;  of  tbit 
body.     But  this  is  leally  only  amtiur 
argument  agunst  our  whole  lystem  d 
administration  in  Ireland.    Awomingi. 
however,  that  the  emolnmeats  of  toe 
polioe  must  remain  unaltered,  is  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  tbe  force  shoald  b« 
maintained    at    its    present   streiigthf 
Ireland    is    a   very    poor    agrionltonl 
oountry,   and   the   part  of    the  Onitsd 
Kingdom  which  oan  best  be  oomptrtl 
with  it  is  Wales.     Now,  Wales  hu  * 
population  of    1,350,000  and  only  900 
policemen.      If    the    same   proportion 
were  observed    in    Ireland  her  Police 
Force  would   namber  H,  150  inatead  of 
14,500.     The  Police  Force  of  Irelsid 
relatively  to  her  population  is  iherdon 
four  times  as  large  as  that  of  Wilts. 
Nobody  oao  fail  in  Ireland  to  note  t^ 
auperabnodance ol  policeman.    Atevaj 
railway  station  there  are  two  consttbla^ 
and  for  their  presence  no  one  hsd  em 
been  able  to  give  me  a  sattefaotoiy  ss- 
plaoation.     Another  way  in  which  thi 
police  are  employed  was  in  dogging  thi 
stops  of  the  readers  of  the  Natiooalirti 
in    rural  districts.     This    very  daf  I 
have  received  a    letter  from  a  hid- 
ing   tradeaman     in     Oaatlerea^  wkl 
complains    that    for  mootiw    paflt   te 
has  been  constantly  pursued  b^  twooik 
stables.     I  believe  that  tlieobjectof  da 
surveillance  ia    to    prevent    hi 
attending   any    meeting   of    tl 
Leagues,  but  he  says  that  it  ia  a\ 
futile,  for  he  can  always  evmde 
who  ar«  watching  him  when   he 
Then    there    is    the    question 
"shadowing"  of  Membera  of 
ment  and  other  gentlemen  who 
to    Ireland    from    tUis     ooonb 
autumn    I  complained    myself 
House  of  having  been  shadowc 
police  wherever  I  went,  and  t 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seer 
not  deny  it,  but  justified    it  b; 
that  if  I  went  to  Ireland  sigun 
same  object  probably  the    aam 
would  be  followed.     It  is  au  i 
to  Members  of  Parliament,    di 
able  to  the  Qovernmeat,  aud  a 
unconstitutional   for  the    polio 
them  in  this  way  when  they  bj 
mitted  no  offence  whatever.     I 
admit  that  the  Goostabulazy   i 
placed  in  a  position  of    great 
and  responsibility,  and    that 
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thBTno  doabt  TeoeiTe  oonnderabla  pio- 

TM&ticm;  bnt,  area  making  every  allow- 

iBM  tor  thsm,  it  is  impooaible  not  to  see 

thitiathe  laat  few   moDtbe  there  has 

be«a  a  oonaiderable  inoreaae  of  tough- 

DMtBiid  bratalit;  on  tbeir  part  towarde 

the  puple.     Erea  the  hon.  Uember  for 

Sonut  Tyrone  has  said  that  the  police 

hare  not  always  of  late  been  very  well 

billed.     We  have  not  yet  heard  from 

ths  QoTerameat  aay  dsfenoe  as  to  the 

iioideDtast  Oork  and  Charleville ;  but 

tha  aotion  of  the  polioe  on  those  oooa- 

noni    appean    to     hare      been      ex- 

trmiely  roqgb  and  brutal,  and  calon- 

latedto  pioToke  aoonfliat  with  the  people. 

Agiia,  on  the  occasion  of  the  removal 

of  Dr.    Tanner    from     Tipparary   to 

doiunel,  the  people  who  cheered   Dr. 

Tlaansr  were  immediately  attacked  by 

llu  police.  20  persona  being  batoned  by 

IwB  and  aerioosly  injured.     There  is 

naotioally  no  redress  for  iiy'tiries  of  that 

tmd.    If  an   appeal   is    made    to    the 

Ifuistrates  by  the  enfferers,  the  story 

told  by  the  polioe  ie  taken  as  gospel, 

■od  the  ertdenoe  of  any  number  of  re- 

vsctable  persons  on  tike  other  aide  ie 

mheliefed    and   rejected.    The    Ohief 

Sa»etary  himaelf  has  repeatedly  spoken 

of  attempts  to  disparage  the  statements 

of  tfaeiwlioe  as  gross  oalamniea.     In  tha 

>*ae  of  Denis  Healy,  who  was  charged 

^W  being  present  at  a  League  meet- 

■fethe  two  Beaidant  Magistrates  ignored 

■il  Qie  evideDce  for  the  defence,  and 

Mtaooed   the  accused  to  six  months' 

■{riionlneiit     with     hard     labour — a 

Maiahment  rery  harsh    and  excessive, 


CK>Temment  dare  not  interfere  with  it 
or  with  its  emolumants  from  the  fear  of 
weakening  its  authority.  It  appears  to 
me  that  the  present  position  of  things 
as  regards  the  police  is  indefansihle  and 
deserves  the  most  eerious  consideration 
of  this  House  ;  and  for  my  port  I  cannot 
conclude  without  condemning  the  action 
of  the  police  and  theoonduot  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  in  this  House. 
*Me.  a.  J.  BALFO0B:  The  right 
hon.  Oentlemaa  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  told  the  House  that  he  is  quito 
certain  that  I  have  to  defend  a  great 
many  things  which  I  should  be  very 
reluctant  to  defend  under  any  otber 
circumstances.  But  I  can  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  however  that 
may  be  I  have  no  reluctance,  and  that  I 
fael  no  disinclination  in  defending  the 
character  of  the  Irish  ConstabulaTy. 
As  I  have  aaid  before,  I  believe  the  Irish 
Constabulary  bare  shown  themselves 
throughout  circumstances  of  the  most 
difficult  and  trying  character,  a  Police 
Force  of  which  any  country  might  be 
proud,  and  whicsh  I  believe  to  be  superior 
to  the  Police  Poroa  which  exists  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  Now,  tha 
right  hon.  Qenttaman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  has  for  some  reason  or  other  I 
do  not  know  what,  been  left  to  lead  the 
Opposition  in  their  attack  upon  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary.  I  have  watched  with 
amazement  tlia  condition  of  the  House 
above  the  Gangway  opposite,  during  a 
considerable  portion  of  tne  evening,  and 
I  noticed  that  while  two  important 
speeches  were  being  delivered,  that  the 
solitary  occupant  of  those  beuLhes  was 
an  hon.  QanUeman  whose  name  Ido  not 
know,  but  who  was  fast  asleep.  Not  a 
single  Member  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Beach  was  present.  When  X  reflect 
that  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
usually  sit  two  Gentlemen  who  have 
held  the  office  of  Irish  Secretary,  I 
really  cannot  conceive  why  the  Leader- 
ship of  the  Opposition  was  left  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whose  only  con- 
nection with  Ireland  has  been  that  he 
refused  on  a  critical  occasion  to  accept 
the  office  of  Irish  tieoretary.  Now  I  do 
not  propose  to  go  at  length  through 
certain  parts  of  the  speeches  delivered 
from  below  the  Gangway  opposite. 
X  do  not  complain  of  the  tone  of 
those  speeches ;  they  are,  as  oompaced 
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REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  (No.  2) 
BILL.     (No.  360). 

Oonddered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

QueetioQ  proposed,  <'  That  Olause   1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

BiB.   MURPHY  (Dublin,    St.    Pat- 

riok's) :   Last  night  I  put  down  some 

Amendments  to  this  clause,  but  I  am 

informed,  Sir,  that  as  you  have  already 

put  the  question  that  the  olause  stand 

part  of  the  Bill,  it  is  not  open  to  me  to 

propose  them  at  this  stage.  Before  we 
pooeed  further  with  the  Bill  I  should 
Hke  to  hear  the  views  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  reference  to 
fliem. 

*8iB  HIOHAEL  mOES  BEAOH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  provisoes  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  placed  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  think 
they  had  better  be  moved  in  the  form 
of  a  new  clause.  They  piovide  for 
what  tbe  Board  of  Trade  seek  to  pro- 
vide ;  and  although  I  think  they  may 
be  unnecessary,  I  can  see  no  objection 
to  accepting  them.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  omissions  from  the  first  clause, 
1  think  they  would  injure  the  efficiency 
of  the  clause,  and  I  could  not  agree  to 
them.  • 

Mb.  MUEPHT:  I  think  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  met  me 
very  fairly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Olause  2  agreed  to. 

• 

On  Olause  8. 

♦Sib  MIOHAEL   HIOKS    BEAOH: 

The  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  has 

placed  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment, 

substituting  8  hours  for  1 2  hours  in  this 

dause ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  better 

not  to  define  any  particular  hours  in  the 

clause,  but  rather  to  leave  the  number 

to  be  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  from 

time  to  time.  I  think  it  is  obvious  that 
it  would  be  better  to  have  an  elastic 
clause,  because  what  at  one  time  and 
under  osiiain  <SboiiiiwlaQoea  w^t  be 
proper  would  at  another  Ham  poiMMy 


be  injurious  to  the  public  safety.  Hie 
clause,  as  I  propose  to  amend  it,  vfll 
read — 

"  Every  railway  company  ihall  mabtotira 
Board  of  Trade  .'periodioal  Betomt  m  to  tte 
pertons  m  the  employment  of  Ihe  ooo^iBf 
whose  daty  inyolyes  the  safety  of  tiaisi  ana 
passengers,  and  who  are  emploj^ed  lor  vMm 
than  snoh  number  of  hours  at  a  time  as  mavbe 
from  time  to  time  named  by  the  Boiid  of 
Trade." 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  8,  page 
2,  line  6,  leave  out  *'  12"  and  intort 
''  such  number,"  and  same  danse,  same 
page,  line  7,  after  *'  time,"  insert  "as 
may  be  from  time  to  time  named  byftie 
Board  of  Trade  "—Agreed  to. 

«BiB.  OHANNINO  (Northamnton,l.>. 
Will  the  Betum  be  made  in  ue  same 
form  as  the  Betum  obtained  by  a  noblfi 
Lord  in  another  place,  and  will  that  abov 
the  intervals  the  men  are  off  duty  ? 

Sib  MIOHAfiL  HIOKS  BEAOH: 
The  Hetums  will  be  in  the  same  ftm 
as  those  moved  by  Earl  de  la  Warr  m 
another  place.  I  presume  that  wil 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  ICembet. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pakge  %  Ini 
16,  after  '^fare/^  insert  "from  tbi 
place  whence  he  started,"  (  Mr,  JohmMk$^ 
— Agreed  to; 

OUuse  agreed  to. 

♦Mb.  B.  K.  OAUSTON  (Southws*^ 
I  beg  to  move  the  new  olause 
stands  in  my  name.    I  tiiink  it 
for  itself.    I  do  not  think  there 
any  real  opposition  to  the  propoeal^j 
I  am  only  surprised  saoh  a   profiiili 
was  not  a[dopt^  many  years  ag^.        | 

New  clause — 

<<  From  and  after  the  first  day  of  Ji 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety 
paasenger  ticket  ioraed  by  any  Bailwqr 
panv  in  the  United  Kingdom  shall  bear 
Its  noe,  printed  in  le^ble  charaotars,  flis 
chargeable  for  the  loumey  ior  i^ddil^ 
ticket  is  issued ;  and  any  Kailway  Ouia|H 
issuing  any  nassenger  ticket  which  doMS 
bear  upon  Its  face  the  fare  ohargeahle  as  sM 
said  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  eiosdi 


forty  shillings  for  every  ticket  so  inrosJ,  li  i 

aaiiir 

Bad 

suoh  penalty-^'^CKr.  Omumtom;^ 


reooTsred  on  summary  oonTkaicn,  sad  ll  A 
be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  elH 


— brought  up,  and  read  the  firstlfaMI 

Motion  made,  and  Queatifm  pcoMi 
•'That  the  OUase  be  ^m4  aS 


If 


m 


Supplih- 
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<BbiM10HAEL  HI0K8  BEAOH:  I 

ham  no  objeotion  whateyer  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  ike  clause,  but  I  would  sugges  t 
Att;  ai  the  railway  oomponiee  hare  on 
hind  large  numbers  of  tickets,  the  date 
00  w}atitk  the  clause  should  come  into 
operatioii  should  be  fixed  by  an  order 
of  Ae  Board  of  Trade.    The  time  fised 

by  ihe  daose  would  not  be  quite  fair  to 
tke  ooBpaniee,  but  I  will  fix  as  early  a 
dajr  ai  possible.  I  may  also  point  out 
tw  difficulties  might  arise  in  cases 
tiara  there  were  different  routes  from 
one  station  to  another  place.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  accept  a  clause  which 
I  think  will  meet  his  views,  I  wi 
it 

The  clause  i 


will  move 


"F^OB  and  after  a  date  to  be  flied  by  order 

ti  tteBoardof  IVade,  and  sabjeot  to  each  exoep« 

tion%  if  any,  aa  may  be  allowed  by  such  order, 

I  M«7  pMtenffer  ticket  issned  by  any  railway 

I  mpiny  ihaU  bear  upon  its  face,  printed  or 

I  vimen  in  legible  oharaoters  the  fare  diarge- 

AfcibrtiMjonme^  for  which  each  ticket  is 

I  havd,  and  any  railway  oompany  iaaning  any 

i  liiMaiger  ticket  in  oontrayention  of  the  pro- 

{ikiQQi  of  tbia  aection  shall   be    liable  to  a 

jjfctfty  not  exceeding  forty  shillinga  for  every 

iWbtto  inned,  to  be  reoorered  on  Bommary 


•Ma.  GAUSTON  :    I  think  the  pro- 

pnl  of  the  light  hon.  Oentleman  is  a 

le  one  and  I  accept  it,  and  if 

h  worked  out  in  the  spirit  I  take  it 

~  it  will  be,  there  will  be  no  necessity 

jne  to  introduce  my  Bill  another 

Clause  proposed  by  Mr.  Oanston 
by  leave 


New    Clause  proposed  by  Sir 
Hicks  Beach  was  read  a  second 
lind  added  to  the  Bill. 

HUSPHY :  I  beg  to  move  the 
Beading  of  tbe  new  Clause  in 

proposed, 

the  following  new  Olause  be 
Itt  Beeond  Time : 


„  _iy  Bailwav  Company  shall 
by  the  Board  at  Trade  to  provide 
^^  aees,  or  execute  anv  works,  or 
Wtj  espenditiire  under  the  proviaiona 
kjft^  which  would  properlr  be  cbarge- 
li  SB|tel  aooounty  it  ahaU  be  lawful  for 
^ifcifij  %aftunMtto  the  Board  ofTradl? 


aa  esMmate  of  the  cost  of  providingsuch  appll* 
anoes,  executing  anoh  wonu,  and  carrying  out 
such  order  geamlly.  and  thereupon  the  Board 
of  Trade  shall,  upon  the  apphcation  of  the 
Company,  fix  and  determine  tne  amount  which 
would  properly  be  capital  expenditure,  and  the 
Company  may,  from  time  to  time,  issue  deben- 
tures or  delienture  stock  in  pioriW  to  or 
ranking  pari  passu  with  any  existing  debenlnsea 
or  debenture  stock  of  such  Company  bearing 
interest  at  a  rate  npt  exceeding  five  per  cent 
per  annum  to  aa  amount  not  exceeding  the 
sum  80  fixed  and  determined,  and  any  money 
raised  under  the  proviaionB  of  this  Section  shall 
be  applied  in  carrying  out  such  requirements, 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  to  no  other  purpose 
whatsoeyer,  and  no  other  authority  gave  the 
certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  be 
requisite  to  authorise  and  validate  the  issue  of 
sudi  debentures  or  debenture  stook.'  *' 

Queation  put,  and  agreed  to,  and 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  reported  as  amended :  to  be  con* 
sidered  to-morrow. 

LONDON    COUNTY  COUNCIL  (MONEY) 
BILL.    (No.  366). 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read,  and 
discharged : — Bill  withdrawn,  and  Leave 
given  to  present  another  Bill  instead 
thereof. 

LONDON  COUNTY    COUNCIL  (MONEY 

(No.  2)  BILL. 

Presented  accordingly,  and  read  thci 
6rst  time;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  867.] 

SUPPLY— REPOET. 
Beeolution  [5th  August]  reported. 
CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

JDLA38  IV. 

**Thata  sum,  not  exceeding  £2^04,889,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majestj,  to  oompJete  the  snmi 
necessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  oome 
hi  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  Public  Educa- 
tion in  EngUuid  nnd  Wales,  including  e  xpenses 
of  the  Eduoation  Office  in  London.'^ 

Besolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  doth  affree  with  the 
(Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets. 
Poplar) :  I  desire  to  ask  lor  information 
as  to  tl\e  position  of  the  architects  of  the 
Edueation  Department.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  wtll  he  able  tb 


», 


tiS 


Supply — 


•zplain  the  system,  or  to  state  that  he 
pojloees  to  put  an  end  to  it.  I  do  not 
intend  in  anj  waj  to  reflect  on  the 
present  architect.  I  have  had  personal 
knowledge  of  his  work  in  connection 
with  the  London  School  Board  for  some 
years;  b9t  my  view  is  that  no  public 
officer  ought  to  be  placed  in  such  a 
position. 

Mr.  H.  QABDNEB  (Essex,  Saffiron 
Walden) :  I  wish  to  raise  a  question  of 
some  importance  to  ag^cultural  con- 
stituencies. Last  night  I  had  an  Amend- 
ment down  to  this  Vote;  but,  as  I 
understood  it  was  of  some  importance 
that  the  Vote  should  be  obtained  at  that 
sitting,  I  refrained  from  proposing  it. 
Now,  the  question  I  desire  to  raise  is  as 
to  the  granting  to  both  political  Parties 
the  right  to  use  schoolrooms  in  villages 
for  holding  public  meetings.  This  is  a 
question  of  pressing  importance,  and  i^ 
is  in  the  earnest  hope  that  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council  will  give  the 
House  some  satisfactory  assurance  on  the 
question  that  I  venture  to  bring  it  for- 
ward, even  at  this  late  hour.  During  the 
^ast  four  years  I  have  tried  to  get  the  ver- 
dict of  the  House  on  this  question  ;  but 
I.  have  not  been  successful  in  the  ballot. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  I  think 
^it  is  a  matter  for  regret  that  the  wisdom 
of  this  House  cannot  devise  some  more 
reasonable  means  of  determining  whe- 
ther proposed  legislation  is  important  or 
not.  We  had  a  conversation  on  this 
subject  two  years  ago,  And  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  said  it  must  take 
its  turn  with  other  topics.  I  have  had 
a  Bill  on  that  subject  before  Parliament 
for  the  last  two  Sessions,  but  have  not 
been  fortunate  enough  to  set  it  con- 
sidered. It  is  well  known  that  in  the 
agricultural  constituencies  the  use  of 
these  schools  is  not  given  with  equal 
justice  to  both  sides.  I  have  made  in- 
quiries in  80  counties,  and  in  24  of  them 
the  schools  have  been  refused  to  the 
Liberal  candidates,  and  have  been 
granted  to  the  Oonservatives.  All  I 
desire  is  to  get  equal  advantages  for 
both  political  Parties,  and  I  therefore 
trust  I  shall  get  a  satisfactory  answer 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  a.  Button 
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Mb.  OONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.):  IM 
night  I  assented  to  this  Vote  being  taba 
on  condition  that  the  President  of  the 
Council  to*  day  gave  me  inf ormatioa  oa 
two    points.      We   have   conceded  in 
theory  freedom  of  classification,  bat  the 
Code  does  not  give  it  in  praotioe,  and  I 
hold  that  teachers  ought  to  have  greater 
freedom  in  working  the  classes  as  th^ 
like.  I  hold  thatthe  system  of  paymentby 
results  has  totally  failed,  both  in  Board 
and  voluntary  schools.     The  chiidreo 
dislike  it,   and  the    teachers  at  &eb 
annual  conferences  denounce  it,  and  tiie 
result  is  that  the  £8,000,O00nowsp6nt0TL 
popular  education  does  not  produce  such 
beneficifld  results  as  it  should.    I  there- 
fore hope  that  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  brings  in  his  Code  he 
will  make  it  less  rigid.     With  regaxdto 
reforming  the  system  of  inspeetion  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  sab- 
inspectors    are    drawn     from     aotife 
teachers.    It  was  admitted  that  they  do 
their  work  well  and  that  the  inttodiN^ 
tion  of  &em  has   saved  the  coantiy 
£  12,000  a  year.  I  think  that  promotion 
to  the  higher  ranks  of  inspectors  and 
chief  inspectors  oueht  to  be  open  to 
them.    And  I  hope  the  right  hon.Qea- 
tleman  will  give  this  matter  very  careAd 
consideration.     Lately  there  has  bett 
before  this  House  a  propoeal  forpea- 
sioninfi:  School  Board  teachers  in  I«a* 
don,   but    why    should   not  proviMaL 
teacdiera  also  be  pensioned?    I  tUK 
teachers  throughout  the  ooontry  >bw 
be  brought  under  the  aoheme.    I  w 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  whedMtK 
is  not  within  the  power  of  the  Dop^ 
ment  to  arrive  at  some  saperannnatifli 
scheme  that  will  give  satialaction  totli 
teachers  so  far  as  providing  for  tiM^ 
old  age.    Thev  are  good  aervaats  oitt* 
State  and  ought  not  to  be  thrown  atW 
end  of  their  career  on  the  world.    tt> 
State  ought  to  take  them  by  the  faiML 

Majob  BASCH  (Essex,  S.E.) :  lltm 
an  appeal  to  make  to  the  CavoMlll 
consideration  of  the  ri^ht  hon. 
man,  because  in  the  part  of  the 
of  Essex  which  I  represent  we  htM 
ordinary  soil  and  therefore  oannot 
as  substantial  schools  aa  the 
officials  of  the  Education  DepaxtmiiilW 


{AiTaiTarC,'lSB9| 
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qnin.  Onegreatplaoeof  difflonltjisthe 
BMgliboiu'hood  01  the  Tilbury  Docks, 
vhus  wa  hava  a  sohool.  The  aohool  has 
ilvtjipftid  its  way,  but  owing  to  the 
hot  thit  within  a  foot  of  the  surface  we 
nme  to  water,  we  are  unable  to  put  up 
1  nbttantial  struoture.  I  hope  the 
TioePnaident  will  be  able  to  see  his 
wtf  toresdnd  the  order  to  which  I  have 
Tabned,  aud  let  ua  in  Essex  do  the  best 
we  oan  on  the  sub-soil  on  which  Qod 
luffdMeduB. 

•Ml.  OAnSTON  (Southwark) :  Last 
oigbt  little  reference  vae  made  to  the 
DbJMdooa  to  the  new  Oode  made  by  the 
Itieben.  1  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
iitauaim,  bnt  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Qmtleaaa  will,  during  the  Beoeea, 
eoDdder  seriously  the  objections  the 
ioKthen  have  raised,  and  will  not  be 
diuoaraged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Ersaham  Divisiuu  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
■od  others  who  are  trying  to  alarm  him 
Md  the  House  with  regard  to  ezpease. 
Afl  hoD.  Baronet  said  last  night  that 
it  the  ratepayers  choose  to  elect  Sohool 
Boards  who  spend  their  money  right  and 
Mt  they  alone  are  answerable.  The 
ntepayera  want  efficient  and  good 
tMcons,  and  generally  they  will  not 
Pydge  expenditure  upon  education 
vUu  will  raally  bring  about  increased 


Tis   VICE    PRESIDENT    op   the 


before  they  commenoe  their  baildinga 
as  to  haw  thej  can  beat  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Department,  aud  be 
has  been  allowed  to  receive  a  fee,  in  all 
oases  limited  to  five  guineas,  upon  gir- 
ing  his  adrioe.  [An  hon.  Ueuber: 
"Is  he  paid  bytheDepartmeatalso?  "  1 
The  Department  pay  him  by  salary.  I 
admit  tiiis  is  a  system  which  may  be 
liable  to  some  abuse.  It  is  a  system 
which  Z  have  always  looked  upon  with 
some  jealousy.  If  the  opinion  ouoe  pre- 
vails that  sohool  managers  cannot  pass 
their|Bohemssof  building  without  thepay- 
ment  of  a  fee  to  this  gentleman  it  would 
be  very  diffioult  to  retain  the  ^atem. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  every 
case  brought  to  my  knowledge,  I  have 
found  the  greatest  diffioulty  in  proving 
that  there  has  been  any  abuse ;  bat  I 
will  promise  hon.  Uembers  I  will  watoh 
the  working  of  thesy  stem  most  jealously, 
and  that  if  I  find  any  abuse  is  ooourring 
under  it,  I  will  at  once  take  steps  to 
put  the  whole  matter  on  a  different 
basis.  The  hon.  Uember  for  Saffron 
Walden  (Mr.  H.  Qorduer)  raised  the 
question  of  the  use  of  school  buildings 
for  election  meetings.  I  say  at  once,  I 
believe  it  is  to  the  advantage  of  hon. 
Uembers  ou  this  side  of  the  House  that 
every  possible  opportunity  should  be 
aSbrdea  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
promulgate  their  politioal  opinions, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  at  all  times  to  oon> 
eider  any  practioal  proposal  to  bring 
about  so  desirable  a  result.  Bat  I  must 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  there  are 
one  or  two  difficulties  to  be  grappled 
with.  In  the  first  place,  a  vast  number 
of  these  school  buildings  are  essentially 
private  property,  and  to  compel  the  use 
of  these  buildings  for  political  purposes 
is,  in  a  certain  sense,  an  invasion  of  pri- 
vate right.  Again,  these  buildings  are 
essentially  for  the  purpose  of  elementary 
education,  and  we  are  alt  aware  that  at 
times  of  politioal  excitement  there  are 
such  things  as  stormy  meetings.  This 
fact  was  appreciated  in  the  Bill  intro- 
duced the  other  day.  because  in  the 
Measure  there  was  the  provision  that 
the  candidate  should  be  held  responsible 
for  any  damage  done.  Then  we  liave 
also  to  consider  what  is  to  happen  to  the 
scholars  in  the  morning  after  a  stormy 
meeting  the  night  before.  As  to  the 
candidate  being  held  responsible  for 
damage  done,  I  can  quite  understand  the 
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case  of  a  candidate  who  is  adopted 
generally  by  a  political  party.  He  would 
probably  be  a  responsible  person,  but 
there  is  such  a  person  heard  of  in  our 
political  existence  as  the  carpet 
bagger.  Supposing  this  visionary 
element  is  introduced  into  a  political 
contest.  How  are  the  unfortunate 
managers  of  the  school  to  recover 
damages  ?  Again,  the  school  build- 
ing is  only  to  be  adopted  as  a  place 
of  political  meeting,  provided  another 
suitable  place  cannot  be  found.  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  political  con- 
tests. I  have  held  meetings  in  bams, 
and  I  have  held  meetings  m  a  jam  facr 
tory,  where  I  spoke  m>m  a  platform 
erected  on  the  top  of  a  boiler.  I  believe 
that  political  meetings  may  very  well  be 
held  without  putting  such  a  strain  upon 
our  school  resources  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber indicates.  But  I  do  not  put  these 
objections  forward  in  any  captious  spirit, 
and  I  assure  the  hon.  Ghentleman  that  if 
he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session 
dealing  with  this  (question  it  shall  be 
met  in  a  fair  and  candid  spirit.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Oonway)  has  referred 
to  two  or  three  points  connected  with 
the  proceedings  of  yesterday.  On  all 
the  points  he  raised  he  has  my  sym- 
pathy. I  assure  him  that  in  our  pro- 
posals we  mean  the  freedom  of  classifica- 
tion to  be  a  reality.  As  to  inspection, 
I  promise  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  will 
institute  a  reform  in  the  system.  I  am 
in  complete  accord  with  one  of  the  chief 
proposals  of  the  Royal  Oommission  on 
Education.  I  think  our  teachers  should 
be  admitted  to  all  classes  of  inspectors, 
and  I  also  promise  the  hon.  Member 
I  will  bring  the  scheme  of  teachers'  pen- 
sions suggested  by  the  Hoyal  Oommis- 
sion to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues. 
I  wish  I  could  give  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Essex  (Major  Basch;  a  more 
satisfactory  reply  than  I  am  in  a  position 
to  give  him.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Tilbury 
Docks  it  is  difiicult  to  raise  a  substantial 
building,  but  I  am  informed  that  in  the 
proximity  there  is  a  very  substantially 
built  Boman  Oatholic  school,  and  that 
there  are  other  brick  buildings.  I 
deeply  regret  I  cannot  meet  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  views.  The  Department 
will  not  sanction  the  use  of  iron  build- 
ings for  any  great  length  of  time.  This 
building  was  sanctioned  for  one  year  on 
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the  understanding  that  a  mere  sabfltsn- 
tial  building  would  be  substituted. 

MB.MABJOBIBANKS  (Berwiokahire): 
As  to  the  holding  of  meetings  in  bc^ioqIa, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  directsdhii 
objections  entirely  to  the  point  iab  iC  it 
was  not  the  custom  to  hola  laaetiags  in 
schools  at  all. 

♦Sir  W.  HARTDYKB:  I  understand 
the  proposal  is  tliat  the  granting  of  the 
use  of  schools  may  be  made  oompulsorj. 

Mb.  MABJOBIBAKKS :  Thatisthe 
proposal   of  my  hon.   Friend,  but  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  (Jentlemin 
were  not  directed  to  that  point  at  A 
His  argvment  was  ft  was  dangercns  to 
allow  meetings  to  be  held  in  school^ 
because  there  are  oooamonally  stomy 
meetings,  and  children  migfct  not  be 
able  to  oocuOT   the    school    the  next 
monnng^     Wnat  we  ooraplatfi  of  istAuil 
in  some  parts  of  Buffland  the  nss  of 
schools  is  only  allowed  to  one  poUtiflti 
party.    As  mt  as  my  experience  goee 
the  noisy  meetings  to  which  the  rigkt 
hoo.  Ghentleman  referred  are  genewj 
the  meetings  addressed  by  €l«ntleiii€B 
who  sit  opposite  (Ifinisterial  cheers.)  I 
am  very  glad  indeed  hon.  C^ntlMM 
corroborate  my  assertion,  beeauseitii 
a  very  material  one  to   m^  aigtuMi 
If  these  noisy  Oonservative  mestiag* 
maj^be  held  in  school  *^Mifn!¥aft%\t^  ""'^ 
it  is  clear  that  to  allow   quiet  lihersl 
meetings    cannot     possibly     interfwa 
with  the  studies  of  the  ehild[ren  the  Mtt 
morning.     Oertainly  if  my  boo.  Frkal 
goes  to  a  Division  as  a  ptoteat  agaiail 
the  action  of  the  Qovenuneat,  I  shall 
support  him. 

♦Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (GIouosf 
tershire,  Oirencester) :    This   matter  ia 
so  important  to  the  repreaentativeB  ot 
rural  constituencies  that  I,  am.  golngi 
with  very  great  regret  at  this  time  of 
the  nighty  to  move  a  redaotioa  of  thai 
vote  by  £100.    The  answer  of  the  ligkl 
hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  onsatLsbctoKf 
to  us.    We  have  not    ^ot   those  jsa 
factories  at   our   disposal,    which  tht 
right  hon.  Member  aUaded  to,  we  have 
not    all    got    bams   in    our    villages 
belonging  to  farmers    able    or  vdl&a( 
to  lend   them,   and  wlule    I    wish  Is 
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say  the  great  majoritj  of  the  clerjjy 
and  the  school  managers  are  perfectly 
fair  and  reasonable  and  offer  their 
schools  to  both  sides,  there  are  a  few 
obstinate  and  narrow-minded  clergymen 
scattered  through  the  constituencies 
vho  reiase  the  use  of  their  school- 
rooms to  Liberal  candidates.  These 
schools  are  supported  to  a  large  extent 
by  national  funds,  and  were  built  largely 
by  public  funds,  and  I  maintain  it  is 
monstrously  unfair  that  the  use  of  them 
shonld  only  be  granted  to  one  side  of 
politics.  I  beg  to  moye  the  reduction 
ofthe  rote  by  £100. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  That  Motion  cannot 
be  put  as  I  have  already  put  the  Ques- 
tion) that  the  House  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution. 

♦Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  Then  I 
most  meet  the  Question  with  the  direct 
"No." 

•Mr.  J.  0.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 

>ity) :  If  this  matter  is  to  be  pressed  to  a 

Division,  I  think  something  should  be 

aaid  on  this  side.     I  congratulate  the 

right  hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  on 

t  somewhat  limited  knowledge  of  Party 

politics.     He  seems  to  think  that  Cju- 

wrvative  meetings  are  dist-urbed  by  Con. 

Mrvati?e  speakers.  Surely,  if  Oonserva- 
tiTemeetingsare  disturbed,  they  must  be 
Curbed  by  gentlemen  of  his  own  per* 
*QAnon.  The  real  question  is,  whether 
ve  are  going  to  make  a  complete  change 
m  our  educational  system*  Schools, 
fcoth  Board  and  voluntary,  are  pro- 
l^ided  for  elementary  education,  and 
i>ov  we  are  asked  to  set  these  places 
tptrt  for  politieal  meetings.  In  the 
**a6  of  a  political  campaign,  we  might 
we  meeting  after  meeting  erening 
•fter  eTening.  In  such  a  case  what 
Vtipid  become  of  the  evening  classes, 
vbifih  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  well 
*9  we  on  this  side  said  so  much  in 
fc^oiir  of?  They  would  be  entirely 
^>9^^^  during  the  whole  of  a  poli 
yl  rampaign.  Who  would  be  the 
P»n?  Why,  the  scholars.  These 
can  only  be  done  in  this  country 

many   other   things  are  done,  by 
lent,  by   voluntary  elTort,  and 

ipromise.     I  think  it  would  be  a 
of   monstrous    tyranny    on    the 

^  this   Hod  Be   to    lay    down    a 

and  fast   rule  that  the    use    of 
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schools  should  be  granted  for  political 
meetings,  whenever  demanded,  no  mat* 
ter  how  responsible  or  irresponsible  the 
man  demanding  them  might  be. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  That  is  not  my 
proposition. 

*Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  That  is  one  of 
the  inconveniences  of  the  situation ;  we 
really  do  not  know  what  the  proposition 
is.  I  tr^st,  however,  that  the  House,  in 
the  interest  of  fair  play  to  .  both  sides^ 
will  never  consent  to  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  to  it. 

♦Ma.  OHANNING :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  University  seems  to  know 
very  little  about  village  life,  because  he 
does  not  seem  to  know  that  the  village 
school  in  many  oi  our  villages  is  prac- 
tically the  only    place  of  meeting.     I 
desire  to  bear  my  own  testimony  to  the 
courtesy    of    clergymen     in     my    own 
division,  who  have  put  their  schools  at 
my  disposal  for  political  meetings,  and 
who  also  have  granted  me  the  use  of 
Sunday  Schools,   and    in    one  case   a 
distinctly     ecclesia^^tical    building — the 
old  Bedo  House  at   Higham  Ferrers. 
But  in  many  other  parts  of  the  country 
the  use  of  the  schools  is  systematically 
refused.    In  no  case  have  I  heard  of 
the  slightest  damage  to  the   schools. 
I     was    simply    astonished     when     I 
heard  the  Vice    President  dwell  upon 
the  absurd    difficulties    created   in  his 
imagination,  and  then  go  on  to  say  thai 
he  would  give  candid  consideration  to 
any  Bill  which  my  hon.  Friend  might 
bring  forward  next  Session.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  sincere  in  his  wish 
that  Liberals  should  have  access  to  the 
schools,  why  does  he  not  bring  in  a  one 
or   two-clause    Bill     which    he    could 
easily  pass  even  at  this  period  of  the 
Session? 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
LichBeld)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oxford  University  asks  who  would  be 
the  losers  by  the  schools  beiug  used  for 
political  meetings,  and  suggests  that 
they  would  be  the  scholars.  I  deny  that 
altogether.  Let  both  sides  express  their 
views  freely,  and  then  we  should  not 
hear  quite  so  much  of  the  gross  ignor- 
ance in  Dorset,  Hampshire,  and  other 
south  country  counties.  We  have  heard 
of  the  schoolrooms  being  damaged,  hut 
we  know  that  now  schools  are  let  for 
lectures,  exhibitions,  and  the  like,  and 
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TECHNICAL     EDUCATION     BILL. 

(No.  27). 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

GENEUAL     POLICE     AND     IMPROVE- 
MENT  (SCOTLAND;  ACT  (1862)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.     (No.  262). 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

BRIBEEY  (PUBLIC    BODIES)   PREVEN- 
TION [EXPENSES.] 
Besolution  reported — 

•*That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  the  expenses  of  the  prosecution,  in 
Scotland  or  Ireland,  of  any  offence  under  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  for  the  prevention 
and  punishment  of  Bribery  and  Corruption  bv 
members  of  Public  Bodies." 

Sir  J,  Sufinhurns 


that  the  managers  merely  ask  that  the 
persons  using  them  for  such  purposes 
should  undertake  to  make  good  any 
damage  done  and  to  defray  the  cost  of 
cleaning  and  lighting.  Suppose  a  can- 
didate was  a  carpet  bagger,  a  deposit 
of  £5  before  the  school  was  used  would 
settle  the  matter  at  once.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  disrespectful  to  the  right 
hon.  Q-entl^man,  but  I  must  say  his 
objections  appeared  to  me  to  be  quite 
childish.  If  these  schools  are  to  be 
used,  then  they  ought  to  be  open  to  the 
use  of  both  parties,  and  1  see  no  objec- 
tion to  that.  I  feel  astounded  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  say 
they  are  private  property.  Are  they 
not  supported  by  public  grants  ? 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
In  connection  with  election  proceedings 
in  the  North  recently,  some  reverend 
gentleman  asked  me  not  to  say  any- 
thing against  the  Tory  candidate,  and  to 
my  surprise  I  found  that  this  was 
because  they  hoped  for  favours  from 
the  Conservative  Government,  and  the 
ground  of  their  hope  was  the  pressure 
on  the  Government  of  the  present  Home 
Secretary.  I  did  my  best  to  show  them 
on  what  a  broken  reed  they  were  rely- 
ing, by  explaining  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  once  a  Member  of  my 
own  Party. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  106,  Noes 
48.     (D'lY.  List  No.  288). 


COTTON  CLOTH  FACTORIES 

[EXPESSES.] 

Hesolution  reported — 

**  That  it  is  expedient  to  aathorise  the  pay- 
ment, in  certain  cases,  out  of  moneys  to  be  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  thu  Expenses  of 
Axbitration  under  any  Act  of  the  pteteat 
Session  to  make  further  provision  for  the  regu- 
lation of  Cotton  Cloth  Factories." 

Hesolution  agreed  to. 


JUDICIAL  RENTS   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  BUi 
to  facilitate  the  fixing  of  Judicial  Rents 
in  Ireland."— (7%if  Solicitor  General  fpr 
Ireland,) 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  Are  we  to  ba?e 

DO  explanation  of  this  ? 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  DubUn  Uni- 
versity) :  On  a  former  occasion  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  stated 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  which  I  hope  in  a 
day  or  two  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members.  Shortly  stated,  the  Bill  is  to 
facilitate  the  fixing  of  judicial  rents, 
and  examination  of  the  lands,  dispeaang 
with  a  hearing  in  open  Court  where 
both  parties  consent. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Corlt): 
I  beg  to  say  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  all  future  stages. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea  Town): 
May  I  ask  under  what  rule  are  we  now 
going  on.  It  is  past  one  o^clock,  at 
which  hour  I  always  understood  business 
should  cease. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Under  the  resoln- 
tion  passed  by  the  House  in  April  last, 
which  provides  that  contested  businesa 
being  passed,  the  Orders  of  the  Day  shall 
be  gone  through  in  the  usual  way,  woA 
also  under  the  First  Standings  Order  ef 
the  House. 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  May  I  •* 
cannot  what  is  proposed  in  this  Bill  te 
done  without  legislation  at  all  ? 

♦Mb.  madden  :  A  BiU  is  neceasaqr, 
and  when  it  comes  to  be  seen  I  do  ao^ 
think  it  will  excite  much  opposition. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Hfv 
Arthur  Balfour  and  Mr.  SoKniUff 
Oeneral  for  Ireland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [BtllM] 

H«ii8e  adjoamed  at  a  q«Ar 
after  One  o*cloc^ 
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EfTANDING  OEDEB  !5  (CL08UBE  07 
DEBATE.) 

0ider[25tli  Jul;]  for  a  Baturo  rela- 
tire  to  Standing  Order  2ft  (Olocore  of 
I^Bbale)  read,  and  disolLareed:  and,  in- 
>twf  Aereof,— 

Staading  Ordor  25  (CloBnre  of  De- 
Mto).— Betum  ordered— 

"BtapMting  appllMtioii  of  Stending  Ordar 
»  (Cknira  of  Debate)  dnriog  Bearion  1888 
■ad  goring  Smdoq  1889,  in  the  um»  fonn 
ni  is  ooatiniiBtion  of  ParlUmentary  Pkper, 
Ko.M^of8e«ion  \i9a:'—(Mr.  Jain  ElKt.) 

ORDSSS    OF  TBE  DAY. 


BDPH,T-OIVIL  SBBVICB  ESTtMATBS. 

Sdrlt — considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

OUBSIU. 

Motion  made,  and  Qneation  proposed, 
'"Ttit  a  warn,  not  BxcMdioK  £889,371,  "bt 
PwM  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  nun 
I'rrBnj    to   defisT  the  Ohaiee   which  will 


which  no  eatisfaotor;  answer  was  given 
at  all.  He  spoke  of  the  enormous  in- 
oreaae  in  the  oost  of  the  Ooostabulary 
since  1871,  and  he  compared  it  with  tlie 
cost  in  a  number  of  important  English 
towns.  Xhe  Ohief  Secretary  took  no  no- 
tice whatever  of  that  argament,  and  onl^ 
dealt  with  the  cost  of  the  poUoe  in  tti» 
MetropoUs  here  in  London.  He  said 
that  there  were  peonlisr  cdronm- 
stanoes  relating  to  the  Metropolis ;  bnt 
that  there  were  also  peculiar  oircum- 
stanoes  relating  to  Ireland.  The  pecu- 
liar eiroumstanoes  in  Ireland  are, 
that  you  are  trying  in  that  oountrj^ 
to  gorem  a  people  against  the 
will  of  the  people,  and  therefore^ 
that  yoQ  require  this  armed 
force.  It  is  upon  that  ground  that  Afr 
Ghief  Secretary  will  not  anee  to  any 
reduction  of  its  efficiency.  Surely  ther» 
can  be  no  comparison  between  this 
great  Metropolis  and  Ireland.  Here 
you  have  an  enormous  population 
oongregated  in  a  small  area,  and 
the  large  aggregation  of  wealth 
draws  towards  it  persons  from  aU 
parta  of  the  world,  and  naturally 
prodaoes  a  thieving  class  almost  un- 
known in  Ireland.  It  is  because  thia 
class  is  so  large  and  is  drawn  together 
in  ao  small  a  space  that  you  have  in 
London  to  maintain  so  large  a  farce  and 
to  incur  such  an  enormous  expenditure. 
All  these  oiroumBtanoes  are  absent  in 
Ireland;    in  fact  the  direct    oontraiy 

the  case.  We  have  an  sgri- 
oultnral  population  scattered  over  the 
face  of  the  land — no  great  aggregation 
of  wealth — no  appreciable  number  of 
thieves  or  dangerous  classes  to  be  kept 
down,  as  dangeroas  classee  are  under- 
stood in  London.  Therefore  the  com- 
parison is  simply  absurd.  And  now  let 
me  ask  why  did  the  arrest  of  my  hon, 
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♦Mb.   T.  W.  EU88BLL:     T  believe 

that  the  hon.  Member  for  Doaegal  held 

the  appointmeiit  under  the  Benchers, 
and  ihsit  the  Benuhers  derived  the 
money  with  whioh  thej  paid  him  from 
the  public  funds. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  I  do  not  think 
after  that  explanation  that  I  need  say 
anything. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  I  wish  to  say 

that  in  the  heat  of  debate  I  used  an 

expression     towards    the    right    hon. 

Gentleman  opposite  whioh  was  perfectly 
in  order,  but  was  of  a  kind  which,  I 
think,  ought  not  to  be  used  in  Parlia- 
mentary debate.  I  desire  to  express 
my  regret  at  having  used  it. 

Mb.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour):  Before  I  proceed  to  deal 
with  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, I  may  be  allowed  to  say,  in  re- 
ferenoe  to  the  unpleasant  incident  that 
has  taken  place,  that  the  feeling  dis- 
played  by  hon.  Friends  near  me  found 
vent  in  expressions  of  indignation  at 
the  attempt  to  calumniate  them  by  un- 
fair insinuations.  We  have  looked  on 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  as  the  chief  calum. 
niator,  and  I  think  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  referred  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Donegal  is  only 
a  specimen  of  that  oratory  which  he  is 
in  the  habit  of  presenting  to  the  people 
of  England  who  know  nothing  of  the 
case,  of  ourselves,  or  of  him.  But  now 
I  should  like  to  refer  to  the  speech  we 
have  had  from  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  It  is  a  speech,  of  course,  of 
whioh  his  party  are  proud;  but  all  I 
can  say  is  that  if  his  party  have  any 
hopes  of  the  (Government  of  Ireland, 
any  hope  of  tranquillizing  the  Irish 
people,  and  of  making  them  accustomed 
to  English  rule,  this  is  not  the  charac- 
ter of  speech  to  bring  about  this  result. 
If  there  is  anything,  in  addition  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Irish  police,  calcu- 
lated to  irritate  Irish  feelings,  and  to 
excite  their  natural  hoetility  against 


the  Government  and   the  Goveroment 
system  it  is  such  a  sniggering,  driTeUing 
speech  as  we  have  listened  to  to-nigbt 
in    defence    of  the    Gk>vemment.     It 
really  was   no    defence ;   nothing  mon 
offensive  to  the  feeling   of  the  people, 
nothing  more  calumnious  of  their  mo- 
tives was    ever  offered  to  an  intelligent 
assembly.    In  the  face  of  the  events 
that   are   passing   in    Ireland,  in  the 
face  of  the  complaints  that  are  made 
night  after  night  by  representatiyee  of 
the  Irish  people  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
police  throughout  Ireland,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  either  the  hardihood  oi 
the  folly  to  say  that  there  never  was  a 
time  in  the  history  of  Ireland  when  the 
feelings  between  the  people  and  the 
police  were  better  than  they  are  now. 
If  we  credit  the  right  hon.  GentHemm 
with  sincerity  when  he  made  that  state- 
ment, it  simply  proves  that  he  ia  in- 
capable of  judging    the    situation  in 
Ireland,  and  unfit  for  the  position  he 
holds.    Never  has  there  been  a  time  in 
the  memory  of  any  man  livinff,  when 
the  relations  between  police  ana  people 
have  been  so  strained  as  they  are  at 
present;  never  has  there  been  a  time 
when  any  Government  in  Ireland  baa 
set  itself  so  deliberately  to  work  to  pro- 
duce these  strained  relations.    That  ii 
not  the  state  of  things  the  right  hos. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  bring  wont  be 
will  say.     But  the   polioy    which  baa 
hitherto  been    pursued    by    the  Inih 
Government  appears  to  us  to  beanimited 
by  the  deliberate  desire  and  intention  to 
create   bad   blood   between    the  eoe* 
stabulary  and  the  people.     Yon  dev^ 
trust  the  people  of  Ireland.     The 
Secretary  regards  not    only  the 

feople  but  Aie  representatiTes  of 
rish  people  as  liars.    He  treats  e 
statement  made  bv  Irish  repreeen' 
as  a  calumny,  and  such  beings  the 
must  be  hypocritical  to   pretend 
there  can  be  nappy  relatione  between 
officials  and   the  people   of  whoa 
forms  so  low  an  estimate.     The  ' 
Member  for  South  Belfast  will  bear 
out  when  I  say  that,    not  only 
the  present  (Government  nnfi 
but   for  years    back    t^e 
been  to  bring  about  a 
between   the  pdlioe    and    the 
and  the  offioifus  who    enooore^ 
feeling  are  the  moat    tmeted. 
in  times  past  the  ICasnber    for 
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Bdfut  *ished  to  hold  «  meeting  of  hia 
Oiuj^  brethraa  to  celebrate  the 
ghrioiu  memory  of  whioh  he  is  bo  proiid, 
polioe  ware  whipped  op  from  the  Bouth 
dflnUnd,  all  Oatholics,  beoeuee  it  was 
nppoaed  that  thay  woald  be  animated 
V  fMlinga  of  hostility  towards  the 
erovd  thay  were  intended  to  keep  in 
order.  Th«  hon.  Member  will  not  deny 
tbt  it  hu  been  the  sabjeot  of  complaint 
inAeHooM. 

Mt  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) :  I  have 
^J  IQ  Hj  that  the  atatumeot  ot  the 
^  Hember  is  perfectly  without  foun- 
dttioD.  1  have  never  attributed  to  the 
(rorsrnmeat  any  deaire  to  bring;  about 
■  ooa&iot  between  the  police  and  the 
pwple. 

Ml  HAHEINGTON :  Imustoonfese 
I  UD  vary  much  anrpriaed  at  the 
inDornDt  statement  of  the  hon.  Oentle- 
■un  who,  I  believe,  was  the  one  who 
nigiDBted  the  phrase  "Morley'a  Uar- 
ivnn."  Doea  the  hon.  Uembei  mean 
to  «»y  he  has  never  referred  to  the  polioe 
««  "  Uveried  AasaBsins"  and  "  Morley's 
KoHarma  ?  "  Everybody  knows  it  was 
*"■  I  regret  it  as  much  as  anybody 
^.  At  the  beginning  of  his  obeerva- 
'inu  the  Ohief  Secretary  declared  it  to 
M  a  monstrouB  allegation  that  the  Irish 
lUiw  would  have  anvthine  to  do  with 


mittedjany  fault  against  the  Irish  Police  f 
Irish  Kepresentatives  are  alwaya  liars, 
no  matter  how  apeoifio  their  allegatioas 
are.  Their  allegation  is  made  light 
of,  and  denied  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  in 
the  very  same  terms ;  and  he  takes  every 
opportunity,  by  euloKiums,  to  enoouraga 
the  polioe  in  similar  conduct  in  the 
future.  Let  me  take  one  instance  of 
what  I  mean.  Take  the  case  of  the  man 
Hanlan,  who  was  stabbed  by  the  polioe 
at  Youghal.  He  was  stabbed  by  one  of 
32  policemen  as  he  was  running  away. 
Obviously  there  was  no  neoeesi^  for 
violence,  for  no  resistance  was  offered. 
At  the  inquest  I  represented  the  next* 
of-kin  of  this  unfortunate  man.  What, 
on  this  occasion,  was  the  conduct  of  the 
Oounty  Inspector  f  Se  refused  to  allow 
any  of  his  men  to  make  any  statemeat 
in  relation  to  the  occurrence.  How,  1 
ask,  is  it  possible  for  any  people  to  have 
confidence  in  an  Administration  which 
allows  such  conduct  as  thief  The  same 
story  was  repeated  at  MitchelstowOr 
where  three  men  were  shot  by  the  polioe 
in  the  public  square.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  haa  no  information  of  the  in> 
jury  inflicted  by  the  police  on  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Uonag* 
han.  Tet  he  has  a  system  (A  police 
espionage  that  ought  to  furnish  him 
with  any  information  he  desires.  Do 
we  not  know  that  the  extraordinary 
item  for  postage  in  these  Sstimates  in- 
eludes  the  ocot  of  telegrams  to  notify  the 
movements  of  Irish  Members  ?  Why,  I 
never  have  to  attend  a  trial  in  any  part  of 
Ireland  but  I  receive  information  &om 
official  Bonroes  of  cypher  telegrams  being 
Bcntand received  by  the  police  announcing 
that  Harrington  passed  at  such  a  time  on 
hie  way  to  such  a  trial.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  boasts  ot  the  vastly  improved 
condition  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  ana  this 
at  a  time  when  Irish  Uembers  of  Par- 
liament  can  scarcely  dare  to  hold  s 
meeting  of  their  constituents  without 
ninning  the  risk  of  being  batoned  by 
the  pohoe  and  subsequently  lodged  in 
goal.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  is  only  at  the  beginning 
of  the  struggle. 

It  beiDg  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  hie  Report  to  the 
House. 

Oonuuittee  report  ProgreH ;  to  nt 
•goia  to-mntow. 
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REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  (No.  2) 
BILL.     (No.   860). 

OoQsiderecl  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Clause  1 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  MUEPHY  (DubUn,  St.  Pat- 
rick's) :  Last  night  I  put  down  some 
Amendments  to  this  clause,  but  I  am 
informed,  Sir,  that  as  jou  have  already 
put  the  question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  it  is  not  open  to  me  to 
propose  them  at  this  stage.  Before  we 
proceed  further  with  the  Bill  I  should 
Bke  to  hear  the  views  of  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  reference  to 
them. 

♦Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH 
(Bristol,  W.) :  I  have  no  objection  to 
the  provisoes  which  the  hon.  Member 
htt  placed  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  think 
they  had  better  be  moved  in  the  form 
of  a  new  clause.  They  provide  for 
what  the  Board  of  Trade  seek  to  pro- 
vide ;  and  although  I  think  they  may 
be  unnecessary,  I  can  see  no  objection 
to  accepting  them.  With  regard  to  the 
proposed  omissions  ftom  the  first  clause, 
I  think  they  would  injure  the  efficiency 
of  the  dause,  and  I  could  not  agree  to 
them.  • 

Mb.  MUEPHT  :  I  think  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  met  me 
very  fairly, 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  8. 

♦Sib  MICHAEL    HICKS    BEACH: 

The  hon.  Member  for  Lanarkshire  has 

placed  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment, 

substituting  8  hours  for  1 2  hours  in  this 

dauee;  but  I  think  it  would  be  better 

not  to  define  any  particular  hours  in  the 

clause,  but  rather  to  leave  the  number 

to  be  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  from 

time  to  time.  I  think  it  is  obvious  that 
it  would  be  better  to  have  an  elastic 
clause,  because  what  at  one  time  and 
imder  oettain  (iiroumslanoes  longht  be 
proper  would  at  another  ^tiMO  possiUgr 


be  injurious  to  the  public  safety.  The 
clause,  as  I  propose  to  amend  it,  will 
read — 

'*  Bvery  railway  company  shall  make  to  tin 
Board  of  Trade  .'pwiodical  Betoms  at  to  ilbA 
peraons  in  the  employment  of  Che  oompw 
whose  duty  involves  tiie  safety  of  tiainB  and 
passengers,  and  who  are  employed  to  mon 
than  SQch  nnmber  of  hoars  at  a  time  as  maybe 
from  time  to  time  named  hv  the  Board  of 
Tiade." 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  8,  page 
2,  line  6,  leave  out  *<  12  "  and  inint 
'*  such  number,"  and  same  clause,  same 
page,  line  7,  i^r  *'time,"  insert  '*u 
may  be  from  time  to  time  named  by  tihe 
Board  of  Trade  "—Agreed  to. 

♦Mb.  OHANNINQ  (Northampton,!.): 
Will  the  Betum  be  made  in  the  same 
form  as  the  Betum  obtained  by  a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place,  and  will  that  shoir 
the  intervals  the  men  are  off  duty  ? 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH: 
The  Returns  will  be  in  the  same  fom 
as  those  moved  by  Earl  de  la  Warr  ii 
another  place.  I  presume  that  wiU 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Clause  4  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  ^,  ^ 
16,  after  "fare/'^  insert  "ftom  the 
place  whence  he  started,"  (  Mr.  JohmMltat^ 
— Agreed  to; 

Clause  agreed  to. 

♦Mb.  R.  K.  CAUSTON  (Southwark): 
I  bee  to  move  the  new  clause  whrn 
stands  in  my  name.  I  think  it  sp6ihi| 
for  itself.  I  do  not  think  tiiere  can  to 
any  real  opposition  to  the  propoeal*  Mil 
I  am  only  surprised  such  a  proviaioa 
was  not  adopted  many  years  ago. 

New  clause — 

<*  From  and  after  the  first  day  of  Jv 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninetj 
passenger  ticket  issned  by  any  Bsilwiy 
pany  in  the  United  Kmgdom  ■^<^T1  bear  i 
its  face,  printed  in  le^ble  chaimoten,  tlia 
chargeable  for  the  loomey  Ibr  wMoh 
ticket  is  issued  ;  and  any  Kaalway  Om, 
issuing  an^  passenger  ticket  which  doss 
bear  upon  its  nee  tiie  fare  changeable  as  sL^. 
said  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  eiosBSfi 
forty  shillings  for  every  ticket  so  issiMd.  tsf 
recovered  on  summary coaTiotion,  aniilM 
be  the  duty  of  the  Board  of  Tmde  tc  «M| 
suoh  penalty."~(ifi*.  Omumtm^^ 

—brought  up,  and  read  the  first 

Motion  made,  and  (teestioii  ptopMrij 
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«Bbi  MfOHAEL  HIOKS  BEAOH :  I 

Wb  no  objection  whatever  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  (dauee,  but  I  would  sugges  t 
tkUy  as  the  railway  companies  have  on 
bind  large  numbere  of  tickets,  the  date 

00  irhich  the  clause  should  come  into 
operation  should  be  fiied  by  an  order 
of  Ihe  Board  of  Trade.  The  time  Qxed 
by  ^  ehuise  would  not  be  quite  fair  to 
the  ooBpanies,  but  I  will  fix  as  early  a 
daj  ai  poeaible.  I  may  also  point  out 
that  difficulties  might  arise  in  cases 
thare  there  were  different  routes  from 
one  station  to  another  place.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  accept  a  clause  which 

1  think  will  meet  his  ?iews.  I  wi 
it 


will  move 


Theolaaaei 

"Ftom  and  after  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  order 
of  tbeBoaidolI^mde,  and  iiibjeot  to  saoh  ezoep- 
tioii%  if  my,  as  mav  be  allowed  by  saoh  order, 
•▼fliy  pasieDm  ticket  issued  by  any  railway 
onppanjr  ihaU  bear  apon  its  faioe,  primed  or 
written  in  legible  chaiacters  the  fare  charge- 
^fdrttiejoiiine^  for  which  such  ticket  is 
hMMd^aadaay  railway  company  issaing  any 
IMBBger  ticket  in  contravention  of  the  pro* 
Tiaoni  of  this  section  shall  be  liable  to  a 
gastty  not  exceeding  forty  shillings  for  every 
wtto  iaoed,  to  be  reoovered  on  summary 


♦Ma.  OAUSTON  :  I  think  the  pro- 
posal of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
i**Nnable  one  and  I  accept  it,  and  if 

i  it  worked  out  in  the  spirit  I  take  it 
kit  it  will  be,  there  will  be  no  necessitj 
il'  me  to  introduce  my  Bill  another 

hiriOD. 

Ihe  Clause  proposed  by  Mr.  Oauston 
^  by  leave  withdrawn. 

^e  New    Clause  proposed  by  Sir 
mael  EBcks  Beach  was  read  a  second 
•ad  added  to  the  Bill. 


t 


lb.  irUBPHY:  I  beg  CO  move  the 
NMd  Beading  of  the  new  Clause  in 


%Mtion  proposed, 

tiie  foUowing  new  Clause  be 
•  SeecrndTime: 


any  Baflway  Company  shall 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  provide 
faffCanoea,  or  execute  anv  works,  or 
W  Wr  espenditure  under  the  provisions 
Mi.M,  idkioh  would  properbr  be  oharge- 
■  la  esfital  acooont,  it  shaU  oe  h^wfol  for 
tiCVaipauj  toJaraiat^to  the  Board- ofTrade 


an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  providing  saoh  appli* 
anoes,  executing  such  wona,  and  carrying  out 
such  order  ffoamlly.  and  thereupon  the  Board 
of  Trade  shall,  upon  the  appboation  of  the 
Company,  fix  and  determine  the  amount  which 
would  properly  be  capital  expenditure,  and  the 
Company  may,  from  time  to  time,  issue  deben- 
tures or  debenture  stock  in  priorihr  to  or 
ranking  pari  passu  with  any  existing  debentuiss 
or  debenture  stock  of  such  Company  bearing 
interest  at  a  rate  npt  exceeding  five  per  cent 
per  annum  to  an  amount  not  exceeung  the 
sum  so  fixed  and  determined,  and  an]^  money 
raised  under  the  provisions  of  this  Section  shall 
be  applied  in  carrying  out  such  requirements, 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  to  no  other  purpose 
whatsoever,  and  no  other  authority  save  the 
certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  be 
requisite  to  authorise  and  validate  the  issue  of 
su^  debentures  or  debenture  stook.'  *' 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  and 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  reported  as  amended :  to  be  con* 
sidered  to-morrow. 

LONDON    COUNTY  COUNCIL  (MONEY) 
BILL.    (No.  356). 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged : — Bill  withdrawn,  and  Lea^e 
given  to  present  another  Bill  instead 
thereof. 

LONDON  COUNTY    COUNCIL  (MONEY 

(No.  8)  BILL. 

Presented  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time;  to  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Thursday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[BiU  867.] 

SUPPLY—EBPOBT. 
Besolution  [5th  August]  reported. 
CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

JCILA0S  lY. 

**Thata  sum,  not  exceeding  £2^04,889,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomfdete  the  sunt 
necessary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890,  for  Public  Educa- 
tion in  England  nnd  Wales,  including  e  xpensee 
of  the  Education  Office  in  London/*^ 

Besolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolntion." 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Poplar) :  I  desire  to  ask  for  information 
as  to  tha  position  of  the  architects  of  the 
Education  Department.  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gkntleman  wtll  be  able  tt> 
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explain  the  eyBtem,  or  to  state  that  he 
pofloeee  to  put  an  end  to  it.  I  do  not 
intmid  in  any  way  to  reflect  on  the 

S resent  arohiteot.  I  have  had  personal 
nowledffe  of  his  work  in  oonneotion 
with  the  London  School  Board  for  some 
years;  h^X  my  view  is  that  no  public 
officer  ought  to  be  placed  in  such  a 
position. 

Mr.  H.  GASDNEB  (Essex,  Sa£^n 
Walden) :  I  wish  to  raise  a  question  of 
some  importance  to  agricultural  con- 
stituencies. Last  night  I  had  an  Amend- 
ment down  to  this  Vote;  but,  as  I 
understood  4t  was  of  some  importance 
that  the  Vote  should  be  obtained  at  that 
sitting,  I  refrained  from  proposing  it. 
Now,  the  question  I  desire  to  raise  is  as 
to  the  granting  to  both  political  Parties 
the  right  to  use  school -rooms  in  Tillages 
for  holding  public  meetings.  This  is  a 
question  of  pressing  importance,  and  it 
is  in  the  earnest  hope  that  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Oounoil  will  give  the 
House  some  satisfactory  assurance  on  the 
question  that  I  venture  to  bring  it  for- 
ward, even  at  this  late  hour.  During  the 
last  four  years  I  have  tried  to  get  the  ver- 
dict of  the  House  on  this  question ;  but 
I.  have  not  been  successful  in  the  ballot. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  so,  I  think 
JLt  is  a  matter  for  regret  that  the  wisdom 
of  this  House  cannot  devise  some  more 
reasonable  means  of  determining  whe- 
ther proposed  legislation  is  important  or 
not.  We  had  a  conversation  on  this 
subject  two  years  ago,  And  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  then  said  it  must  take 
its  turn  with  other  topics.  I  have  had 
a  Bill  on  that  subject  before  Parliament 
for  the  last  two  Sessions,  but  have  not 
been  fortunate  enough  to  get  it  con- 
sidered. It  is  well  known  that  in  the 
agricultural  constituencies  the  use  of 
these  schools  is  not  given  with  equal 
justice  to  both  sides.  I  have  made  in- 
quiries in  80  counties,  and  in  24  of  them 
the  schools  have  been  refused  to  the 
Liberal    candidates,    and    have    been 

S ranted  to  the  Conservatives.  All  I 
esire  is  to  get  equal  advantages  for 
both  political  Parties,  and  I  therefore 
trust  I  shall  get  a  satisfactory  answer 
from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman. 

Mr.  a.  Bmifan 


Mb.  OONWAY  (Ldtrim,  N.):  Lut 
night  I  assented  to  this  Vote  being  tafan 
on  condition  that  the  President  of  the 
Council  to-day  gave  me  informatioiKA 
two  points.  We  have  conceded  in 
theory  freedom  of  classification,  but  the 
Oode  does  not  give  it  in  praetioe,  and  I 
hold  that  teachers  ought  to  have  grettac 
freedom  in  working  the  classes  as  tiiey 
like.  I  hold  that  the  system  of  payment  by 

results  has  totally  failed,  both  in  Boaid 
and  voluntary  schools.     The  childrai 
dislike  it,   and  the    teachers  at  theb 
annual  conferences  denounce  it,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  £8,000,000nowspenton 
popular  education  does  not  produce  ench 
beneficial  results  as  it  shomd.    I  there- 
fore hope  that  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  again  brings  in  his  Oode  he 
wiU  make  it  less  rigid.     With  regudto 
reforming  the  system  of  inspeetion  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  sab- 
inspectors    are    drawn     from     aotife 
teachers.    It  was  admitted  that  they  do 
their  work  well  and  that  the  inticdne- 
tion  of   tiiem  has   saved  the  conntiy 
£12,000  a  vear.  I  think  that  promotioa 
to  the  higher  ranks  of  inspectors  and 
chief  inspectors  ought  to  be  open  to 
them.    And  I  hope  the  right  hon.Q«ft- 
tleman  will  g^ve  this  matter  very  carefsl 
consideration.     Lately  there  has  bsn 
before  this  House  a  proposal  for  pes- 
sioninff  School  Board  teaehera  in  umr 
don,   but    why    should   not  proTiacUi 
teachers  also  be  pensioned?    I  tU^ 
teachers  throughout  the  country  diodi 
be  brought  under  the  scheme.    I  adt 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  consider  whether  B 
is  not  within  the  power  of  the  Depalt* 
ment  to  arrive  at  some  superannualidS 
scheme  that  will  give  satiniEkCtion  tottt 
teachers  so  far  as  providing  for  Arft 
old  age.    Thev  are  good  servants  oltht 
State  and  ought  not  to  be  thrown  atAi 
end  of  their  career  on  the  worid.    90 
State  ought  to  take  them  by  the  huA. 


Major  KASOH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I 
an  appeal  to  make  to  the  faiUHHifc 
consideration  of  the  ri^pht  hon. 
man,  because  in  the  part  of  ihm 
of  Essex  which  I  repreaent  we  haitBWM 
ordinary  soil  and  therefore  oannoiMs 
as  substantial  schools  as  the  pensMA^ 
officials  of  the  Education 
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quite.  One  gnai  place  of  difi^alty  1b  the 
na^bourliood  of  the  Tilbur;  Doobs, 
•liweve  haveasohool.  The  sohool  has 
Blwajspaid  ita  way,  but  owing  to  the 
hot  thtt  within  a  foot  of  the  surface  we 
nffl«  to  water,  we  are  unable  to  put  up 
1  jubatantiol  atraoture.  I  hope  the 
Vice  Fresident  will  be  able  to  see  hia 
way  to  Tssoiiid  the  order  to  which  I  have 
Tefemd,  aad  let  ua  in  Sssex  do  the  beat 
v«  Dsa  on  the  sub-aoQ  on  which  Qod 
liu  planed  ne. 

«Ms.  OAUSTON  (Southwark) :  Last 
nigliC  little  reference  was  made  to  the 
Dbjectioos  to  the  new  Oode  made  by  the 
1  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the 
,  but  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Oaotleman  will,  during  the  Receaa, 
consder  serioualj  the  objeotions  the 
ttaeben  have  raised,  and  will  not  be 
diMoaraged  b;  the  hon.  Uember  for 
tbs  Ereaham  DiTiaion  (Sir  R.  Temple) 
ud  othera  who  are  trying  to  alarm  him 
ud  the  House  with  regard  to  expense, 
Aa  hon.  Baronet  aaid  last  night  that 
if  the  ratepayers  ohoose  to  elect  School 
Baarda  who  spend  their  money  right  and 
left  they  alone  are  answerable.  The 
ntetiayera  want  efficient  and  good 
(aaehen,  and  generally  they  will  not 
gnidge  expenditure  upon  education 
rJlien  will  really  bring  about  inoreaaed 
sBoianoy. 

*TsM    VICCE    PRESIDENT    of   the 
OODHCIL  (Sir  W.  Hakt  Djkb,  Kent, 


before  th^  oommenoe  their  buildinga 
as  to  how  they  oaq  beat  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Department,  and  he 
has  been  allowed  to  receive  a  fee,  in  all 
cases  litnitad  to  five  guineas,  upou  gir- 
iog  his  advice.  [A^  hou.  Ububbb: 
"  Is  he  paid  by  the  Department  also  ?  "1 
The  Department  pay  Mm  by  salary.  I 
admit  this  is  a  system  which  may  be 
liable  to  some  abuse,  It  is  a  system 
whiuh  I  have  always  looked  upon  with 
some  jealonsy.  If  the  opinion  onoe  pre- 
▼alia  that  school  managers  cannot  pass 
theirjscbemesof  building  without  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  to  this  gentleman  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  retain  the  system. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  every 
case  brought  to  my  knowledge,  I  have 
found  the  greatest  difficulty  m  proving 
that  there  has  been  any  abuse ;  but  I 
will  promise  hon.  Members  I  will  watch 
the  working  of  theeyatem  mostjealoady, 
and  that  if  I  6nd  any  abuse  is  ooourring 
under  it,  I  will  at  once  take  steps  to 
put  the  whole  matter  on  a  different 
baais.  The  hon.  Member  for  SafiFron 
Walden  (Mr.  H.  Qardner)  raised  the 
question  of  the  use  of  school  buildings 
for  election  meetings.  I  any  at  ouce,  I 
believe  it  is  to  the  advantage  of  hon. 
Uembers  on  this  aide  of  the  House  that 
every  possible  opportunity  abould  be 
aSoTded  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
promulgate  their  political  opinions, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  at  all  ttmea  to  eon- 
aider  any  practical  proposal  to  bring 
about  so  desirable  a  reault.  But  I  must 
remind  hon.  Qentlemen  that  there  are 
one  or  two  difficultiea  to  be  grappled 
with.  In  the  first  place,  a  vast  numbw 
of  tlieae  school  buildings  are  easeatially 
private  property,  and  to  compel  the  use 
of  these  buildings  for  political  purposee 
is,  in  a  certain  sense,  an  invasion  of  pri- 
vate right.  Again,  these  buildings  are 
essentially  for  the  purpose  of  elementary 
eduoatioo,  and  we  are  all  aware  that  at 
times  of  political  excitement  there  are 
such  things  as  atormy  meetings.  This 
fact  waa  appreciated  in  the  Bill  intro- 
duced the  other  day,  because  in  the 
Ueasure  there  was  the  provision  that 
the  candidate  should  be  held  responsible 
for  any  damage  done.  Then  we  liave 
also  to  oonaider  what  is  to  happen  to  the 
acholara  in  the  morning  after  a  stormy 
meeting  the  night  be^re.  As  to  the 
candidate  being  held  reaponaible  for 
damage  done,  I  can  quite  underatand  the 
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case  of  a  candidate  who  is  adopted 
generally  by  a  political  party.  He  would 
probably  be  a  responsible  person,  but 
there  is  such  a  person  heard  of  in  our 
political  existence  as  the  carpet 
bagger.  Supposing  this  visionary 
element  is  introduced  into  a  political 
contest.  How  are  the  unfortunate 
managers  of  the  school  to  recover 
damages  ?  Again,  the  school  build- 
ing is  only  to  be  adopted  as  a  place 
of  political  meeting,  provided  another 
suitable  place  cannot  be  found.  I  have 
had  some  experience  of  political  con- 
tests. I  have  held  meetinp^  in  bams, 
and  I  have  held  meetings  m  a  jam  facr 
tory,  where  I  spoke  m>m  a  platform 
erected  on  the  top  of  a  boiler.  I  believe 
that  political  meetings  may  very  well  be 
held  without  putting  such  a  strain  upon 
our  school  resources  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber indicates.  But  I  do  not  put  these 
objections  forward  in  any  captious  spirit, 
and  I  assure  the  hon.  Ghentleman  that  if 
he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  next  Session 
dealing  with  this  question  it  shall  be 
met  in  a  fair  and  candid  spirit.  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Oonway)  has  referred 
to  two  or  three  points  connected  with 
the  proceedings  of  yesterday.  On  all 
the  points  he  raised  he  has  my  sym- 
pathy. I  assure  him  that  in  our  pro- 
posals we  mean  the  freedom  of  classifica- 
tion to  be  a  reality.  As  to  inspection, 
I  promise  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  will 
institute  a  reform  in  the  system.  I  am 
in  complete  accord  with  one  of  the  chief 
proposals  of  the  Royal  Oommission  on 
Education.  I  think  our  teachers  should 
be  admitted  to  all  classes  of  inspectors, 
and  I  also  promise  the  hon.  Member 
I  will  bring  the  scheme  of  teachers'  pen- 
sions suggested  by  the  Hoyal  Oommis- 
sion to  the  attention  of  my  colleagues. 
I  wish  I  could  give  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Essex  (Major  Basch;  a  more 
satisfactory  reply  than  I  am  in  a  position 
to  give  him.  My  hon.  Friend  says  that 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Tilbury 
Docks  it  is  difficult  to  raise  a  substantial 
building,  but  I  am  informed  that  in  the 
proximity  there  is  a  very  substantially 
built  Boman  Catholic  school,  and  that 
there  are  other  brick  buildings.  I 
deeply  regret  I  cannot  meet  the  hon. 
Gisntleman's  views.  The  Department 
will  not  sanction  the  use  of  iron  build- 
ings for  any  great  length  of  time.  This 
buil^g  was  sanctioned  for  one  year  on 
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the  understanding  that  a  more  sabstsn- 
tial  building  would  be  substituted. 

Mn.MABJOBIBANKS  (Berwioksbire): 
As  to  the  holding  of  meetings  in  bcUoqIa, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  directsdhii 
objections  entirely  to  the  point  us  if  it 
was  not  the  custom  to  holi  laeetings  in 
schools  at  all. 

♦Sir  W.  HARTDYKB:  I  understand 
the  proposal  is  that  the  granting  of  the 
use  of  schools  may  be  made  oompulBoiy. 

Mb.  MABJOBIBAKKS :  TbatisAe 
proposal   of  my  hon.   Friend,  but  tihe 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
were  not  directed  to  that  point  at  aB. 
Iffis  argvment  was  it  was  dangeroos  to 
allow  meetings  to  be  held  in  schoob, 
because  there  are  ocoamonally  stormy 
meetings,  and  children  might  not  be 
able  to  oocuOT^  the    school    the  next 
morning^     What  we  oomplaan  of  islbsi 
in  some  parts  of  Bnffland  tk*  use  d 
schools  is  only  allowed  to  one  politisal 
party.    As  fliir  as  my  experience  fpoas 
the  noisy  meetings  to  whioh  th#  ng^t 
hoo.  Ghentleman  referred  are  genervly 
the  meetings  addressed  by  €hentlem«B 
who  sit  opposite  (Ifinistomd  cheers.)  I 
am  very  glad  indeed  hon.  C^ntleoM 
corroborate  my  assertion,  beeaose  it  if 
a  veiy  material  one  to  m^  avgvmmt 
If  tiiese  noisy  Oonservative   meeCiags 
maj^be  held  in  school  rooms suaalipNfllBa^ 
it  is  clear  that  to  allow  ouiet  libtfsl 
meetings    cannot     possibly     interfere 
with  the  studies  of  the  children  tke  nest 
morning.     Oertainly  if  my  ban.  Fiisai 
goes  to  a  Division  as  a  protest  agaiM^ 
the  action  of  the  Govermaenty  I  shall 
support  him. 

*Mb.   WINTEBBOTHAM   (Glouoes- 

tershire,  Oirencester) :   This    matter  is 

so  important  to  the  representatives  oC 

rural  constituencies  that  I.  ana   going, 

with  very  great  regret  at  this  time  of 

the  nighty  to  move  a  redaotioa  of  thk 

vote  by  £100.    The  answer  of  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  unaatisfaflitcyff 

to  us.  We  have  not  g^t  tbose  jaa 
factories  at  our  disnosal,  wbioh  the 
light  hon.  Member  alluded  to,  weha?^ 
not  all  got  bams  in  our  villages 
belonging  to  farmers  able  or  wiBiB^ 
to  lend   them,   and  while    I    wxah  to 
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say  the  great  majoritj  of  the  cler^ 
and  the  school  managers  are  perfectly 
fair  and  reasonable  and  offer  their 
schools  to  both  sides,  there  are  a  few 
obstinate  and  narrow-minded  clergymen 
scattered  through  the  constituencies 
who  refuse  the  use  of  their  school- 
rooms tu  Liberal  candidates.  These 
eehools  are  supported  to  a  large  extent 
by  national  funds,  and  were  built  largely 
by  public  funds,  and  I  maintain  it  is 
monstrously  unfair  that  the  use  of  them 
should  only  be  gpranted  to  one  side  of 
politics.  I  beg  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  vote  by  £100. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  That  Motion  cannot 
be  put  as  I  have  already  put  the  Ques* 
tion,  that  the  House  do  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution. 

♦Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  :  Then  I 
must  meet  the  Question  with  the  direct 
"No." 

♦Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) :  If  this  matter  is  to  be  pressed  to  a 
IXvision,  I  think  something  should  be 
said  on  this  side.  I  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Berwickshire  on 
a  somewhat  limited  knowledge  of  Party 
politics.  He  seems  to  think  that  Cjn- 
servative  meetings  are  disturbed  by  Con. 

servative  speakers.    Surely,  if  Conserva- 
tive meetings  are  disturbed,  they  must  be 
disturbed  by  gentlemen  of  hia  own  per- 
suasion.    The  real  question  is,  whether 
we  are  going  to  make  a  complete  change 
in    our    educational    system <    Schools, 
both  Board    and    voluntary,   are    pro- 
vided   for    elementary  education,   and 
now  we  are  asked    to  set  these  places 
apart   for   political    meetings.     In  the 
case  of  a  political  campaign,  we  might 
have    meeting  after    meeting  evening 
after   evening.    In   such   a  case  what 
would   become  of  the  evening  classes, 
which  lion.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  well 
as  we  on    this   side   said   so   much  in 
favour  of  ?      They    would   be  entirely 
suspended  during  the  whole  of  a  poli 
tical    campaign.     Who    would    be  the 
losers?      Why,    the    scholars.      These 
things  can  only  be  done  in  this  country 
as  so  many  other  things  are  done,  by 
arrangement,  by  voluntary  eli'ort,  and 
by  compromise.     I  think  it  would  be  a 
piece    of    monstrous    tyranny    on    the 
part    of  this   House   to    lay    down    a 
hard  and  fast  rule  that  the    use    of 
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schools  should  be  granted  for  political 
meetings,  whenever  demanded,  no  mat  • 
ter  how  responsible  or  irresponsible  the 
man  demanding  them  might  be. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  That  is  not  my 
proposition. 

♦Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  That  is  one  of 
the  inconveniences  of  the  situation ;  we 
really  do  not  know  what  the  proposition 
is.  I  trust,  however,  that  the  House,  in 
the  interest  of  fair  play  to  .  both  sides, 
will  never  consent  to  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  to  it. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxford  University  seems  to  know 
very  little  about  village  life,  because  he 
does  not  seem  to  know  that  the  village 
school  in  many  of  our  villages  is  prac- 
tically the  only  place  of  meeting.  I 
desire  to  bear  my  own  testimony  to  the 
courtesy  of  clergymen  in  my  own 
division,  who  have  put  their  schools  at 
my  disposal  for  political  meetings,  and 
who  also  have  granted  me  the  use  of 
Sunday  Schools,  and  in  one  case  a 
distinctly  eoclesiantical  building — the 
old  Bedo  House  at  Higham  Ferrers. 
But  in  many  other  parts  of  the  country 
the  use  of  the  schools  is  systematically 
refused.  In  no  case  have  I  heard  of 
the  slightest  damage  to  the  schools. 
I  was  simply  astonished  when  I 
heard  the  Vice  President  dwell  upon 
the  absurd  difficulties  created  in  his 
imagination,  and  then  go  on  to  say  thai 
he  would  give  candid  consideration  to 
anv  Bill  which  my  hon.  Friend  might 
bring  forward  next  Session.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  sineere  in  his  wish 
that  Liberals  should  have  access  to  the 
schools,  why  does  he  not  bring  in  a  one 
or  two-clause  Bill  which  he  could 
easily  pass  even  at  this  period  of  the 
Session? 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oxford  University  asks  who  would  be 
the  losers  by  the  schools  being  used  for 
political  meeting8,  and  suggests  that 
they  would  be  the  scholars.  I  deny  that 
altogether.  Let  both  sides  express  their 
views  freely,  and  then  we  should  not 
hear  quite  so  much  of  the  gross  ignor- 
ance in  Dorset,  Hampshire,  and  other 
south  country  counties.  We  have  heard 
of  the  schoolrooms  being  damaged,  butt 
we  know  that  now  schools  are  let  for 
lectures,  exhibitions,  and  the  like,  and 
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thnt  the  maDt^era  mere);  ask  that  the 
psreone  uaing  tUem  for  such  purpoaes 
should  undertake  to  make  good  any 
damage  done  and  to  defraj  the  coat  of 
cleaning  aad  lighting.  Suppoi 
dtdate  was  a  carpet  bagger,  e,  deposit 
of  £5  before  the  school  was  used  would 
settle  the  matter  at  once.  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  disrespectful  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentlbman,  but  I  must  say  his 
objectioDB  appeared  to  me  to  bo  quite 
chii^ah.  If  these  schools  are  to  be 
used,  then  thoj  ought  to  be  open  to  the 
use  of  both  parties,  and  1  see  no  objec- 
tion to  that.  I  feel  astounded  that  the 
right  hon.  C^entleman  should  sar 
thej  are  private  property.  Are  they 
not  supported  by  public  grants  ? 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWEECWaterford.E.); 
In  connection  with  election  proceedings 
in  the  North  recently,  some  reverend 
gentleman  ashed  me  not  to  eay  any- 
thing against  the  Tory  candidate,  and  to 
my  surprise  I  found  that  this  was 
because  they  hoped  for  favours  from 
the  Conservative  Oovetnment,  and  the 
ground  of  their  hope  was  the  pressure 
on  the  Qoremment  of  the  present  Home 
Secretary.  I  did  my  beat  to  show  them 
on  what  a  broken  reed  they  were  rely- 
ing, by  explaining  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  once  a  Member  of  my 
own  Party.  ■' 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  106,  Noes 
48.     (Div.  List  No.  283). 

TECHNICAL     EDUOATIOH     BILL. 

(No.  27). 
Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

GENERAL     POLICE     AND    IMPROVE- 
MENT {SUOTLANDJ  ACT  (1862)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.      (No.  26-3). 
Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  10- 


(Irtland)  Bill.  6S2       { 


UEIBEBY  (PUBLIC  BODIES)  PEEVEN- 
TIUN  lEXPENSES.] 

Besolution  repotted — 

"Thst  Itia  expedient  to  autborise  the  pa;- 
mentiOUL  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Porlia- 
ment,  of  the  etpeoies  of  tha  proaeontion,  in 
(Scotland  or  Iruland,  of  any  oflenoe  undet  any 

:t  of  the  preaent  aeBsion  for  the  prevention 


Sir  J.  SwiiiuTHf 


COTTON  CLOTH  FACTORIES 
[EXPENSES.] 

Resolution  reported — 

"  ITiat  it  is  eipodient  to  unthoriletlit  piy. 
ment,  in  certain  caioa,  out  oC  monoyi  Co  be  pro- 
vided by  ParliamsDt,  of  tha  &ip«nM  oF 
Arbitration  under  any  Act  of  the  jncMul 
Seaion  to  make  further  proviaion  for  the  re- 
lation o(  Cutton  Cloth  Factoriea." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

JUDICIAL  RESTS   (IRELAND}  BILL. 

Uotion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  leave  be  given  to  tiring  in  a  BiU 
to  facilitate  the  fixing  of  Judicial  Besta 
in  Ireland."— (T.**  Salieitor  Omtrai  fit 
Irtland.) 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLT3  :  Are  we  to  bafs 
no  explanation  of  this  ? 
•Tub  solicitor  GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddew,  Dublin  TIn\- 
veraity) :  On  a  former  occasion  my  rij^t 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  stated 
the  object  of  the  Bill,  which  I  hope  in  » 
day  or  two  will  be  in  the  hands  of  bon. 
Members.  Shortly  stated,  the  Bill  is  to 
facilitate  the  fixing  of  judicial  renta, 
and  examination  of  the  lands,  dispenuag 
with  a  hearing  in  opea  Court  where 
both  parties  consent. 

Mr.  MAOEICE  HEALT  (Cork); 
I  beg  to  say  I  shall  feel  it  ray  duty  to 
oppose  the  Bill  on  all  future  stages. 

Mr.  OILLWYN  (Swansea  Town): 
May  I  ask  under  what  rule  are  we  aor 
going  on.  It  is  past  one  o'clock,  at 
which  hourl  always  understood  businen 
should  cease. 

•Ha.  SPEAKER:  Under  the  resola- 
tion  passed  by  the  House  in  April  last, 
which  provides  that  contested  busineei 
being  passed,  the  Orders  of  tha  Day  shall 
be  gone  through  in  the  usual  way,  txA 
also  under  the  Fiti '  "'      "        "  '      ' 
the  House. 
•Mb.  T.  W.  R0I 
cannot  what  is  pro 
done  without  legis 

*Mb.  madden 

and  when  it  comes 
think  it  will  excite 

Question  put,  an 

Ordered  to  be 
Arthur  Balfour 
Oeneral  for  Irelani 

Bill  presented,  and 
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NASDISQ  OBDEB  K  (CLOSUBE  OF 

DEBATE.) 
OrdarTSSth  Julj]  for  a  Betum  nla- 
tin  to  Standing  CMer  25  (Olonire  of 
Debate}  read,  and  diBdianrea;  and, 
■toad  thereof,— 

Standing  Order  25  (Oloanre  of  De- 
bits),—Betum  ordered — 

"RMpecting:  applicatioii  of  Standing  Order 
U  (Oomre  of  DetnU)  daring  8«Mion  1BS8 
•ad  dnring  SoMioii  ISSS,  in  the  Mma  farm 
mi  in  contiDiiation  of  I^Iiunentuy  F^per, 
Bo.  13^  of  Benion  lB88."--<Jfr.  John  ElHt.) 

OaSBBS    OF  TSE  DAT. 


SnPPLT-OrVIL  SEBVICB  ESTIMATES. 

BvPTLT— Kmnmdered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

OUBSIU. 

Ibtion  made,  and  Queatton  proposed. 


which  no  satisfaotory  answer  was  givrai 
at  all.  He  spoke  of  the  enormous  in- 
creaae  in  the  tx)st  of  the  Oonetabulary 
siuoe  1871,  and  he  compared  it  with  the 
coat  in  a  number  of  important  English 
towns.  The  Obi  ef  Secretary  took  no  no> 
tioe  whatever  of  that  argument,  and  onlf 
dealt  with  the  cost  of  the  police  in  th» 
MetropoliB  here  in  London.  He  said 
that  there  were  peonliar  droum- 
stanoes  relating  to  the  Metropolis ;  but 
that  there  were  also  peculiar  oiroam- 
etanoes  relating  to  Ireland.  The  peoa- 
liar  droumstanoes  in  Ireland  are, 
that  you  are  trying  in  that  oountty 
to  govern  a  people  against  the 
will  of  tiie  people,  and  therefore, 
it  is  that  you  require  this  armed 
force.  It  is  npon  that  ground  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  will  not  agree  to  any 
reduction  of  its  efBoienoy.  Surely  ther& 
can  be  no  comparison  between  thia 
great  UetropoUa  and  Ireland.  Here 
yon  have  an  enormons  population 
congregated  in  a  small  area,  an4 
the  large  aggregation  of  wealth 
draws  towards  it  persons  from  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  aaturaUy 
produces  a  thieving  class  almost  un- 
known in  Ireland.  It  is  beoauee  this 
class  is  BO  large  and  is  drawn  tt^ther 
in  BO  small  a  space  that  you  have  in 
London  to  maintain  so  large  a  force  and 
to  incur  such  an  enonunas  expenditure. 
All  these  oiroamstanoes  are  absent  in 
Lwland;  in  fact  the  direct  contrary 
case.  We  have  an  agri- 
cultural population  scattered  over  the 
&oe  of  the  land — no  great  aggregation 
of  wealth — no  appreciable  number  of 
thievee  or  dangerous  classes  to  be  kept 
down,  as  dangerous  classes  ue  under- 
stood in  London.  Therefore  the  oom- 
pariaon  is  eimpty  absurd.  And  now  let 
me  ask  why  md  the  arrest  of  my  hon. 
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Friend    Ihe    Member   for    North-East 
Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  take  place  at  a 
railway  station  on  an  occasion  when  it  was 
calculated  naturally  to  produce  a  feeling 
of  irritationf?    The  Chief  Secretary  says 
that  he  regrets  the  batoinng  of  t&^hon. 
Member  for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P. 
Q'3j:ien).  ■  I^  hope  that  regret  is  sincere 
OB  the  part  of  die  right  hon.   Gentle* 
nan)  but  I  have  failed  to  observe  in 
Ms  remarks  in  this  House,  or  in  his 
conduct    in    Ireland    that    regard    for 
humian  suffering  and  that  tenderness  for 
-the  lives  and  feelings  of    his    fellow 
creatures,  which  would  induce  me    to 
attach     much      importance     to      his 
expressions  of  regret.    I  attach  less  im« 
portance  to  them  on  account  of  what  he 
'taid  immediately  afterwards.    He  com- 
plained   that     my    hon.     Friend    the 
Member  for  North  Monaghan  had  not 
attended  a  trial  in  which  he  was  inter- 
^ested,  although  he  had  indulged  in  a 
'  walk  in  Dr.  Tanner's  garden  for  two 
hours,  and  had  been  out  of  doors  on 
several  days.     It  appears  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  been  able  to  follow 
most   minutely  all  the  actions  of   my 
hon.  Friend.    Yet  he  told  ns  a  moment 
before  that  he  had  no  offioiai  knowledge 
of  the  batoning  of  my  hon.  Friend,  or 
of  the  severity  of  that  batoning,  although 
he  was  able  Immediately  afterwards  to 
g^ve  full  particulars  of  the  proceedings 
of  my  hon.  Friend  for  days.     My  belief 
is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
official  information  of   everything    he 
cares     to     know,     and     that     upon 
those    things     which     he    does     not 
care     to    know     he    prefers     to    be 
left  in  ignorance.    He  implied  that  my 
hon.  Friend  might  have  been  pres^it  at 
the  trial  to  which  he  referred  because 
he  had  been  out  of  doors  walking  in  a 
garden  and  in  various  other  places  pre- 
Tiously,  but  I  am  sure  that  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  knows   Tery  little  of 
human  suffering  and  illness  if  he  thinks 
that  that  is  a  serious  argument,  which  will 
impose  upon  this  Committee.    I  myself 
have  suffered  from  what  is  known  as 
nerve  exhaustion,  and  I  can  well  imagine 
the  condition  of  my  hon.  Friend  after 
having  been  subjected  to  the  frightful 
cruelties  that  were  inflicted  upon  him 
by  the  police.    Does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  know  that  a  man  may  be 
able  to  walk  in  a  garden  or  about  a 
town  and  yet  be  unable  to  endure  the 
worry  and  annoyance  of  an  examination 
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in  a  public  court  ?    As  a  matter  of  fact 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  yet 
been  subjected  to   batoning,  althoogh 
he  deserves  it  quite  as  much  as  a  good 
many  of  my  hon.  Friends  who  have  ez- 
periencdd  3.    I  am  quite  sure  that  if 
he  had  been,  it  would  be  a  long  time 
before  he  would  come  down  to  tl^ 
House  and  make  such  an  able  8peeA.'a8 
that  which  he  made  last  night.    In  re- 
gard to  the  occurrence  at  CharloTiUe, 
the    right    hon.    Gentleman    said   he 
thought  it  was  to  be  regretted,  that  the 
District  Inspector  himself  discharged  his 
revolver,  and  that  it  would  have  been 
much  better  if  he  had  simply  given  an 
order   to    his  men    to   do  so.    Is  he 
prepared    to    follow  that    up  by  any 
reprimand    to    the   officer,    so  as  to 
convince  him  that   he    did  something 
of  which  the  Government  disapproved? 
On  the  contrary,  I  am  afraid  we  shall 
soon  hear  that  District  Inspector  CJon- 
cannon  has  been  promoted  on  account 
of  the  extraordinary  zeal  and  pludr  he 
displayed  in  firing  off  his  revolver  open 
an  unarmed  crowd.     The  same  remaik 
applies  to  what  the  right  hon.  Qeatle- 
man  said   ia   referenoe     to    Sergeant 
Mahony.   Sergeant  Mahony  gave  paaa^ 
in  Donegal,  and  all  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  was  that  the  passes  so  given 
did  not  inoonvenience  any  law-abi^tiag 
person.     The  real  question  is,  wastlw 
thing  legal  or  not?       Had    Sergeant 
Mahony  a  right  to  give  these  passes? 
It  id  not  a  question  of  the  amount  of 
inconvenience     they    occasioned,    but 
whether  this    man   had   any  right  t9 
issue  passes  at  all  ?    If  not,  he  shouU 
have  been  reprimanded  or    degraded, 
instead  of  which  he  has  been  honooiei 
and  promoted.    And  now  in  regard  to 
the  police.     For  audacity  of  assertion  I 
think  I  never  knew  anyone  to  come  UB 
'  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ghitf 
Secretary,  because  he   asserts  that  it 
no    time    were   the   relations    of  ths 
people    of     Ireland    and     the    P^* 
as  good  as  at  this  moment.     I  r^UBt 
admit  that  in  certain  parts  of  the 
try  there  is  a  fairly  good  feeling  b 
the  police  aud  &e  people.  In  my 
for   instance  —  Queen's    Gouu^  —  W 
police  and  the  people  live  togetbariJ 
comfortably.    6ut  wky  is  this?   Jb 
because,   as  a  mle,  tite  landloidt 
forbearing,  and  with  the  single 
tion  of  Luggacnrran,  no  case  of  . 
ship  has  tuen  places     Thero  bar 
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MiBitueea  ondbr  tlra  Oiiiaea  'A«t  in 
vinh  men  have  been  dragged  in  (xm- 
Aderable  nnmbon  bcftwecoernoBeomta 
mhm  the  adminiatrntioii  of  the  law  hili 
b«tn  leaoinpanied  more  or  lesa  by  via- 
lcBo«  tnd  diatarbanoe.    But  will  any 
im.  Uember  b&j  that  that  describes  tbe 
•tkcaftbiags  all  over  Ireland?'    The 
Ohifll  Secretary  may  eay  so,  becsoae  he 
doM  not  go  about  Ireland,  but  Teceives 
■tl  hii  iofonnatioa  second-hand.     But  I 
«hoali  like  to  know  whether  the  rela- 
fems  between  the  people  and  the  polioe 
ia  Donegal  are  partieuIarlj'&UndlyjuRt 
now.    Are  the  people  of  Uitohebtown 
nrj  fond    of    the    polioe    who   shot 
tteni  <fown  in  a  wanton,  cruel,  and  re- 
lenllew  fashion  ?  Do  the  people  of  Cork 
bei   Jnndlj    towards    the    police   who 
batoned  not  only   those  who    are    la 
•jmpathy  with  us,   but  even  those,  as 
aj  boa.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
CoHt  has  pointed  out,  who  eutertaiu 
KBilar  political  views  to  those  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary  himself  ?    If  a  phbueiU 
ctnild  be  taken  in  the  Oity  of  Gork  on 
thiM  subject,  I  am  sure  it  would  be  found 
that  never  waa  there  a  time  when  ^e 
rslttioBS   betweeu  the  police    and  the 
|)eople  were  ntpre  strained  than  they  are 
■t  ttiis  moment.    Xhe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  in  a  highly  laudatory  manner 
e(  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  as  a 
2>o^  of  whom  persona  of  every  shade  of 
political  feeling  ought  to  bo  proud.    I 
do  net  think  that  it  is  very  easy  for  men 
wiio  have  been  batoned  without  cause 
to  fed  proud  of  the  police,  and  I  do  not 
ttink  that  this  pride  in  the  police  is  at 


bs  poad  of  the  Irish  Ooostabnlary  whn 
Iretand'is  governed  in  accordaaoe  vilb 
the  will  of  &e  people ;  when  the  mem* 
ben  of  that  body  a^e  mild  and  get>tl« 
in  Aft  exerdae  of  their  duty ;  and 
when  they  are  so  because  they  know 
that  it  is  not  &am  the  Chief  Beoretary 
hate  but  from  a  ruler  Who  governs 
in  harmony  with  the  will  of  the  people 
that  they  receive  their  orders.  Then, 
and  not  IJII  then,  will  the  Nationatiat 
Members  oftbis  House  feel  proud  of  the 
men  whom  the  Chief  Bearetary  at 
preeeot  pampers,  praiaes,  but  never 
censures  or  punishes,  no  matter  what 
crimes  against  our  oommon  humanity 
they  may  perpetrate. 

Me.  BEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  last  night, 
while  discussing  this  Vote  from  a  poei' 
tioh  of  great  advantage,  towards  the 
close  of  the  Debate — during  the  course 
of  which  the  Qovemment  had  been 
represented,  for  the  most  part,  by  him- 
self and  two  or  three  of  his  familiar^ 
while  the  Party  in  power  were  repre- 
sented by  some  dozen  hon.  Members 
artistically  diaporting  themselves  on 
the  Beaches  oppostto,  dividing  thur 
time  between  conversation  and  sleep — 
taok.  occasion  to  criticise  the  state  of 
the  Benches  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
Surely  it  did  sot  lie  in  his  mouth  to 
make  a  complaint.  Oomptaint,  if  any, 
should  have  come  from  us,  and  not 
from  him.  The  right  hen.  Oentlemao 
brings  forward  this  Yoto  at  a  time 
when  the  public  business  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House  are  practically 
worn  out,  when  hon.  Members  are  ex- 
hausted, and  when  many  have  left  their 
places  for  the  Session — at  a  time  when  it 
IS  impossible  to  secure  even  a  fugitive 
Debate  upon  an  Imperial  question,  or  to 
obtain  a  true  expression  of  the  sense  of 
the  House  of  Commons  upon  any  subject 
that  may  be  brought  before  it.  Our  Con- 
stitutional rights  are  struck  down  ;by 
brute  force  in  Ireland,  and  we  are  pre- 
ventod,  by  a  contrivanos  on  the  part 
of  the  Qovemment,  from  obtaiuin^ 
a  real  opportunity  of  expressiug  our 
views.  This  ia  the  third  year  in  which 
we  have  been  obliged  to  discuss  the 
Iriah  Estimatos  in  a  formal,  but  by  no 
means  an  effective,  Debate,  We  have 
tolerated  this  kind  of  proceeding  much 
too  long,  and  ao  far  as  I  am  ooucemed, 
I  warn  the  Qovemment  I  am  resolved 
tiiti  after  this  year  we  will  tolerate  it 
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BO  longer.  It  ntut  not  b«  forprotfsn 
ihai  lut  year  we  wete  kept  antil  Chtiat- 
niu  Ere  diaouMioK  the  Irish  Bstimatee, 
and  that  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Trearai^ 
then  geve  an  emphetie  pledge  that  tbu 
BeMion  there  ehoold  be  a  ateadj  and 
regnlar  conrae  of  Supply — that  Sapplj 
ahonld  be  taken  every  week,  and  thai 
Members  ehonld  be  able  to  avail  them- 
mlvM  of  the  OonetitutioBal  principle 
that  redreu  of  grievanoee  should  pre- 
-  cede  Supply.  That  pledge  haa  been 
broken.  Thia  year,  as  in  the  two  pre- 
oedinff  years,  the  Irish  Membera  have 
been  kept  here  for  six  montha,  hanging 
about  the  precinats  of  the  Honae  waiting 
for  the  Iriah  Estimates  to  be  brought 
forward.  For  six  montha  no  qneatioo  of 
Iiiah  interest  haa  been  brongnt  on,  and 
now,  in  the  seoond  week  of  Ane 
in  a  skeleton  House,  important  1 
matea  are  brought  forward,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  the  effrontery  to 
make  the  oondition  of  the  House  a  cause 
of  complaint.  All  I  oan  aay  is  that 
there  are  powers  in  the  poasesaios  of 
any  conaiderable  Party  in  the  House  of 
which  they  eannot  be  deprived,  to  com- 
pel the  Oovemment  to  revert  to  the 
steady  and  Oonatitutional  praotioe  of 
devoting  oareful  consideration  to  the 
Estimates.  I  can  promise  the  right  hos. 
Oentleman  that  never  again  will  he  be 
allowed  to  defeat  our  Oonatitutional 
righta  by  poatponing  Supply  until  the 
dJBcuasion  becomea  a  real  sham.  We  shall 
compel  him,  in  future,  to  afford  na,  from 
time  to  time,  from  the  beginning  of  the 
SeesioQ  until  the  end  of  it,  a  full  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  oar  grievances  on 
the  presentation  of  the  Yotea  in  Supply. 
What  is  the  claim  of  the  Ohief  Secre* 
tary  in  regard  to  the  Government  of 
Ireland?  He  claims  that  by  active 
exertion,  and  by  paraiung  a  policy  of 
conciliation,  he  haa  paoifiod  the  oonntry. 
He  claims  that  the  National  League 
has  becomea  thing  of  the  past,  wherever 
he  haa  been  pleaaed  to  lay  hia  hands 
upon  it;  that  while  public  meetings  were 
numerous  a  few  years  ago,  they  are 
few  at  present ;  above  all  no  claims  that 
the  need  for  police  protection  has 
ceased,  and  that  boycotted  personB, 
counted  by  thousands  a  couple  of  years 
ago,  are  now  as  rare  in  Lreland  as  a 
Whiteboy.  If  the  country  be  pacified, 
there  ought  to  be  so  need  for  the  main* 
tenance  of  a  Conatabulary  Force  aahigh 
as  in  excited  times,  and  no  need  for  tnat 
Jfr-.  StXtoH 


another  of  large  bodies  of  meai 
has  oooaaioned  ao  oonaideiabls  u  u^ 
meotatitm  of  the  present  vote.  Tliii  u 
the  vote  on  wbuA  th«  right  hos.  Gnd» 
man  ehonld  be  prepareo  to  ^nm  tht 
padfioation  of  Ireund,  but  it  proTM 
direotiy  the  contrary.  What  it  tht 
actual  fact  F  The  amount  of  tbe  Tots 
goes  on  incrsanng  from  year  to  ywi. 
At  the  banning  of  the  present  gems- 
ration  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  Oos- 
stabnlary  of  Ireland  was  one-hiU  «M 
it  is  now.  At  that  time  the  popaU&ia 
of  Ireland  waa  doable  what  it  is  nof . 


four  times  as  much  now  as  it  wuia^ 
year  of  atroaa  and  atrain  oocasioned  Iv 
the  great  famine.    What  is  the  monlt 
What  a  significant  and  oonclnnve  omd- 
mentary  upon  40   years  of  coemot!  ,• 
Uoreover,  up  to  the  preeent  time  (»(>• 
don  was  intermittent  and  spasmo^;  . 
but  now  we  have  reached  the  HiUeum  ,' 
of  the  Tory  Party.     Wa  have  coins  to  ' 
permanent  ooeroion.     Wehave  hadtwo  ;- 
yeara'    experience  of  that  system,  aaA  ^ 
why  is  it  that  after  two  years  of  eear-p 
don,  and  after  Ireland  has  been  so  bob*  i 
pletely  padSed  aa  the  right  hon.  Osa^- 
tieman  preteada,  the  oost  of  the  paii^ 
is  at  least  four  times  aa  naooh  as  it  w^ 
a  generation  ago,   and   five  times  y 
much  aa  that  of  the  police  of  ^^**'4; 
Scotland.      Tbe  right  hon.  QentlsMV 
made  a  oompariaon  between  the  eoik  W 
tbe  police  in  Ireland  and  in   LoalflNt- 
but  tbe  comparison  iu   point  of  eoitg 
ia  favour  of  t 
Irish  Oonstal 
dignified     ai 
whereas  thos 
actively  onga 
thdr    poaitio 
Oentieman  le 
of  the  Oi^  of 
that  force  the 
police  of  Ireli 
cost  from  £1' 
more  than  tl 
me  apply  ana 
the    first    pa 
told     that    v 
Exchequer    t 
£63,600     for 
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the  ooonties  of  Irelftndi  not  on  those 
wlio  can  afford  to  pay,  but  npon  the  poor 
(woapien  of  land,  theee  bodies  of  extra 
police,  the  maintenance  of  which  makes 
fte  bnrden  of  life  more  heavy  upon  the 
itroggHng  occupier,  who,  even  if  thb 
)>Qiden  were  taken  away,  would  find  it 
bud  enough  to  live.    Then  what  be- 
oomes  of  the  pacification  of  Ireland  ? 
Laaljear  the  cost  of  the  extra  police 
was  £63,400 ;  this  year  it  is  £63,600. 
If  mattere  are  now  so  pacific,  the  calen- 
den  of  Assize  so  blanx,  if  disorder  has 
almost  disappeared,  and  boycotting  has 
practicaUj  ceased,  what  is  the  reason 
that  these  squadrons  of  extra  police  are 
emplojed?  I  have  received  from  various 
fuhlie  Boards  in  the  different  counties 
of  Ireland  resolutions  of  the  most  bitter 
ooatplaiDt  against  this  system  of  extra 
police.    In  one  resolution  from  County 
Glare,  it  is  stated  that,  having  regard  to 
tke  destitution  which  is  certain-  to  pre- 
Tail  in  the  winter  and  spring  in  conse- 
Quence  ct  the  want  of  employment,  the 
wnieof  the  potato  crop,  the  general 
isprassion,  and  the  excessive  amount  of 
mil  taxation,  it  has  become  imperative 
Meeesary  to  request  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
jg  gge  Ills  influence  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  order  to  secure  that  the 
IMt  of  the  extra  police  shall  be  borne 
wj  the  Imperial  Exchequer.    I  have 
iMwred  from    various   public    bodies 
yyfly  urgent   letters  praying  me  to 
Mif  the  grievance  of  this  impost  be- 
y>  ihe  Houae  of  Commons.    I  ask, 
■nbre,  if  there  be  any  reality  in  the 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
fta  country   is  pacified  and  order 
\   and    hie    policy    successful, 
he  can  offer  any  tolerable  argu- 
ia  justification  of  the  continued 
ment  of    this  extra  police.     If 
is  in  an  ordinary  condition,  why 
she  be  ^verned  bv  an  ordinary 
I  intend  to  conclude  my  remarks 
that  the  amount  of  the  Vote 
bj   the   sum  of    £63,000, 
represents  the  cost  of  the  extra 
because  I   naaintain  that    upon 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  him- 
is  not  a  shadow  of  ground 
continued  employment.    I  am 
find  that  in  regard  to  this  Vote 
'derived  of  the  testimony  of  my 
ads  the  Members  for  North 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  and  North 
(Mr.  T.  Healy).     [An  hon. 
Mr.  Healv  is  barer]    I  am 
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glad  to  see  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  in  raite  of  the  difficulties  which 
have  been  thrown  in  his  way,  has  been 
able  to  find  his  way  back  to  ike  House. 
I  know  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  overcoming  the 
apparently  insurmountable    difficmties 
wmch  have  been  placed  in  his  path  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman    the    Chief 
Secret^.     But   my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North-Eietst  Cork  is  absent. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  said  he  would 
take  great  pains  to  secure  the  attend- 
ance of  my  hon.  Friend.    What  pains 
has  he  taken  ?    My   hon.  Friend  was 
entitled  to  expect  that  he  would  be  free 
to  attend  to  his  duties  in  this  House ; 
but  a  day  or  two  before  the  day  fixed 
for  taking  the  Irish  Votes  my    hon. 
Friend  was  called  upon  to  appear  before 
a  Court  in  Ireland  upon  another  charge. 
My  hon.  Friend  was  called  upon  to  ap- 
pear on  Thursday  in  Ireland.      Tms 
Vote  was  fixed  on  Tuesday,  and  yet  the 
Chief    Secretary  says  he  might  have 
taken    part  in   this  Debate,  and  still 
have  attended  at  Thursday's  itrial.    Is 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  aware  that 
Clonakilty  is  a  full  day's  journey  from 
Dublin?    Did  he  imagine  it  was  not 
necessary  for  my  hon.  Friend  to  engage 
a  solicitor  and  counsel?    Perhaps  the 
right    hon.  Oentleman    thinks   that  a 
superfluous  ioperation.     He  knows  the 
functions  of  his  Besident  Magistrates, 
and  the  orders  they  have  received  from 
him.    He  knows  the  uselessness  of  any 
Irish    Member    preparing    a    defence, 
and  I  suppose  he  assumed  that  my  hon. 
Friend  would  take  the  same  view  as 
himself,  and  would  appear  before  the 
tribunal  without  any  preparation,  be- 
cause no  amount  of  preparation  could 
affect  the  decision  to  be  arrived  at.    But 
let  me  tell  him  that  though  the  mind 
of  the  tribunal  could  not  be  affected 
the  mind  of  the  country  can,  and  will 
be  informed  of  the  true  nature  of  the 
proceedings.    Instead  of  taking  pains 
to  secure  my  hon.  Friend's  presence  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  taken  eveiy 
pains  to   secure  his  absence,  and  the 
effect  has  been  that  the  Committee  has 
been  deprived  of   the  presence    of  a 
Member   whose  presence  would   have 
been  an  advantage,  not  only  because  of 
his  political  information,   but  also  be- 
cause of  his  personal  knowledge  of  facts 
properly  raised  under    the  Constabu- 
luy  Vote.    That,  however,  is  only  in 
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Meordwilh  the  reoord  of  the  right  hon. 
GendeniKD,  whose  practice  is  to  ^t  an 
opponent  out  of  the  way,  and  then  to 
attack  bis  Terarity,  qnestion  the  tnith  of 
his  evidence,  and  to  make  scandaloua 
impntations  against  him.  Now  what 
enght  to  be  the  fanotion  of  the  Police 
Force  in  Ireland  F  Its  function  ahoald  be 
thepreserration  of  order,  the  protection  of 
property,  and thedetectionoforime.  Bat 
as  a  fact  it  promotes  disorder.  I  notice 
that  the  charges  for  election  expenses 
are  just  as  high  as  ever.  What  is  the 
moaning  of  that  P  There  have  been  no 
Farliamentarr  Elections.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  e^s  that  there  are 
ftther  elections  not  Parliamentary,  but 
Bnrelf  in  those  cases  it  is  not  necessary 
to  detail  bodies  of  police  for  duty. 
Again,  all  the  elections  in  Ireland  except 
in  one  little  comer  are  a  walk  over  for 
the  Nationalist  candidate,  and  thare  is 
no  necessity  to  send  a  policeman  where 
they  dare  not  send  a  candidate.  Accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
turbances only  occur  in  Iroland  at  places 
where  the  peiple  are  all  of  one  mind. 
I  oould  nnderstand  conflict  of  mind 
leading  np  to  conflict  of  force,  but  I 
cannot  nnderstand  the  contention  of 
file  right  hon.  Qantleman  that  people 
&11  out,  and  beat  each  other  for  no 
better  reason  than  that  they  agree.  As  a 
tact  disturbances  do  not  occur  unlass 
ftey  are  provoked  by  the  police. 
I  have  seen  a  policeman  taking  notes  in 
the  midst  of  a  gathering  of  20,000  men 
in  a  time  'of  great  popular  excitement 
and  no  one  has  even  offered  him  an  un- 
rivil  word.  There  is  an  item  of  £3,000 
in  this  Vote  for  expected  disturbances 
up_  to  npxt  April,  Since  Ireland  is 
quiet  and  peaceful  the  inference  is  that 
the  item  occurs  only  because  the  Go- 
Temment  intended  to  promote  distur- 
bances 08  they  did  at  Hitohelstown.  I 
challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
show  me  any  case  in  which  disorder  has 
arisen  in  Ireland  except  where  the 
police,  acting  on  instructions  from  their 
superiors,  had  interfered  with  the  exer- 
cise of  the  right  of  public  meeting.  The 
fact  is  the  main  function  of  the  police 
force  in  Ireland  is  to  carry  out  evictions 
for  rent  as  in  the  case  of  the  Ponsonby 
oatate — rent  which  with  this  particular 
case  the  agents  themselves  had  to  admit 
to  be  nnjuat.  The  police  are  employed 
to  carry  out  evictions  for  the  non-pay- 
liUaii  of  exorbitant  rents,  and  they 
Jfr.  StxlOM 


fulfil  their  duty  of  protecting  properly 
by  allowing  a  ftand   on  the  Imparid 
Exchequer  oy  the  inclusion  in  the  pur^ 
chase  mone^^of  certain  estates  iDiqnitain 
arrears.     As  to  the  detectloii  of  orime 
by  the    police,    why,    Ireland   is  tbs 
most   crimeless  country  in  the  world, 
not  by  reason  of  the  diligence  of  ths 
police,  hat  because  of  <  the  natural  bsat 
of  the  people.     Whenever  crime  is  ccnik- 
mitted  the  polioe  oan  never  find  it  oat. 
It  is  not  to  their  profit  to  do  it.    Thsj 
are  not  encouraged  to  do  it.    I  nersr 
beard  of  a  policeman  being  singled  anl 
for  favonr  or  promotion  forthedetectioa 
of    ordinary    crime.      No ;     they    an 
taught   by  their   superiors  in    DabHa      \ 
Oastle  that  the  'way  to  promotion  sad 
favour   is    not   by   serving   the  pub-     i 
He,  not  by  the  detection  of  crime,  bat     | 
to  harass  public   meetings,    to   inralt 
Uembers  of  Parliament,  and  to  infti* 
physical    violence    upon    them,    and  to 
ferret  out  and  tramp  np  false  charges 
aa^tinst  the  representatives  of  the  people. 
That  ia  the  function  to  which  the  p<uiw 
force  in  Ireland  is  degraded.     Instead 
of  being  simply  a  police  force  it  ie  a 
military  force,  employed  and  pampersa 
for  the  advantage,  first,  of  a  Koial  dm 
and  then  of  a  political  Party.     I  bs** 
said  that  their  energies  are  devoted  t» 
evictions.     Now,  what  have  we  hflsrf 
about  the  battering   ram?      I  sud  a 
little  time  ago  that  we  should  refnM  to 
proceed  with  this  Vote  nnlass  we  bav» 
some  information  given  tis  on  the  nb- 
ject,  and  I  must  insist  that  the  Debate 
be  energetically  oontinned  audi  forth* 
information  about  it  is  vouchsafed  to  tt. 
I  declare  the  ram  to  be  the  type  lad 
pioneer  of  a   new  policy  in  regard  t( 
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'  nd«  was  ■oflMtidag'  4oo  flltot9ll»»  tlie 
oansidwioe  of  the  British  BlMt<ymt«, 
.Slid  so  tfaery  resal^ed  not  to  pay  ths  bill. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleaan  olssrly 
stated  that  Uie  charge  fwt  this  maehine 
would  appear  on  the  Estimates.  It  does 
iiotso  appear ;  and  I  wish  now  to  ask  who 
is  to  pay  the  bill  ?  If  this  laadiiiie  is 
to  be  used  for  the  protection  <^  the  police 
.  the  QoTemment  ought  to  pay  for  it.  I 
venture  to  think  the  landlords  are  not 
in  a  condition  to  pay  for  it,  nor  can  that 
■Bionkiy  concern  ^e  Derelict  Farms 
Tmst,  nor,  I  think,  can  the  Land  Corpora- 
tion. Knowing  as  I  do  that  the  First 
iKxrd  of  the  Treasnry,  in  a  weak  moment, 
aobscribed  £600  to  that  concern,  he  may 
if  he  is  in  a  cheerful  mood,  now  whistle 
for  his  money.  I  am  disposed  to  press 
the  inquiry,  did  the  Land  Corporation 
of  Ireland  pay  for  the  machine?  We 
will  not  aisent  io  the  payment  forit  being 
made  out  of  a  private  purse  any  more 
than  we  allow  the  police  bayonets  and 
batons  to  be  paid  for  out  of  a  private 

-  jrarea  I  know  the  Ohisf  Secretary  for 
Ireland  has  two  or  three  capacities.  Am 
I  to  conclude,  because  in  his  public 
capacity    the    right    hon.    Gentleman 

-  g^lorifies  the  battering  ram,  that  in  his 
private    capacity  he  has  paid  for  it? 

•  According  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
It  is  not  only  a  jewel  to  the  Oovemment 
and    a    shield    to   the   police,    but   a 

>  palladium  to  the  people.  If  this  impor- 
'  tation  from  the  siege  of  Jerusalem  is  so 
Taluable  all  round,  in  common  g^titude 
the  representatives  of  the  peofde  are 
entitled  to  know  to  what  anonymous 
donor  they  are  indebted.  Irishmen  are 
not  wont  to  be  ungrateful,  and  we  cannot 
auifer  ourselves,  even  by  the  reserve  and 

•  singular  reticence  of  the  right  hon. 
CNntleman,  to  be  prevented  expressing 

-  our  gratitude  to  the  man  who  has  pl*iced 
:  no  in  possession  of  this  palladium  of  the 

Oonstitution,  more  valuable  than  trial 
by  jury,  than  secret  voting,  than  house* 
iiold  suffrage ;  more  valuable  than  any 
b(x>n  conferred  on  us  by  enlightened 
legislation,   and  by  the  still  more  en- 
lightened administration  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman.    We  must  learn  a  little 
.  more  about  this  ram.    Is  it  to  be  em- 
.  ployed  in  breaking  down  the. homes  of 
:  the  people  in  such  cases  as  that  of  the 
.  poor  man  who  had  come  back  to  his 
i.salive  plaee  in  Donegal,  had  taken  a 
« iasm  and  given  tl|at  farm  «all  it^  vahie, 
.'bad  bosli  a  'hdusa  aqd  mtAe  ta  hcnofte, 


and  was  to  beevieted  because  be  WMll 
net  pay  the  landlord  the  value  ef  Me 
land  which  he  had  himself  created  ? 
That  man  said  he  would  sooner  diethan 
be  turned  out  of  his  home  as  a  beggar. 
I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  danger  of  this  system  begins  when 
a  man  is  driven  to  the  point  that  he  doSs 
not  care  whether  he  lives  or  dies.  I 
will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  will  apply  the  system  to  the 
homes  in  England  ?  Why  did  he  net 
apply  it  to  the  homes  of  the  crofters  ? 
He  allowed  them  an  abatement  ef 
arrears.  If  he  had  not  done  so  thete 
would  have  been  bloodshed  at  the  evic- 
tions, and  that  would  have  had  a  serioas 
effect  upon  the  people  of  England.  Men 
who  feel  that  they  have  been  robbed  of 
the  fruits  of  their  lives'  labour  may  be 
made  desperate.  Moreover,  what  will 
be  the  effect  of  the  use  of  this  battering 
ram  upon  the  landlords  ?  Some  land- 
lords are  humane,  some  have  regard  for 
public  opinion,  some  may  be  deterred 
from  resorting  to  eviction  by  the  ciroum* 
stance  that  evictions  are  painful.  But 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assures  us 
that  evictions  may  be  made  smooth  and 
rapid,  he  will  be  responsible  for  a  course 
of  proceeding  which  may  have  a  most 
dangerous  effect  upon  the  peace  of  Ire- 
Isnd:  he  will  multiply  evictions  and 
stimulate  the  resort  to  this  mode  of 
dririog  people  from  their  homes.  To 
return,  however,  to  the  police.  Poliee- 
men  are  promoted  not  only  for  carrying 
out  evictions,  but  for  getting  tip 
evidence.  Two  of  my  hon.  Friends  were 
recently  taken  away  from  their  duty  in 
this  House  to  answer  a  charge  in  Ire- 
land, where  they  were  bandied  about  to 
and  fro.  When  the  charge  came  to  be 
heard  the  constable  swore  that  he  had 
made  a  longhand  note  of  the  speeches  at 
the  meeting,  and  that  he  had  not  had  an 
oppofftunity  of  consulting  the  Dublin 
papers  before  preparing  his  report.  It 
was  proved  that  he  had  seen  the  Dublin 
papers,  and  that  he  had  made  up  his 
Report  from  extracts  out  of  them.  There 
was  elaborate  perjury  on  the  part  of  the 
policeman.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
cannot  deny  that  there  was  perjury; 
but  he  says  that  the  reports  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers,  and  he 
invites  my  hon.  Friend— who  has  stood 
bis  trial  and  been  acquitted— to  stand  up 
in  the  Hoaee  of  Oommons 'and  admit  his 
gldtt:^    If*  True,"   said  the  right  hfoh. 
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CNntlemaoi  ''the  e^denoe  of  the  com* 
■table  was  not  to  be  belieyed,  bat  the 
Kagifttratee  did  not  conviot."  Theri|;ht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  so  high  an  opinion 
of  his  own  judicial   utensQs  that  he 
daims  credit  in  the  House  of  Oommons 
because  two  Magistrates  in  Ireland  did 
not  confict  a  Member  of  this  House 
upon   eyidenoe    which   they^  declared 
from  the  Bench  they  did  not  belieye. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  is  so  surprised 
at  it  that  he  takes  credit  for  the  noyelty. 
What  about  the  policeman  ?    Is  he  to 
get  off?  We  shall  probably  hear  of  him 
next  as  a  Head  Oonstable,  and  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  as  a  most  diligent 
and  efficient  officer.    If  the  Magistrates 
in  Ireland  are  to  condemn  a  policeman 
becaase,  from  oyer-zeal  in  the  prosecu- 
tion of  Irish  Members  of  Parliament,  he 
has  committed  a  little  laudable  perjury, 
what  will  become  of  that  essential  thing 
— the  solidarity  of  the  Public  Seryice  in 
Ireland  ?  Upon  the  question  of  eyidence 
I  must  refer  to  the  case  of  the  Timet. 
A  more  extraordinary  declaration  than 
that  of  the  Chief  Secretary  on  the  sub- 
ject has  neyer  been  heard  in  the  House 
of  Oommons.    The  Chief  Secretary  has 
been  asked  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Wolyerhampton  whether  any  relief 
has  been  giyen  to  the  Exchequer  in 
regard  to  pay  for  the  police  for  their  ser- 
yicestothe  Timss.  For  the  last  12  months 
the  seryice  of  the  Queen  has  been  super- 
seded by  the  seryice  of  the  Timet.  It  has 
been  all  apathy  and  indifference  in  the 
one  case,  and  all  energy  and  zeal  in  the 
other.    Of  course  the  explanation  is,  as 
I   haye  reason  to   belieye,    that   Mr. 
Soames  has  paid  Irish  officials  of  eyery 
rank,    from    the    Diyisional    Commis- 
sioner down  to  the  constable,  on  a  scale 
of  allowances  amounting  to  treble  their 
ordinary  pay.    The  Chief  Secretary  has 
said  that  the  ordinary  course  has  been 
strictly  followed  with  the  2V«im'  witnes- 
ses, but  I  enjoyed  the  adyantage  the 
.  other    day     of    cross-examining    Mr. 
Soames  in  the  witness  box.  The  learned 
Judge  had  laid  down  that  not  more  than 
the  ordinary  scale  should  haye    been 
giyen  by  the  Times.  1  asked  Mr.  Soames 
whether  more  than  £60,000  had  not 
been  paid.    He  could  not  say.    I  then 
asked  whether  £20,000  was  the  sum 
paid,  and  Mr.  Soames  declined  to  say. 
Scores   of  thousands  of  pounds  haye 
been  paid  to  Irish  officials  of  all  dasses 
to  ferret  oat  and  furbish  np  charges 


against  those  who  ovtghk  to  be  tluir 
masters— namely, the  BepresontatifMof 
the  Irish  people.  The  Irish  pdicshsfs, 
meanwhile,      obstructed     in     eT6ij 
possible      way     the      evidence    iot 
the  defence.    They  haye  sought  out 
witnesses,gingered-up  informers,  threat- 
ened reluctant  witnesses  with  proaeon- 
tion,  escorted  them  from  place  to  plaoe 
in  London,  mounted  guard  upon  thsia 
until,  as   in  the  ease  of  Pigott»  the 
momentarriyed  when  the  two  intelligent 
constables,  discerning  the  mind  of  the 
Executiye,     allowed   him   to    escape. 
Neyer  since  Constitutional  Gh>7emment 
beganhayeabody  of  men,  whose  poattum 
ought  to  entitle  them  to  respect,  beea 
by    such    base     instruments    exposed 
to  malignant  and  petty  proseoutioa  as 
the    Irish  Bepresentatiyes  haye.   The 
police  haye  not  only  suborned  eyidenee, 
but  they  haye  nursed  it,  dangled  it  aid 
taken  care  of  it,  penetrating  eren  the 
prisons  of  Ireland.     They  haToefea 
approached  men  under  sentence  ofpeosl 
seryitude  for  life,  and  promised  dieD 
liberty  and  fortune  if  they  would  gite 
eyidence,  true  or  false,   in  support  of 
their   cause — eyidence      which    might 
result  in  the  ruin  of  the  political  oppo- 
nents of  their  unscrupulous  employen* 
This  was  the  structure  set  up  by  the 
present  GK>yemment,  and  it  is  falUagio 
ruins  about  their  heads.     I  do  not  pre- 
sume to  comQient  at  present  on  the  eri* 
dence  of  the  police.    We  must  wait  £v 
the  Beport  of  the  Commiaaioneia.  Bat 
there  neyer  has  been  anything  inAe 
history  of  Parliament   more   carefsOj 
examined  than  will  be  the  eyideaoe  oi 
these  policemen.    The  House  will  hare 
yery  little  time  for  any  other  busuMtt 
next  Session.    Hundreds  of  the  leiee 
haye  been  in  London  for  months  togoA* 
in  order  that  their  statements  mi^  ^ 
finished  to  the  artistic  point.  This  eoiiiit 
has  only  supplied  proof  how  weUAe 
public  of  Ireland  could  get  on  ^^^ 
the  police.    If  it  is  true,  as  the  OhM 
Secretary  says,  that  Ireland  has 
been  so  peaceful,  I  would  suggest 
the  reason  is  that  so  maay 
proyooation    from    ^'Don't-li 
shoot   Flunkett,"    down    to 
Johnson,  Mr.  Scames*8  oaahier,  wiie 
kept  in  ike  seryice  of  Uie  A«i«f  •  I ' 
that,  considering  these  officials 
treble  pay  from  the  Tiw9S9,  it  is  tea 
to   expect  that  thqr   abonld  be 
by  the  ooontiy  at  the 
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Ilijitdovn  aaapriooipletlut,  il  thew 
nn  mce  roodving  trobla  pay  Id  Lon- 
dm,  itii  not  neoflMUy  that  thar  should 
ikmcMTO  ocHnpaaaation  from  Uie  ooun- 
ttf.  £iiO,000  tBAreaaonableaatimnteof 
ninm  that  they  harfl  reoeivad  from  tha 
Arm;  ud  I  anbmit  to  the  intalligenoe 
«f  tfaa  HooM  and  of  tha  British  tax- 
|t^  thit  I  make  a  reaaonabla  Motion 
wssn  I  mora  that  this  Vote  should  be 
ndund,  not  only  by  £63,000  for  extra 
JN^iee,  for  vhioh  the  right  ban.  Gantle- 
ntnhuihowD  there  is  Qo  further  oooa- 
wa  in  Ireland,  but  alao  by  the  £20,000 
—{An  tion.  Uejibib:  £40,000]— no, 
£30,000;  I  wilt  be  moderate  in  my  esti- 
mste— bat  also  to  reduce  it  by  £20,000, 
i^h  I  take  to  be  the  amount  of  money 
induded  in  the  Vote  for  the  pay  of  the 
polibs  of  rarious  ranks  during  tha  time 
tiu;  reoeired  treble  pay  from  Mr. 
Bdhsm.  The  right  hon.  6antieman  let 
M— no,  I  will  not  say  that,  as  it  impliea 
inadfartenoa ;  but  ha  ejeoted  a  state- 
iwiit  last  night  that  there  never  was  a 
puiod  within  the  past  10  years  in  which 
ibe  jMople  and  the  police  were  on  better 
tsnns  than  now.  Thereis  nothing  more 
mteaqna  than  that  in  the  Arabian 
JKfiU.      The    right    boa.    Gentleman 

_  "In  tha  coone  of  &  few  mODthi,  the  i«U- 
(■CM  bMwnsD  tbe  people  and  the  police  irill  he 
ucocdial  u  the  Mlatioiu  hetween  naypolice 
•ad  people  oa  the  face  ol  the  globe." 

I  can  asaure  the  right  hon.  Qaatle- 
aao  that  if  the  present  policy  of 
^  Ooremiaent  is  continued,  tha 
nhttona  between  the  people  and 
poliea     in      Ireland     will      oe     not 


Iand.,Th^am  tangfat  that  if  thayoonfiaa 
themselTss  to  their  duty  they  will  be 
neglected,  they  will  be  degraded,  and 
that  the  only  way  to  secure  favour  is  to 
attack  the  people  and  to  assail  their 
BepreaentatiTes.  I  qnote  as  an  iastaoos 
thecaae  of  Sergeant  Dillon,  who  was  in 
oommand  of  a  party  of  police  at  Fal- 
oarragh,  and  who,  knowing  there  was 
no  oooaeion  for  hia  men,  went  back  to 
his  barracks.  Was  he  promoted  ?  That 
man  was  reduced ;  ha  was  disgraoad. 
No ;  I  nerar  knew  an  Irish  policeman 
to  be  promoted  far  saving  life  ;  but  I 
know  of  Irish  policemen  saTing  Ufa  and 
getting  tha  medals  of  tha  Humane 
Society,  and  still  left  aub- constables  all 
their  lires.  Z  hare  found  Irish 
police  to  be  promoted  for  taking 
life  away.  Take  the  cose  of  Dr.  Tan- 
ner. Was  the  treatment  of  Dr.  Taonet 
such  as  tends  to  promote  good  rela- 
tions between  the  people  and  the  police  ? 
Three  times  he  has  been  compelled  to 
enter  a  prison  van,  and  the  right  hon. 
Qentlemaa  has  defended  that  shameful 
course  by  a  statement  which  is  abao- 
lutdy  untrue.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemon 
said  that  Dr.  Tanner  had  been  obliged 
to  enter  a  prison  van  because,  on  a 
previous  occasion,  he  refused  to  enter  an 
open  break.  What  is  the  fkot  ?  On 
a  certain  occasion  Dr.  Tanner  was, 
with  others,  beii^  eeoortad  in  coS' 
tody  by  police,  ^e  prisoners  were 
Bflkad  to  enter  an  open  break.  All  of 
tbem,  except  Dr.  Tanner,  rafosed;  be 
did  enter  it.  The  Inspector  of  police 
whom  Dr.  Tanner  is  alleged  to  have 
assaulted  has  been  allowed,  on  three 
subsequent  occasions,  to  gratify  hia 
spite  by  forcing  Dr.  Tanner  into  tha 
prison  van,  on  the  last  oocaaion  wi^siuh 
unnecessary  violcDce  that  my  hon. 
Friend  became  insensible.  Is  that  a 
course  likely  to  promote  a  good  feeling? 
When  will  we  hear  the  last  ot  the 
suggestion  that  the  crowd  which  went 
to  the  station  to  welcome  Ur.  W.  O'Brien 
might  have  stayed  to  rescue  him  ?  Ur. 
W.  O'Brien 

The  OHAIBUAN  :  Order,  order! 

Ma.  SEXTON :  I  merely  raferrad  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  by  name  to  save 
time,  and  because  it  is  more  eonveniant. 
Tha  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
does  not  wish  to  escape  from  the 
Govemmeat,  but  the  Irian  Oovemment 
wish  to  escape  from  tha  hon.  Member; 
it  ia  Hatj  who  are  on  the  ran,  not  he. 
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Omb  anyoiM  doabt  that  tho  .Qovflrn- 
nent  vonld  be  glad  to  place  tli«  whole 
of  tha  Morat  aemce  money  for  one 
•fotr  in  the  pnree  of  an;  agent  who 
Wmld  teaoao  them  from  the  hon.  Uem- 
ber,  provided  that  the  resoae  were  made 
K  effectual  that  there  w&«  no  ohanee 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  ever  agwn 
&Uing  into  their  hands  ?  If  the  hon. 
'Uember  were  only  williag  to  navigate 
■Iha  globe,  or  to  discover  the  North 
Pole,  I  have  no  doubt  the  Qovemment 
irenld  be  happy  to  place  at  his  aervioe 
one  of  the  troopshipe  they  refused  to 
the  Lords  and  Commons  the  other  day. 
The  whole  procedure  of  the  polioe  at 
Oork  discloses  a  set  debign  to  provoke  a 
breach  of  the  public  peace.  Having 
■ample  notice  of  the  meeting  at  Oork, 
-theydld  not  suppresa  it  till  the  Saturday. 
Theyconld  easily  have  arrested  the  hon. 
Member  earlier  than  they  did ;  but  they 
vaited  till  his  return,  when  a  crowd  had 
meaembled  to  w  elcome  the  ho  d  .  Gen  tlem  an . 
Who  was  the  Inspector  in  charge  of  the 
police  on  the  occasion  ?  Was  be  a  man 
of  disctetiou  and  ezperieoce  ?  No  ;  as 
in  tbe  case  of  the  arrest  of  Father 
M'Fadden,  the  arrest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-East  Oork  was  confided 
to  a  man  of  slight  experience  in  his 
post  and  of  amazing  indisoretion.  Mr. 
Ooacannon  has  only  reoentlybeen  made 
Inspector.  A  couple  of  years  ago  he 
vas  a  constable  engaged  in  political 
detective  service — the  kind  of  ssrvice 
'irhich  eecnres  promotion  in  Ireland 
and  I  have  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  o: 

EBition,  in  which  he  informs  me  that 
spector  Oonoannon  is  well-known  to 

'  be  a  man  of  a  singularly  infirm  temper 
and  a  most  ungovernable  disposition 
that  less  than  a  couple  of  years  ago  ii 
BoBCommon,  being  in  the  same  lodging 
at  tiie  Assiees  with  a  police  reporter 
and  a  Protestant  Unionist  named  At- 

'  ahiaon,  a  shopkeeper  in  the  town,  and 
others,  he  not  only  annoyed  the  oom' 

-pany  in  the  most  estraoidinary  way, 
but  he  absolutely  made  a  furious  attempt 
on  the  police  reporter,  and  ivhen  At- 
ohiaon  interfered,  be  remarked,  "Wait 

■  till  I  get  my  long  sword ;  I'll  cut  your 
kaad  off."    Before  the  arrival  of  the 

.  taain  at  Cork,  the  Inspector  went  up  to 
the  Uember  of  Parliament  and  drew 
'  tilis  long  sword,  and  that  was  a  ngnal 

■  Car  the  polioe  to  baton  the  crowd  who 
;«iahed  to  see  Ur.  W.  O'Brien.    There 

JCIottha  ahadow  of  apratenpa-forasf- 
Jfr.  8  xtm 


ing  that  the  inawA  eahibltad  «sy<i 

pMitionta  resort  to  iriolenea.   ItisdM 
absurd  to  say  tb^^oUee  did  Mt  fau^ 
the  hon.  If  ember  for  Uonaghan  (Kr.K 
O'Brien);    they  knew  him  «ell',  A* 
crowd  had  made  way  tat  bim ;  tad  H 
was  because  they  knew  him,  and  be- 
oanse  of  the  servioee  he  has  lendsiedto 
his  country  tbat  he  was  made  a  vistiMl 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  choseataB*- 
cnle  the  safferieg  of  my  hon.  Prised. 
It  is  in  aooordanoe  with  bis  pdicT;  ki 
will  break  an  opponaat's  head  aod  tlwa 
crack  jokes  at  him.     There  is  DOttiig 
whatever  inoonsistent  in  Mr.  P.  ffBrnt 
being  able  to  go  out  for  an  airiog.  nd 
yet  too  unwell  to  attend  a  UagistsMi 
examination.       Tho    Chief    Seoretajr 
should  not  jndge  others   by  hiaudt 
knowing  that  if  he  has  the  slighM 
cold  nothing  will  induce  him  to  get  Nt 
of  bed.     The  animus  of  the  p^  ti 
shown  by  the  fact  that  they  did  not  pit 
Mr.   W.   O'Brien    into   a  vehiole,  W 
they  compelled  him  to  walk  threq^ 
the      streets     in     the      midst    of  U 
excited  crowd.     They  took  him  hjtws 
to  Limerick  Junction,  well  knowioglbit 
bodies  of  people  would  be  retnniog  ■? 
that  train.     It  was  natural  that  at  lU- 
low,  the  hon.  Gentleman's  birthplM^ 
the  people  should  wish  to  see  him.  I> 
the  pressure  a  window  of  the  osnisg* 
was  broken.     At  Bottevant  Mr.  0* 
cannon  was  in  such  good  temper thtlw 
allowed  the  door  to  be  opened,  andpaj- 
mitted  a  townsman  to  make  a  spsM 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- East  OA 
By  the  time  the  train  reaehed  t%an^ 
villa  the  blinds  were  down  again.   9 
was  midnight,  but  there  were  peopi*^ 
tbe  platform.  The  people  of  Charltrnbi 
however,  oould  not  kn^w  Mr.  O"!™? 
was  in  the  train,  beoi 
office  bad  been  closet 
in  tbe  morning.     Thi 
did  involves  the  sug 
telegraph  dark  bad  re 
in  the  telegraph  offici 
night,  waiting  to  tap 
discover  news,  whiohi 
of  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
away.     There  was  a  1 
form    to    weloome    I 
townsmen.    The  ban< 
of  the  arrival  of  -my 
they  played  two  aii 
proBohed  the  oarriagi 
seated.    Thtve  were 
poUofria  ttoetnUa,  «i 
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ttslnia  were  the  polios  who  bad  my 

tun.  Friind  in  obarge.    Th«  head  porter 

Hid  lui  BWiBtant  proceeded  to  eheek  the 

tidetsof  the  pasBeni^ra,  and  begiBsing 

■t  athai  end  worked  towarde  the  cental. 

Tbe  liesd  porter  oommg  to  the  carriage 

mvhich  the  police  were,  and  asking  for 

(icketa,wsB  referred  to  the  Inspector,  and 

toother  the  porters  came  to  the  carriage 

iriieretheprisoner  waa.  (The  head  porter 

ukedfortickets,  the  enb- Inspector  made 

in  iDsntting  reply,  giving  neither  tickets 

or  ezplBDalion.     Haa  nobody  any  duty 

mderthelaw  but  a  policeman?    Has  a 

raiJnj  porter  no  dtity  to  his  employers  t 

Wu  it  not  his  duty  to  ask  for  tickets, 

ud  to  demand  an  explanation  if  none 

»ere  forthcoming  ?     Wonld  he  not  hare 

beni  liable  to  a  penalty  had  he  neglected 

ik  duty  ?    The  Inspector  refused  any 

ezplaoBtion,  took  the  head  porter  by  the 

tbnit,  and  flang  him  out  on  to   the 

{datform.    All  this  can  be  proved  by 

30  credible   witnesses.     And   then  thi 

IntpKtar    fired     bis    revolTcr    in    thi 

man's  face.     This  was  the  beginning  of 

the  ftiing.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

tiiB  Chitf  Secretary  was,  I  thonght,  veiy 

Unt  ID  his  assertion  that  there  was 

Sting  from  the  crowd,  and  I  think,  on 

nAwtioD,  he  will  hardly  maintain  that 

■Mertion.      la  it  to  be  supposed  that  a 

peacefnl  crowd,  coming  with  a  bond  to 

meet  their  townsmen,  naving  no   idea 

Am  there   was   an   emiaent  political 

pnsoner  in  the  train,  would  come  armed 

Witt  Joaded  revolvers  ?      So  little  was 

Ihefactof  my  hon.  Friend  being  in  thi 

tnbkoown  in  Cbarlevtlle  thateven  thi 

We  policemen,    the  almost  invariable 


tegio  novement,  ti»^  np  a  peattioaM 
the  other  side  of  my  hon.  Friead,  ho^ 
whence  firing  wonld  have  been  eqnaUr 
fatal,  bnt  if  any  firing  had  oome  tram 
the  crowd,  ray  hon.  Fnend  woold  havift 
been  the  first  to  feel  the  effeot  of  it. 
The  other  sergeant  fired,  and  so  thrss 
revolvers  were  disoharged  from  the  oati- 
riage ;  and  meanwhile  the  train  hsgaa 
to  move.  The  right  hon.  OentlemaS 
professea  that  the  polioe  were  afraid  ef 
something,  bnt  of  what  were  thffjr 
afraid  ?  They  had  passed  Uallow,  tht^ 
hod  passed  Ch>rk  and  Bandon  Station^ 
and  there  was  no  one  in  the  erowfl 
foolish  enough  to  wish  to  attempt  to 
rescue  my  hon.  Friend,  who  would  not 
permit  himself  to  be  rescued  from  a  Qo- 
vemment  who  were  far  more  afraid  of 
him  than  he  of  the  Oovemment.  It  is 
an  absurd  pretence;  the  shote  were 
fired  not  from  any  fear  of  rescue  or 
attack,  andoertainly  oneoftbeshotawH 
fired  after  the  train  was  in  motion.  And 
then  began  the  organisation  of  the  d^ 
fence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aavslift- 
spector  Oonoannon  was  hurt.  We  heard 
nothing  of  that  at  the  time.  He  said 
nothing  abont  it ;  it  was  an  after, 
thonght.  There  was  a  dent  upon  his 
helmet,  bat  the  valuable  frame  of  tho 
Inspector  was  then  uninjured.  When  the 
train  had  moved  out  of  the  etation  the 
police  began  to  organise  the  defence  of 
their  conduct,andtheInBpector  remarked 
ihat  the  crowd  had  fired.  Uy  hon. 
Friend  denied  this,  but  the  Inspector 
asserted  that  of  the  threeehots  only  two 
were  fired  by  the  police.  "No,"  said 
my  hon.  Friend,  "  three  shots  were  fired 
from  this  carriage;  examine  the  ques- 
tion now."  He  compelled  an  examis»> 
tion,  and  it  tamed  out  that  the  polioe 
fired  all  the  ebots  as  I  have  said,  and 
their  smoking  revolvers  testified  to  the 
fact.  At  Limerick  Junction  a  seardi 
was  made  to  find  the  bullet  supposed  to 
be  fired  at  the  carriage.  It  was  ntft 
fonad,  nor  will  it  be  found ;  they  were 
all  police  ballets  that  were  fired.  Is  It 
not  sad  to  think  that  after  all  this  reck- 
less, breathless  hute  of  arrest,  of  hnrr^ 
ing  to  oatoh  the  night  mail,  of  charging 
and  batoning  one  crowd,  firing  OB 
another  crowd,  after  all  this,  my  hoik 
Friend  is  left  at  Limerick  Junction  ia 
charge  of  a  Police  Inspector  who  hap- 
pens to  be  a  man  of  sense.  He  pomed 
iMm  the  charge  of  Inspector  OonoenBO^ 
tfrMtetifcotge  of -Inspector  Oartn.    W* 
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tfpeak  of  the  police  as  we  find  them ;  we 
nraise  or  condemn  tiiem  aa  their  conduct 
^Leserres,  the  one  or  the  other.  Inspeo- 
ior  Garter  was  waiting  to  receive  his 
j^soner.  Did  he  get  up  any  scene  of 
excitement  and  violence  ?  He  took  l£r. 
O'Brien  on  his  gig — this  man  whom  the 
jpeople  of  Ireland  were  supposed  to  be 
bent  on  rescuing — and  drove  him 
without  escort  to  Tipperary,  took  his 
prisoner  to  his  own  quarters,  and  then 
sent  for  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate 
to  take  bails.  It  is  a  very  curious  com- 
mentary on  the  state  of  society  in  Ire- 
land that  the  Inspector,  having  sent  for 
^the  Magistrate,  completed  the  process  by 
•ending  for  the  bails,    and    these  two 

Sntlemen  were  the  parish  priest  and  the 
lairman  of  the  Town  Commissioners. 
The  Magistrate  asked  the  hon.  Member 
lor  North-East  Oork  politely  how  he 
was ;  my  hon.  Friend  said  he  was  very 
well ;  the  local  gentlemen  provided  bail, 
and  the  end  of  all  this  breathless  hurry 
and  excitement  in  the  conveyance  of  a 
political  prisoner  from  one  end  of  the 
oounty  to  the  other  was  that  my  hon. 
friend  was  asked  to  appear  for  the  pre- 
Jiminaiy  hearing  at  the  end  of  a  ^rt- 
night,  and  for  the  hearing  of  the  case  at 
the  end  of  seven  weeks.  And  this  was 
the  man  whose  rescue  was  feared  at  the 
hands  of  an  excited  people,  and  to  pre- 
▼eiit  which  the  police  were  preparea  to 
take  human  life.  He  was  given  a  period 
of  seven  weeks  to  consider  whether  he 
would  escape  or  not.  Now,  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  say  that  from  ^e  beginning 
to  the  end  of  the  business  there  was  a 
manifest  design  to  provoke  the  people 
and  disturb  the  puolio  peace.  Gould 
^anything  have  been  simpler  than  if  the 
Government  wished  to  vindicate  the 
law  to  have  left  out  InspectorOoncannon, 
with  his  long  sword  and  his  eccentric 
behaviour,  and  to  have  entrusted  Uie 
arrest  tu  a  man  of  sense  like  Inspector 
Oarter,  avoiding  all  this  disgraceful  be- 
liaviour  and  attack  on  public  life  on  the 
partof  the  police?  Isay  that  the  pretence 
Jthat  good  feeling,^  under  such  oiicum- 
iBtanoes  can  be  maintained  between  the 
people  and  the  police  is  audacious 
jin  the  extreme,  fiook  at  your  treat- 
ment of  the  priests.  If  there  is  one 
thing  more  than  another  upon  which 
the  Irish  people  are  sensitive  it  is  the 
treatment  of  their  clergy.  How  have  you 
conducted  the  arrests  of  priests?  By 
Ixreaking  into  their  houses,  by  arresting 


them  in  the  midst  of  their  congrega&a. 
Father  Keller's  house  was  brokea  into 
in  the  grey  of  the  morning.    Fither 
Giark  was  arrested  at  two  in  the  morn- 
ing at  the  house  of  a  friend.    If  I  woe 
to  read  to  the  Committee  a  letter  £rom 
Mrs.  Damin  at  whose  house  Father  OUik 
was  staying,  if  I  quoted  the  indigosat 
terms  in  which  this  lady  protests  a^ainit 
the  alarm  and  excitement  created  by  the 
needless  entrance  of  the  police  in  the 
middle  of  the  night,  when  the  srreet 
could  have  been  made  in  the  middle  of 
the  day,  then  the    Gommittee  would 
understand  how  little  reality  there  is  in 
the  pretence  of  good  feeling  between 
the  people    and    the    police.    In  like 
manner    Father    Farelly's    house  was 
broken    into  at  five  in  the   morning. 
For  five  weeks  did  the  police  hold  the 
warrants  for  the  arrest  of  Father  Clark 
and  Father  Farelly.    They  did  not  wait 
to  avoid  arresti  they  said  they  were 
ready    to    be  arrested.     They  walked 
about  the  streets  of  the  town,  they  paaeed 
the  police  every  day,   and  the  police 
saluted  them.    But    after  five  weeb? 
waiting  the  police  arrested  Father  CUA 
at  two  in  the  morning  at  the  houae  of  a 
lady  where  he  was  staying,  and  U>^ 
arrested  Father  Farelly  by  breaking  into 
his  house  at  five  in  the  morning.   1  aak 
what  is  the  object  of  such  procedure  r 
What  other  object  can  there  be  exoe{t 
to  provoke  such  a  state  of  feeling  among 
the  people  of  Arklow  aa  will  render  the 
maintenance  of  good  relations  be^e<^ 
the  people  and  the  police  impcaaible? 
For  many  a  day  the  arrest  of  Fadtft 
M*Fadden  will  not  be  forgotten  in  Ire- 
land.   Twice  he  was  arrested.     9^^ 
first  occasion,  in  the  midst  of  lus  en* 
leagues  as  he  was  leaving  a  Diooeaaa 
GoE^erence,  in  which,  with  bis  btote 
priests,  he  had  taken   part.      On  A* 
second  occasion  he  was  arrested  note 
circcumstances  which  hawe  beenbro^i 
to  the  attention  of  the  Hoose,  i^d  wMB 
the  officer  making  the  arrest  lost  his^^ 
The  police  on  that  occasion  waited  «A 
noon  on  Sunday,  and  then  when  Mi 
were  in  force  sufficient  to  conduct  oaa V 
your   small   African    wars,   as 
M'Fadden,  after  the  celebration  of 
ligious  service,  issued  from  the  ohi 
in  soutane  and  biretta,  the  uaoal  |dk 
of  office,  and  was  surrounded  1^  III 
congregation,    they   waited    until  )!• 
moment  when  the  sentiinents  of  tui^ 
and  veneratioii  the  people  hadfortasv 
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fMtor  bad  tewdied  Uie  higheat  jiuik  at 

flztltitioa,  uid  then  tha  offlwr  saiiod 

the  priest  b;  the  ooUav — this  priest  who 

vu  onlj  too  KDxiooa  to  go  with  him, 

■ad  who  hastened  to  shorten  the  soena 

— ud   waring   hia   aword,   the  police 

offiotT  gare   the    excited   people   the 

tm^ieaaioD     that     he     waa     striking 

Uuu  priest   and  the  unhappy   conae- 

qnence  waa  the  offioer  loat  hie  Ufe.    The 

blood  al  that  officer  is  npon  the  head  of 

the  GoreRuaaut.    The;  selected  a  man 

who  was  aa  imfit  aa  anj  man  in  Ireland 

for  the  disoharge  of  a  difficult  dnty. 

He  loet  his  life,  and  the  respossibilit; 

of  that  nets  upon  the  GoTemment,  while 

the  tttffering  IS  with  the  people.     The 

hoD.  Hember  for  Sooth  Tyrone  (Mr. 

T.  W.  Snasell)  attempted  to  make  li^ht 

itf  these  thinga  yesterday,  but  I  think 

the  hos.  Oenueman  might  bare  allowed 

huDS^  so  intarral  of  repose  after  hia 

ntan  from  the  hearing  of  a  libel  action 

in  which  bo  came  off  second  beat,  in 

which  he  was  forced  to  admit  that  he 

had  made  a  false  charge,  and  he  post- 

prasd  the  admiaaion  of  the  f4l8^u>od 

Dntil  it  waa  wraog  from  him  on  oatb. 

I  tnst  that  thia  result  will  haTC  some 

tffeet  in  future  upon  the  value  of  the 

eommunioations  from  the  hon.  Ghentle- 

OMa  the  Hember  for   i^ooth  Tyrone. 

The  hon.  Qentleman  fell  into  the  error 

"i  nlyiog  upon  that  kind  of  oridence 

that  tha  Chief  Secretary  is  in  the  habit 

of  giriogns  at  that  Table.    The  infor- 

BiM&m  is    giren  ua  from  anonymoas 

KWm,  bnt  of  course  it  cornea  Arom  the 

polieo.    The  hon.  Qentleman,  misled  by 

snmple,  mistook  the  evidence  of  Mr. 

ODmniseioner  Cameron   for  truth,  and 

Ituad  he  had  uttered  a  libel.     Failing 

a  Ua  libel  oataide  the  Hooee  he-  has 


bot  the  other  peoide  were  aaaumed  to  be 
guilty,  and  were  liable  to  be  stopped, 
and,  if  they  had  no  paaa,  to  be  taken, 
away  from  their  work  to  the  police 
barraoka.  To  thia  treatment  the  police 
aabjected  two  poor  men  as  they  were 

fathering  aeaweed  on  the  aeashore. 
hey  had  no  Uiought  of  police  pasaea  ^ 
their  thoaghta  were  of  their  wives  and 
children,  whom  they  aupported  by  their 
precarious  toil.  They  were  hauled  off 
to  the  police  barrack,  and  when  allowed 
to  return  to  their  work,  they  found  the 
sea  had  washed  away  the  result  of  theiz 
labour.  Domiciliary  Tisits  were  made 
at  nigbt.  Such  a  visit  waa  paid  to  the 
room  of  women  lying  in  the  pains  of 
pregnancy.  Before  and  after  Ute  birth 
the  police  tramped  across  the  room  and 
on  the  bed,  turned  over  the  bedolothea 
of  the  ahildren,  and  held  a  gun  to  the 
bead  of  a  girl  of  13  to  &ighten  her 
into  answering  questions.  Thia,  I  aaj, 
is  worse  than  Siberian  espionage.  This 
torture  is  inflicted  upon  the  people  be- 
cause of  the  loaa  of  the  life  of  an  official 
by  a  course  of  proceeding  for  which  the 
Government  are  responsible.  These 
revelationa  show  that  the  Folios  Force 
in  Ireland  has  been  degraded,  delibe- 
rately degraded,  I  believe  against  the 
will  of  its  members,  &om  a  position  for 
performing  its  true  functions — the  pre- 
servation of  order,  the  protection  of  pro- 
party,  and  the  detection  of  crime — to  a 
position  in  which  it  is  the  servant  of  a 
social  class,  the  agent  of  extortion,  and 
the  instrument  of  suppressing  political 
rights  and  attacking  the  Beptesantatives 
of  the  people.  The  pretence  that  there 
is  good  feeling  between  the  people 
and  the  police  la  as  unfounded 
and  grotesque  as  any  that  ever 
proceeded  &om  the  lips  of  any  Minister. 
No  doubt,  at  the  moment,  the  police, 
who  are  agents  for  carrying  oat  the  will 
and  designs  of  the  Ohief  Secretary,  have 
things  their  own  way  and  receive  favooi 
and  promotion ;  but  I  warn  all  ooncemed 
that  tMa  Qovemment  is  but  a  perishable 
commodity,  and  that  eren  in  the  Oon- 
stabulary  Force  where,  now,  men  like 
Concannon  flourish  in  their  achieve- 
ments, the  turn  of  the  honeat  man,  of 
the  faithful  public  servant  who  doss  his 
duty  and  no  more,  will  come.  I  beg  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Yote  by  the 
amount  I  have  mentioned,  made  up  of 
the  two  items  £63,600  and  £20,000. 


'  Motion  made,  and.Oitefliib^  proposed, 
^That  a  sum,  ti6t  eic0^di(ig  £60^771,' 
lie  granted  fbr  tlio's&id  fler we/*— ^(ifr. 

!  Mb.    MAURICE    HBAJLT    (Cork) : 

With  a  full  sense  of  my  reeponsibility 

lis  representing  tlie  people  who  were  so 

brutally  ill-used,  I  say  that  the  police 
had  no  more  justification  for  their  attack 
at  the  Cork  Station  than  they  would 
have   were  they  to  charge    into    this 
Chamber  at  this  moment.    I  was  at  the 
station  myself  five  minutes  before  the 
train  arrived,  and  had  not  the  slightest 
expectation  of  the  arrest  of  the  hon. 
Member   for  North-East  Cork.    It    is 
altogether    false    to     say    there    was 
anything  V  like  a    large    crowd   assem- 
bled.   There  was  a  considerable  force 
of  police    drawn  up   in    two  files  on 
tiie  platform  at  the  place  where  the 
train  was  expected  to  stop,  and  I  state 
in  the  most  positive  manner  that  at  the 
moment  the  train  arrived,  the  number 
of  people  did  not  exceed  four  times  the 
number  of  police  present.     There  were 
about  double  the  number  of  people  who 
on  ordinary  occasions  are  in  the  station 
on  the  arrival  of  a  train,  and  the  reason 
was  that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
knowledge  among  the  bulk  of  the  people 
that  my  hon.  Friend  was  in  the  train  at' 
all.     Had  it  been  known,  undoubtedly 
there  would  have  been  a  large  crowd  at 
the  station.    I  do  not  wish  unneces- 
aarily  to  make  charges  against  the  police ; 
but  the  facts  that  came  under  my  notice, 
almost  irresistibly  drive  me  to  the  con- 
clusion that  so  far  from  desiring  to  avoid 
a  collision  with  the   people,  they  de- 
liberately made  arrangements  to  pro- 
voke such    a    collision.     If  they    had 
wished     to    wrest    my    hon.    Friend 
without  th^  knowledge  of  the  people, 
if  they   had '  wished   to   prevent  any 
denionstration/  if  they  had  wished  to 
exclude  from    tlie   station  all  but  the 
people  whp  t^ad  business  there^  nothing 
would  havfef  beeif  easier  than  for  them 
to  have  done  so.    fiut,  instead  of  that, 
they  attracted"  attention  by  drawing  up 
their  police  force  at  the  station,   and 
when  the  traitf  arrived  Sub-inspector 
Ooncannon  went  forward  and  arrested 
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Friend  w to  tllere.   lratd«l^tUpM|*| 

surged  forward,  and  tbey  nrtsed  a  «!«/ 

but  that  was  the  Vtmostof  their  offoisi; 

There  were  no  stones  thrown,  ao  blowff 

struck ;  there  were  not  even  offimibe 

cries  raised  against  the  poUee ;  the  peopb 

merely  surged  forward  with  thenAtQitl 

desire  to  welcome  my  hon.  Friend  ni 

congratulate  him  on  his  retura  $M 

triumphing  over  the  authorities  in  tkir 

attempt  to  prevent  him  from  addreisiflg 

his  countrymen.     Without  warning,  m 

police  turned  upon  the  people  witik  As 

butt-ends  of  their  rifies,  and  I  oonfeas 

I  was  appalled.    I  have  read  from  time 

to  time  accounts  of  police  savagery ;  l>itt 

I  confess  I  never  thought  that  a  hodyof 

men,  drawn  as  they  are  from  the  Imk 

people,  could,  without  provocation,  han 

treated  the  people  as  did  the  police  ontkaft 

occasion  at  the  Cork  and  Bandon8ttti<m. 

But  I  confess  that  after  what  I  saw  m 

that  occasion  I  shall  never  have  aaj 

difficulty  in    the    future    in    beliemg 

stories  of  police  savagery.     I  heard  no 

order  given  to  charge,  and  I  had  a  par* 

feet  opportunity  of  seeing  what  weat  on. 

The    sugg^tion    that    there  was  aiiy 

attempt  at  rescue,  or  any  idea  of  rmea^ 

in  the  minds  of  the  people  is  abaolata^ 

grotesque.     The  peofde    were  not  ia 

sufficient  force  to  effect  a  rescue  fnu 

even  four  policemen,  let  alone  to  reseoi 

a  prisoner  from  20  or  26  armed  iseB. 

I  shall  never  forget  the  apectade  el 

decent  and  unoffending  citizens  struck 

down  without  even  an  order  to  the  eftst 

having  been  given,  as  iar  as  I  coidi 

hear,  and  lying  groaning  and  woubM 

on  the  platform  of  the  station.    I  siMr 

wish  to  say  a  word  as  to  the  attack«af 

my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Noril 

Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien).     The  ligtt 

hon.  Gentleman  says  the  police  did  ao^ 

know  my  hon.  Friend. 

*Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  If  my  res* 

lection  serves  me  rightly,  what  I  eaid  Wv 

I  had  no  official  information  as  to  Mr 

the  assaults   occurred,  and  I  thinkft 

possible  that  the  police  did  ;not  kflMT 

him  by  sight. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY  :  I  tliink  the  1^ 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  forgotteaW 
answer  he  gave  to  this  House  oalto 
sulijeot.     Does  he  forget  that  he  IdM 


my  hon.  Friend  as  he  alighted  from  his  the  House  that  Mr.  Conoannon  w^ateff 

oiEirritige,  and  I  say.  in  th^  most  positive  ^nd  addressed  my  hon.  Friend^  knotfi^ 

manner,  tha^  unul  that  moment  thero  >^ho  he  was  before  the  arrivid  of  Ai^ 

was'bciti'cery  an,  itTdivldual  on  the  plat*  tmin  in  the  presence  of  his  men  f   HI 

^.iorm  had  the  least  idea  that  my  hon.  right  hon.  Gentleman oa^ht,  at  any 
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lo-tirj.uul  Buike :  hisuBRatira  of  what 

oynmd  ooaaisteat.     Uj  hem.  Frion4 

lie  ilember   for  West    Belfast  (Mr. 

8HtoD)  hu  said  there  i>  the  strongect 

iHMn  for  sajisg,  aot  merel;  that  the 

mlic^  knew  my  hon.  Fnend,  but  that 

uwj  BKialted  him  becaase  they  knew. 

^it  u  the  faot,  air  f     My  ban.  Friend 

vu  MwulCad  on  that  oooosion  no  leas 

tbui  three  different  times,  and  if  that 

doe*  not  imply  a  deliberate  intention,  I 

do  UQt  knoir  what   does.     He  took  a 

riMttaeat  from    my  hon.  Friend   aoon 

after  he  hid  recovered,  and  his  state- 

nent  Tu  that  be  was  firat  assaulted  at 

tba  plufona  while  be  was  in  the  act  of 

sptakiog  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 

/orA'orthEait  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien), 

b;  getting  a  violent  blow  in  the  back, 

which  vu  exceedingly  painful,  but  did 

Dot  produce  any  wound.     The  Member 

for  North-East    Cork  was  seized  and 

inarched  out  of  the  station,  and  the 

UembsT  for  North  Monsghau  went  after 

him  to  obtain  an  opportunity  of  confer- 

nog  vith  him  when  he  should  be  taken 

to  (he police  station.  Uyhon.Friendhad 

iut^ij  got  out  of    the    station   when 

hevaBBssaultedia  second  time,  receiving 

a  nolcDt  blow  on  the  back  of  the  head, 

vluh  produced  a  severe  wound  and 

KMilted    in  great    eSu»on    of    blood. 

WbHa  my  hon.  Friend   was  staggering 

under  the  effects  of  that  blow  and  trying 

*0  get  out  of  the  crowd,  he  was  assaulted 

a  llnid  time  by  a  third  policeman.     He 

»M   the    only   member  of  the  crowd 

^■Hoitecl  three  times,  and  that  being  so, 

I  lay  there  is  strong   ground   for  the 

Mfpiaitioii  that  the  polico  assaulted  him 

bwuse  they  did   know   him.    I  con- 


only  me  but  some  of  the  moat  ( 
doctors  in  Cork.  I  saw  him  ^so  sevflral. 
times  during  his  illness,  and,  although 
after  a  time  he  was  able  to  go  about,  X 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Qeutlemaa. 
that  be  was  very  far  from  having  re> 
covered  from  the  very  serious  injuriea 
be  received  at  the  bands  of  the  police. 
The  Buggestion  that  myhou.  Friend  was 
malingering  is  most  disgraceful,  and 
brings  discredit  on  the  right  ban.  Oentle- 
man  who  makes  it,  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  will  see  that 
it  is  neither  an  honourable  nor. 
a  manly  thing  to  say.  I  have 
only  one  more  word  to  say  on 
the  subject  of  this  Police  Vote.  Vfith 
regard  to  the  brutality  of  which  thv 
Irish  police  have  been  guilty  during  the 
past  two  or  three  years,  I  believe  a  great 
deal  of  it  arises  from  the  fact  that  they 
are  encouraged  by  the  Executive  to  in- 
dulge  in  strong  drink.  Two  or  three 
years  ago  it  would'have  involved  serioua 
disgraoe  on  an  Irish  policeman  to  be 
found  drunk  when  on  duty,  but  now 
they  are  on  all  occasions  encouraged  to 
drink,  and,  unfortunately,  no  encour- 
agement  is  necessary.  It  is  inOTitable 
they  should,  under  existing  oimum* 
etanoes,  drink  to  some  extent,  but  so  far 
from  that  tendency  being  suppressed  it 
has,  for  obvious  reasons,  been  encour- 
aged. I  believe  that  if  the  mea 
at  the  Cork  Bandon  Station  had 
been  under  the  influence  of 
drink  they  would  never  have  indulged 
the  disgraceful  proceedings  which 
then,  took  place.  They  have  almost  en- 
tirely stopped  attempting  to  enforce  the 
licensing  laws  in  Ireland.  I  have  been 
alwfiys  an  advocate  for  temperanoe 
legislation,  and  have  always  supported 
proposals  for  the  closing  of  public  houses 
on  Sunday  and  Saturday  night ;  but  I 
confess  that  my  belief  in  legislation  of 
that  kind  has  been  seriously  shocked  by 
the  total  neglect  of  the  Irish  poIice_  ia 
the  past  few  years  to  enforce  the  exist- 
ing laws  on  the  subject.  The  allega* 
tioB  which  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
has  made,  that  there  are  at  present  good 
relations  between  the  Irish  people  and 
the  police,  is  outrageously  and  gro- 
tesquely false,  and  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  O-entleman  has  oeen,  and  is,  to 
make  those  relations  more  and  more 
strained.  I  will  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  in  Ireland  that  if  pro- 
ceedings such  SB  those  which  took  place 
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at  the  Oork  and  Bandon  Station  an  to 
oontinne,  I  will  advise  my  ooostitueiits 
and  Irish  people  to  avoid  coUirioas  with 
the  police  if  poauble,  and  to  avoid  pat- 
ting; themselves  into  poeitions  in  which 
the  police  can  make  assanlts  of  this  hind 
upon  them ;  but  if  they  are  oompelled 
to  go  into  situatioiiB  in  which  there  is 
danger  of  their  being  attacked  by  the 
police  to  go  armed  with  such  weapons 
as  will  enable  tham  properly  to  retort 
tar  the  attacks  made  npon  them. 
•Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (LimBnck):  I  rise 
not  alone  as  the  fiepreaentative  of  one  of 
tilifl  principal  cities  in  Ireland,  bnt  also 
as  having  held  the  office  of  its  Mayor  or 
Ohief  Magistrate  for  the  past  three  years. 
It  will  be  readily  naderstood  that  my 
official  datiea  have  brought  me  almost 
daily  in  contact  with  police  adminis* 
tration.  I  do  not  wish  to  indulge  in 
Keneralitiee ;  bat  I  must  repeat  what  has 
been  aaid  to  the  effect  that  the  police 
force  in  Ireland  is  not,  in  the  ordinary 
aoneptatjon  of  the  word,  a  police  force  at 
all.  It  is  an  army  of  13,000  men,  main- 
tained, not  for  the  protection  of  the 
persons  and  the  property  of  the  people, 
out  for  the  sole  purpose  of  upholding 
the  policy  of  ezaHperation  and  coercion 
BO  unblushingly  and  persistently  advo- 
cated by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
During  the  short  time  that  has  elapsed 
since  my  election  to  this  House  I  have 
observed  the  great  dififerenoe  between 
the  police  ^atem  ezistingin  this  oountry 
and  that  in  Ireland.  Here  the  police 
are  nnder  municipal  control.  They  are 
the  servants  of  the  public.  In  Ireland 
thay  are  the  masters,  and  I  regret  to  say 
that  the  word  "policeman"  in  Ireland 
is  synonymous  with  everything  Uiat  is 
odious.  Let  me  give  the  Committee  a 
few  factsiregarding  police  etatistiua.  In 
the  City  of  Limerick,  which  has  39,000 
inhabitants,  we  have  95  police.  I  find 
that  the  City  of  Lincoln,  which  has  a 
population  of3B,000,  hasonly  40  police; 
that  Yarmouth,  with  4S,000  inhabitants, 
has  only  52  police ;  Northampton,  with 
a  popnlation  of  52,000,  has  60  police; 
and  Lichfield,  with  a  population  of 
8,000,  has  only  eight  police.  In 
Tillages  in  Ireland,  with  a  popu- 
lation of  not  more  than  2000,  I 
have  often  seen  II  or  12  policemen. 
The  criminal  statistics  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  few  days  ago  show  an 
extraordinary  state  of  things  as  to  crime 
in  Irdand.  One  wonhl  think  that  crime 
Mr.  M.  mai^ 
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most  exist  to  a  large  extant  in  SMniatij 
when  the  Oovamment  earns  to  PiriiB- 
ment  asd  demanded  a  large  aam  fn  ill 
prevention.    Tet  what  were  the  (Msf 
Take  the  City  of  Umeriok,  aboat  wUA 
the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  &s 
Solicitor  General  for  b«land  hai  giTM 
some  interesting  criminal  atatisUas.  Ths 
net  number  of  indictable  oBenoes  daring 
12  months  were  only  seven,  and  ofthess 
not  one  was  of  a  particularly  serioni 
aatnre.    When  analysed  the  propoitiim 
of  serious  crime  appears  to  be  18  to 
1 0, 000  of  the  population.    Althongh  we     | 
have  four  Quarter  Seesioos  for  the  tiisl      | 
of  in^otable  ofi'ences  and  two  AsMSt, 
there  has  been  hardly   any  work  for     | 
them  to  do.    As  legards  the  cases  dnU 
with  summarily  by  the  Magistrates— « 
which  I  have  most  experience— I  oin     i 
say  that  there  has  not  been  one  of  say 
oonseqnence,   and   even  such  caMi  ** 
drunkenness  and  assaults,  which  are  tita 
ordinary  cases  that  arise  in  a  large  at; 
like  Limerick,  show  a  decrease  of  S*t 
And  I  would  remind  the   Hoose  tbst 
Limeriok  can  be  taken  as  a  typical  o^i 
for  not  only  is  it  the  capital  of  its  om 
ooanly,  bnt,  from  its  sitnation,  it  ti  a 
centre  for  ^1  the  surrounding  eoanliM— 
for  Clare,  Kerry  and  Tipperaiy— so  *•* 
on  market  days  and  holidays  Ue  pop^ 
tion  of  the  city  will  number  probw 
80,000.    Haringshown  the  immntiitfOi 
this  town  from  crime,  I  wonld  adi  hot 
the  Government  pay  tribute  to  the  atBe" 
lessness  of  the  place  ?   Why  intluia(r< 
where  we  are  tired  of  giving  our  JnAgv  . 
white  kid  gloves,  wo  are  nnder  the  wA 
stringent  clanees  of  the  Ooertaon  tm\ 
there  is    no    right  of    pablio  msrfisf 
there;  theBesiaent  Magiatratessn*  ' 
any  moment  set  aside  the      **        '"* 
■  ih  to  try  a  trui 
have  an  excaae 
policemen  in  our  midst.  \ 
of  Limerick,  in  a  letter  1 
from  him   only  to-day. 
Government  make  a   d« 
city — which  already  fans 
bear  its  own  local  burdei 
being  the  cost  of  the  ext 
they  have  sent  to  the  cii 
law  and  order."    Every 
the  injustice  of  that  tax, 
necessary  for  me  to  say 
will  never  pay  a  singl 
And  now  I  would  refer  b 
which  took  place  in   1A 
and  a  half  sino^  and  I  ai 
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it  bettuae  of  the  Btatement  of  the  Ghief 
Sesntu;  u.to  the  pesoeful  oondition 
autiiiK  between  the  polioe  and  the  peo- 

fcul  IreUnd.   A  year  ago  laat  Novem- 
,  oa  tbe  oocanon  of  the  unreiling  of 
t  monmnent  in  Limerick  to  the  memory 
of  the  Uanoheeter  Mar^^,  a  meeting 
ra  proelaiiaed    by   the    GoTemment. 
Tba  mwtiiig  was    proolaimed    at  the 
Jut  moment,  and  eoldiera   vere   sent 
there— OT8n  Artillery — to   prevent   it. 
On  the  sight  the  meeting  was  to  hare 
been  held,  a  sort  of  diBtnrbaaoe  broke 
out;  there  vas  a  kind  of  riot,  wiadows 
war;  braksn,  and  other  property  was 
damaged-    ^ose  people  vho  had  suf- 
fered loes  ia  this  way  made  the  uanal 
praentment  for  compensation,  and  the 
vwpcoation,  who  were  the  Looal  Aatho- 
titj,  had  (o  decide  whether  or  not  tbe 
*wmi  were  well  founded.    Witnessea 
veteeumined,  and  the  cases  ware  gone 
iatotboronghly.    Thedamage  amounted 
te  sboat  £1,000,  and  this  the  Oorpo- 
mioa  voDid  have  had  no  objectioti  to 
P>7>  ^  it  not  been  shown  that  the 
V^ifaty  wrecked    in    Limerick    was 
not  BQwrecked,   by  what  you  would 
»fl  rioters,  but  by  the  police  them- 
*^M.     Host  respectable  inhabitants 
pond  that  they  had  seen  the  polioe 
™»ing  their  batons  at  the  winaows, 
■MM  of  which  were  worth  as  muoh  as 
sSo  a  piece.    The  Corporation  refused 
Ms  pMsatment.     The  case  came  before 
^odgs  Holmes   at  the  Uaroh  Assizes, 
*bp  fxnuidered  himself  constrained  to 

SI  the  presentment,  no  matter  who 
^  riotsTBhadbeen.  Heheld,  however, 
«*tfte  police  had  been  the  rioters  on 


Sessions,  and  he  was  fined,  with  an 
alternative.  The  conviction  was  reviewed 
in  the  Quean's  Bench,  and  I  remember 
that  Judge  O'Brien  laid  it  down  that  a 
constable  bad  no  right  to  enter  a  private 
meeting,  and  that  thosewho  prevented  hia 
entering  by  force  were  in  the  right.  Icall 
attention  to  this  to  show  that  even 
under  the  existing  system  in  Ireland  we 
are  advised  that  the  police  in  carrying 
on  thmr  illegal  action  con  be  legally  and 
properlyrepelled  by  force.  Therighthon. 
Oentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
has  referred  to  a  case  in  which  perjury 
was  established  against  a  oooetable  at 
Drogheda,  and  I  may  state  that  I  was 
myself  present  during  the  trial  of  Hr. 
Sheahy,  a  Uember  of  this  House,  who 
though  he  offered  good  baU  for  his 
appearance  next  day  was  met  by  a 
policeman  named  O'Ualley,  who,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  Uagistrate,  whose 
name  I  cannot  at  this  moment  recall, 
swore  that  he  had  reason  to  believe  that 
Ur.  Sheahy,  if  allowed  to  go  on  bail, 
would  not  attend  the  meotiiig  of  the 
Oonrt  on  the  following  day.  This  was 
perjuty  of  the  most  appalling  and  open 
kind  perpetrated  under  what  was  sup- 
posed  to  D6  the  protection  of  the  law. 
In  conclusion,  I  would  say,  with 
regard  to  this  Constabulary  Tote 
that  8  more  unpopular  vote  never  is  and 
never  was  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Whatever  may  have  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  I  can  see  no  trace  of 


anything  like  reconciliation  between  the 
police  and  the  Irish  people.  I  do  not 
so  much  blame  the  Constabulary  for  this, 
although  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
individual  members  of  the  force  have 
acted  in  certain  cases  with  great 
brutality ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  do 
accuse  the  Qovemment  of  having  been 
the  oaase  of  this  alienation  of  feeling. 
If  the  Government  continue  to  proceed 
as  they  have  done  they  will  never  gain 
the  respect  or  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people.  They  may  double  the  Con- 
stabulary Vote,  or  make  it  five  millions 
if  they  like,  and  they  may  increase  the 
strength  of  the  FoUce  Force  to  50,000 
men,  but  they  will  never  gain  the  respect 
of  the  law-abiding  people.  I  say  that 
the  whole  OouBtabidoiy  system  of  Ire- 
land is  rotten  to  the  core,  and  as  long  as 
!  I  oocupy  a  seat  in  this  House  I  will 
never  ceaae  to  raise  my  voice  against  it. 
SB 
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Uoreorer,^  I  say  that  the  aotion  taikra 
by  the  Irisli  Members  oa  this  qusBtion 
.ivill  be  applauded  by  tha  Irish  people 
from  one  wA  of  the  oountry  to  the  other. 
yfa  have  notbiagf  to  gain  by  fomiog 
here ;  but  at  tha  same  time  we  ahould 
be  guilty  of  almost  criminal  couduot  if 
«e  did  not  attend  ia  our  places  and  tell 
the  right  hon.  Oentlemao  the  Obief 
Secretary  that  he  ia  sot  a  fitting  inter- 
preter of  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  that  as  far  as  we  are  conDprned  our 
irotes  and  our  voices  will  never  cease  to 
be  against  his  policy. 

Me.  E.  HAREINGTON  (Kerry,  W.) : 
Ibis  is  practically  the  first  occasion 
dnring  this  Smuod  ob  which  I  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  inflicting  any  obserra- 
tioDS  upon  the  House.  I  find  that  I 
have  now  to  address  my  TDiuarks  to  a 
single  occupant  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
(the  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland), 
thinlc  the  epeech  which  has  been  de- 
livered by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Jjord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  wafi 
so  lull,  frank,  able,  and  co&ciee  a  state- 
ment ofonr  case  againet  the  Government 
that  wo  might  fairly  have  been  willing 
by  that  statement  to  stand  or  fall ;  and 
I  challenge  any  hon.  or  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  to  adduce  any  reasonable  argu- 
ments in  reply  to  it.  But,  following  the 
example  of  the  hen. land  learned  Gentle- 
nan  who  spoke  last,  I,  also,  will  venture 
to  localise  my  sbara  in  thia  Debate  by 
bringing  it  within  the  'fbnr  comers 
of  the  county  which  has  the  distin- 
gniahed  honour  of  being  a  kingdom  in  it- 
self, and  talking  of  the  pranks  played  by 
the  Boyal  Irish  Constabularjr  in  the 
Kingdom  of  Deny.  During  the  last 
days  of  1 688  I  had  to  accept  the  hospi 
tality  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlymaa  who 
is  at  tbe  h^d  of  the  Irish  ^E^ecotive, 
and  from  that  moatent  until  I  wa> 
Telmsed  in  F«bniaiy,  by  fb«  {^radons 
privilege  of  ait  inequality  of  the  law, 
one  day  b^ore  my  time,.  J.,  had  no 
kii^wledgs„«l  ffliat.-wa».giiQ|r,Mi.iD 
tbe.««^  «ulttd*.'   -Siiw  ikafe>lim*, 
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howeverf  1  have  learned  a  good  M 
of  what  has  taken  plae&  with  ngud  to 
the  police,  and  I  believe   that  itlion. 
Gentlemen    on    tho   opposite  ride  of 
the  House,  vill,  after  what  ia  expected 
to  be  the  early  closing  of  FarlisDMB^ 
go  to  the  County  of  Derrj  udlkeie 
study  the  doings  of  the  Gh)*emmmt, 
many  an  honest  vote  will  he  dWeitei 
from  the  present  Adminiatration  b;  tke 
disgusting  scenes  they  mil  be  nue  to 
witness.     Why  baa  the  Chief  Seoretu? 
never  had  the  courage  to  vimt  tlie  Tanat 
disturbed  county  in  Ireland,  in  wlu'di, 
X   allege,    20,000    people  have  beta 
evioted  in  the  last  10  years?    He  bai 
been  represeuted  there  bj  the  repre- 
sentative of  that  "old  and  particolit  I 
friend  "  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  In*- 
Bury,  Mr.  Soames,  who  went  thei^MB- 
plojed  Police  Pensioners,  and  seaUani 
gold  all  over  the  place  in  order  to  g^ 
false    accusations    made    aguoat  on 
These  accusations  have  failed,  halthttis 
the  only  way  in  which  the  Qoveraineiit 
have  been  represented  in  the  Conn^  w 
Kerry.     My  first  experience  oo  goins 
back  to  that  county  after  a  perm « 
enforced  absence  was  an  extraiadiiiaiT 
one.    Of  course,  I  had  a  legal  lijjUta 
go  to  my  own  residence  in  mj  own  eoa- 
sUtuency.     The  first  thing  I  »a«  wli«> 
I  alighted  on  the  railway  platfomn* 
that  a  man  who  approached  tbs  tna 
in  order  to  shake  hands  with  ii»i  ** 
struck  under  the  ear  by  a  {KtlicemM-l* 
that  awful  crime.     The  orime  iAiA.1 
h£ 
be 
in 
of 
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pdin  Miberatel;  laid  a  trap  there  in 

oiderthat  they  might  assault  peaceable 

peopls.    They  drew  up  at  the  entrance 

to  tha  timet  in  which  my  house  is  situ- 

■toerardon  of  police,  aadin  front  of 

tb«  winiin*  at  which  I  wae  etanding 

thejplnnted  a  police  note-taker  with  a 

few  poliwmen  amnnd  him,  as  if  to  inti  ■ 

niin  Ui  the  people  they  intended  to  take 

dnva  inj  wordn  I  nttered  and  to  proee- 

mte  IDS  for  them.      It   waa    ohurlieh 

enoogb  to  lu^geet  I  was  to  be  en  qaickly 

igaiQ  prosecuted  under  such   circum- 

■ttBci^,  botstill,  I  did  not  mind  that. 

Wbit,  licwcTer,  did  the  police  do  ?     As 

»na  M  they  had,  by  meane  of  this  trap, 

gatherei     a      few      hundred      people 

tofsihnr,  they,    without   any   note   of 

vtrnini;  or  order,  as  I  solemnly  aeeert, 

duhlmf  their  gnna  and  began  to  emaeh 

people  on  the  head  with  them.     I  saw 

eld  inmen  knocked  down  and  kicked  by 

policeneo    when    they    were    on    the 

Ki^eund.  end  these  fine  fcra*e  feltowK, 

tbit  noble   force  of  men,  of  which  the 

Ohisf  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  so  proud, 

•cled  in  iJiig  brutal  fashion.     Mind  you, 

I  tb'tik  tliere  is  no  force  in  the  world 

rtioh  would  not  be   brutalised  under 

■'ffiilar  turuumatances,  for   the  greatest 

Km  of  ihe  force,  the  concocter  of  etories 

ti   the  manufauturec    of  reports    is 

'*rtaia    ui    promotion    and     of    being 

^(4miled   in    thie  Houee  by  the  right 

k"S-  Ontleman    the   Chief  Secretary, 

We  are  awnsi'd   by    hon.    Geotlemen 

^pfWte  aoojetinies  that  we  are  always 

"■'P'liK  o"  the  eame  theme,  but  I  ven- 

totlo  Miy  that  in  no  other  oounlry  in 

1m  World  can  euuh  a  picture  as  this  he 
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heada  of  the  people.  Then  we  have  a 
nystem  of  shadowing  people  in  the 
(Jounty  of  £erry,  and  I  believe  that  if 
the  representatives  of  the  taxpayers  of 
this  country  oonld  see  the  system  under 
which  this  Police  Force  is  administered, 
they  would  call  for  the  abolition  of  the 
force.  We  see  men  in  silk  hats  knook- 
ing  about  in  all  direotions ;  paHcemeh 
in  uniform  are  plentiful,  but  policemen 
in  all  sorts  of  fancy  costumes  are  stilt 
more  numerous.  They  may  be  seen 
fijing  about  on  bicycles,  and  yon  may 
depend  upon  it  they  are  not  engaged  in 
the  detection  of  ordinary  crime.  We 
are  told  that  8,000  threatening  letters 
are  alleged  to  have  been  written  in  the 
County  of  Kerry.  Now,  these  letters 
must  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  and  the  only  penons  who  have 
been  brought  to  justice  for  writingthem, 
80  far,  have  been  two  women  and  a  sim- 
pleton. This  is  all  that  the  police  have 
been  able  to  detect  in  10  years.  Now, 
I  have  an  offer  to  make.  Let  the 
d-overnment  give  ua  posaesaion  of  these 
letters  for  a  fortnight,  and  I  venture  to 
eay  that  we  will  bring  many  persons  to 
jiiBtioe.  It  was  well  said  by  the  Lord 
Uayor  of  Dublin  that  no  policemati  in 
Ireland  has  ever  been  promoted  for 
saving  life,  rhey  are  only  promoted 
when  they  injure  the  life  andlimbaof 
political  opponents  of  the  Government. 
For  those  acts  they  are  both  promoted 
and  rewarded.  On  the  occasion  when 
my  newspaper  plant  was  seized,  fifty 
policemen  were  [uaced  in  charge  of  my 
house  and  took  pnaseesion  of  all  my 
hooks  and  papers  and  private  letters. 
About  thirty  of  them  tived  with  me  for 
nsarly  a  fortnight  in  an  undecided  state 
of  mind  as  to  whether  they  should  arrest 
me.  It  was  just  like  the  oooupation  of 
E^cypt.  They  could  not  make  up  their 
minds  whether  they  were  going  to  leave 
or  to  fitay.  Now,  each  one  of  those  thirty 
men  have  sinoe  been  rewarded  or  pro* 
moted  for  the  simple  service  of  occupy- 
ing my  house.  Folioemen  who  peijnre 
themselves  also  gain  promotion,  and 
notably  there  is  the  case  of  police  con- 
stable Clark,  who  is  now  apparently  in 
the  highest  confidence  of  the  Qovern- 
ment.  Now,  I  wish  to  relate  an  incident 
which  happened  before  my  temporary 
absence  from  the  County  Kerry.  While 
the  'TVnw  case  was  being  plwed  befhre 
the  S^iftl  OommiMdon,  a  land  agent 
S  B  2 


St^g—Onl 


091 

book  EUlome;  gsTe  certain  itartliug 
evidenoe,  and  aome  young  men  in  the 
town  of  EiUainef  thoa^ht  they  would 
asaiet  in  the  inTMtigation  of  that  eri- 
denoe.  They  therefore  vent  out  to 
make  inquiries  of  their  frienda  and 
neighbours  aa  to  the  facta  which  the 
vitneaa  had  deposed  to,  but  from  the 
moment  they  started,  they  were  followed 
and  ahadowad  by  policemen  who 
obetruoted  them  and  obtruded  them- 
Belvea  between  the  yonug  men  and  the 
persona  they  were  viaiting.  Thsy  went 
with  them  into  private  nouaea,  and  at 
laat  one  of  the  young  men  ordered  a 
policeman  out  of  a  houae.  He  refused 
to  go  and  the  young  man  pushed  him 
out  and  took  the  person's  statement  in 
the  policeman'a  absence.  As  the  young 
man  was  not  the  owner  of  that  house,  he 
was  oonvicted  of  assault,  and  he  waa  im- 
prisoned for  a  week  for  that  act.  ] 
assert  that  the  deliberate  purpose  of  the 

Silice  on  that  occasion  woa  to  obstruct 
e  obtaining  of  evidence  for  the  Special 
OomnuMion  then  sitting  in  London. 
They  would  preTsnt  any  evidence 
being  obtained  by  onr  side,  but 
tbey  would  be  willing  to  get  evi- 
dcmoe  for  the  aide  of  the  allies — the 
JVnut  and  the  Oovemment.  This  is  a 
matter  which  the  Oovemment  will  have 
to  deal  with  early  next  Seaeion,  and  I 
can  promise  them  they  will  have  lively 
timea.  I  believe  they  will  be  made 
ashamed  of  their  allies,  and  of  the  use 
made  by  the  Timn  of  the  Bc^al  Irish 
Gonstabulary.  I  appeal  to  hon.  Uem- 
bers  not  to  sat  down  our  atatements  as 
wholesale  imagination.  Let  them 
rather  go  to  Ireland  and  aee  the  course 
of  eventa  for  themaelves.  Let  them  go 
as  ordinary  touriata  and  viaitora,  and 
not  announce  to  the  nearest  Beddent 
Magistrate  that  they  are  Toiy  Uembers 
come  to  watoh  the  administration  of  the 
law.  I  pledge  my  word  that  if  they  do 
this,  there  will  soon  be  a  great  revolu- 
tion of  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Tory 
Fttrty  against  the  administration  of  the 
Police  Force.  1  now  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  what  reason  he 
oangiveforthe  police,  without  warning 
on  occasion  after  occaaion,  when  any  sort 
of  gathering  takea  place  in  the  Oonnty 
of  Kerry,  luitoning  the  people  of  that 
place.    And  here  I  sbould  like  to  inter- 

Ioae  a  few  worda  aa  to  another  matter, 
bave  here  a  telegram  which  givea  us 
Mr.  E.  Sarringtin 
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some  proof  at  any  rate  that  the  acti  ol 
the  Government   underlings  will  not 
always   be    upheld    by  the    Superior 
Courts  of  Justice.    I  have  here  a  tela-     I 
gram  which  states  that  the  cosnclim 
of  Br.  Tanner  for  assault  ha*  been  Ht     I 
aside.     The  seocnd  case    agunst  Di.     I 
Tanner  is  still  at  hearing,  bat,  add*  tha 
telegram,  "It  is  all  plain  saiUngnov." 
Tes,  Sir,  it  has  been  plain  auling  vi&     ' 
the  right  hon.  Oentieman  for  a  long     I 
time.    He  has  takes  care  that  notUiMt    | 
shall  obatroct  his  navigation.   It  was 
plain   sailing  when  he  removed  hcni    . 
his  path  the  Member  for  Ncrth-Bs* 
Oork.     It   waa  plain  sailing   tx  bin 
when,  after  locking  me  up  in  gaol  an 
one   of    the    foulest    and  moat  eitn- 
ordinary  pretenoea  ever  known,  hecuu 
down  here  and  belied  me  In  this  Hous- 
But  it  will  not  be    plun  aailiog  to 
him  any  longer,  and  I  do  believe  thit 
even  in  that  Party,  ol   which  for  tb* 
moment  he  is  the  figure  head,  there  vSl 
be  an  awakening  conscience,  and  thit 
they  will  realise  that  the  policy  wIugIi 
they  are  porening  is   not  a  poUc;  cf 
union,  but  that  it  ia  a  policy  of  the  baton 
in  Ireland  and  of  faleehood  in  FarliamanL 
I  now  return  to  the  oondoct  of  thepi)^ 
at  Kerry.    By  what  right,  I  ssk,  did 
they  assault  the  people  of  my  Mi«*tta- 
anoy  F     Why  was  no  warning  gir*  me 
that  the  people  must  diapetae  F   I  >A*^ 
the  Besiaeat  Magistrate  there  if  &"* 
waa  any  law  to  justify  hie  proceediagj 
and,  curling  hia  moustaohe,  he  refUao, 
"  I  do  not  Know,  I  am  anre."    I  hi''* 
kept  the  people  of  that  town  from  afU- 
ing  blooa,  for  I  gave  them  my  |>lM|* 
that  I  would  taiae  the  qneation  a  A* 
House.    I  hope  now  I  ehall  get  a  MB^ 
factory  reply.    I  will  leave  t£af  ~"* 
Uie  subject.    I  have  now  to  o 
that  policemen  are  seedleealy  a 
posely  taken  from  one  part  of  li 
another;  that  they  are  plied  wit 
and  that  then  they  are  set  on  t 
leaaly  baton  the  people,  wUle 
stablea  who  are  acquainted  i 
locality  are  kept  indoora ;  an< 
what  the  right  hon.  Q'entleman  i 
as  nurturing  cordial  relations 
the  police  and  the  people.    I 
some  remote  district  in  Ireland 
the  people  stand  in  fear  of  tit' 
But  la  it  to  be  wondered  at,  dej 
tb^  are  of  every  Oonatitationt 
The  Qovenunant  are  to-day  di 


m         S^y^Ckil 


{kVQVVS 


{heir  mighty  anny  of  26,000  men  before 
ihe  Oennaa  Emperor,  the  master  of 
millions,  and  to  do  that  they  are  obliged 
to  withdraw  the  Ouards  ^m  London 
and  pnt  Lancers  to  do  duty  in  their 
{laces.    Why  do  not  the  Gbyemment 
makea proper  use  of  the  Boyal  Lrish 
Oonstabulary  ?     They  could  be  eacdly 
drafted  into  the  Army,  which  is  their 
proper  sphere,  and  then  there  would  be 
no  necessity  to  brutalise  them  as  you 
are  now  dciaig,    I  have  in  my  pocket 
two  hmottiDg  letters  written  by  Mr. 
Cecil 'Soohe,  the   nominal    master  of 
Oolonel  Tomer,  which  were  handed  to 
the  secretary    of  Tralee  races   by  a 
9Vgeuit  of  police,  and  this  is  the  use 
m  are  making  of   the   Irish  Police 
Force.    Thb  act  of  this  man  in  trying 
to  instil  hatred  into  the  police  force  will 
«ny  its  own     revulsion    of    feeling 
agamst  it,  and  I  believe  that  decent- 
man  who  hafe  differed  from  us  in  past 
times  in  Leland  will  see,  after  all,  that 
^^^^  selfish  policy  of  those  who  are 
^inhiisteriDg  the  law  that  is  estranging 
ue  people  at  the  present  time  from  the 
laws  of  the  country.    I  will  not  inflict 
nyself  at  any  further  length  on  the 
t^nunittee.    I  was  doubtful  whether  I 
•wmld  speak  on  this  Vote  at  all.    I 
••Mrt  that  for  1 0  or  1 1  years  I  have  never 
■poken  at  a  meeting  without  securing 
PW^ection  for  the  police  present ;  I  have 
aersr  consented   to  offering  them  vio- 
lenoe  or  insult,   and  I  am  pained  to 
•pwi  of  any  section  of  my  countrymen 
^  I  have  done.     But  the  temptation  to 
■°^  i«  great.     If  they  do  not  treat  us 
hwjtaUy  they  will  not  be  promoted.    It 
•y  di^laying  their  hatred  of  us  and 
Mr  ammoeity  to  any  national  feeling 
Jd  to  every  instinct  of  humanity  that 
w^ffiay  expect  promotion  from  those 
y  have  the  feeungs  of  the  right  hon. 

Jj^eman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
Mi. 

*Mi.  A.  J.  BAIiFOUE :  It  was  my 

wf  last  night  to  address  more  than 

••long  speech  to  the  Committee,  and 

I  popose,  therefore,    to   restrict  the 

•■•■As  I  have  to  make  to-day  to  the 

^^9  Barroweat  limits,   and    to    couch 

Mli  in  as  nncontroversial  a  tone   as 

W>  sature  of   the  subject  will  adoiit 

y,  I^  notice    that   something  I  said 
M  night  towards   the  dose   of  my 
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observations  with  regard  to  the  in- 
creased  good  feeling  between  the  police 
and  the  people  has  caused  a  good  deal 
of  irritation  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite.  I  believe  that  what  I 
stated  is  the  fact,  and  I  abate  no  jot  nor 
tittle  of  the  assertion  which  I  then  made 
last  evening.  I  should  have  thought 
that  in  every  quarter  of  the  House  such 
an  increase  of  good  feeling  would  be 
desired;  yet  the  statements  made  by 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  with  regard  to 
the  intemperate  habits  of  the  police  and 
their  reckless  cruelty  and  brutality  are 
not  only  absolutely  unfounded,  but 
certainly  do  not  conduce  to  that 
harmony  of  feeling  between  the  police 
and  the  people  which  hon.  Gentlemen' 
in  their  cooler  moments  must  desire. 
Such  speeches  as  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton),  by  the  very 
violence  of  the  language  in  which' 
they  are  couched,  must  partly  destroy 
the  effect  which  they  would  be  other-, 
wise  calculated  to  produce.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  only  made  the 
wildest  accusations  against  myself  per- 
sonally, but  he  has  emphasised  the 
accusations  against  the  police.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  directly  charges 
the  Government  with  the  intention  of* 
doing  all  in  their  power  to  promote  col- 
lisions between  the  police  and  the 
people,  and  with  using,  to  obtain  that 
object,  all  the  powers  of  organisation  at 
their  own  command.  Further,  he  charges 
us  with  attempting  to  inflame  the 
violence  of  the  police  by  encouraging 
them  in  habits  of  intemperance. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  feel 
that  such  accusations,  however  useful 
they  may  be  on  Irish  platforms,  are  not 
suited  to  the  atmosphere  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  attribute  to  me  what  motives 
he  pleases,  and  he  may  draw  a 
fancy  picture  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  as  ^. 
monster  of  political  iniquity ;  but  even 


if  w«  gTADted  the  truth  of  this  oarioa- 
ture,  if  we  put  the  morality  of  th« 
Governmeat  at  the  loweBt  Isrel,  vhat 
Aould  the  Government,  as  politioians, 
gaiii  by  promoting  oonflicts  between  the 

Solice  and  the  public  t  The  right  hon. 
entlsman  must  aee  that,  as  far  ae  we 
have  political  interests  to  serve,  and  as 
far  as  our  conduct  is  inspired,  not  by  a 
sense  of  public  duty  to  the  people  of 
Iceland,  but  by  our  estimate  of  the  mare 

Eolitical  exigenoies  of  the  situation,  we 
ave  everything  to  gain  by  promoting 
harmony  between  the  police  and  tlie 
people,  and  everything  to  lose  by  the 
contrary  course.  To  say  that  the  Go. 
Teromentare — I  will  not  say  lo  wicked— 
but  BO  idiotic  aa  to  carry  out  the  policy 
attributed  to  them  is  surely  to  shock  the 
common  sense  of  the  Oommiltee  and  of 
the  English  people.  The  Amendment 
deals  with  two  points  apparently  new — 
the  alleged  excess  in  the  number  of  extra 
police  oyer  what  is  required  by  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  the  alleged 
impropriety  of  making  payments  out  of 
the  public  funds  to  the  police  at  the  time 
when  they  were  witnesses  in  the  Timtt' 
case.  Now,  I  stated  last  evening  without 
Bpecial  inquiry  that  I  had  no  doubt  that 
the  same  rule  was  followed  with  regard 
to  the  police  over  in  Loudon  ou  subpceoa, 
which  is  habitually  followed  whenever 
a  member  of  the  Public  Ser^ics  is  oalled 
before  any  Court  of  Law.  Having 
made  inquiry,  I  find  that  this  was  the 
case.  The  rule  is— that  if  a  man  be 
oalled  away  from  home  on  duty,  the 
ordinary  pay  will  not  be  interfered  with. 
If  he  receives,  as  is  usual,  from  those 
who  subpmna  him,  money  lo  support 
him  in  his  abssnce  from  home,  no 
money  is  paid  to  him  from  the  public 
funds  for  that  purpose.  This  rule, 
vhich  is  founded  on  common  sense,  has 
been  strictly  adhered  lo  in  the  case  of 
police  called  before  the  Special  Oom- 
mission.  They  receive  no  extra  re- 
muneration from  a  pubtio  source  for  the 
additional  cost  of  their  support  from 
home,  because  that  cost  was  borne,  no 
doubt,  by  the  TiMe$.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  that  not  only  should 
these  witnesses  receive  no  extra  remu- 
neration, but  that  their  ordinary  pay 
riiould  be  cut  off. 

Mb.  aEXTON :  My  point  is,  that  they 
rtceived  pay  from  the  Crown  in  aperiod 
Mr.  A.  J.  BdjQwr 
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during  which  tbay  discha^ed  no  SntT 
to  the  Crown,  but  were  reteiriDg  toj 
considerable  payment. 

•Me.  BALFOUR  :  The  firit  point  I 
have  dealt  with.  I  have  poinied  ont 
'hat  it  is  a  necessary  and,  I  think,  ■ 
natural  aqd  proper  rule  of  the  wrnM 
that  the  pay  shonld  not  be  stoppsd  hs- 
cause  a  man  is  called  away  from  lu) 
ordioary  duties  to  exercise  bis  fans* 
tions  as  a  citizen.  As  to  the  annnDtot 
remuneration  given  by  the  limft,  t  ban 
no  information  to  give  the  Hnuss,  !»• 
cause  I  have  no  information  myself.  It 
was  a  matter  that  was  arras^  bj 
the  TViBM  just  as  it  ia  airanged  by 
any  party  to  a  suit. 

Mr.  MACNBILL  (Donegal,  S.].- 
Will  the  right  hon.  QentleuiaD  silo*  ' 
me  to  interrupt  bim  for  a  momsntf 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  .has  fts- 
qneutly  stated  that  in  this  matter  thai< 
is  no  difference  batween  the  case  of  tha 
men  called  before  the  Special  ComDiis- 
siou  and  the  case  of  witnea^es  called 
before  an  ordinary  Court.  But  otbei 
witnesses  were  given  three  days'  soticfl 
by  Mr.  Soames  when  they  were  lerTsd- 
The  constabulary  were  given  un  Dotics 
at  aU,  and  soma  of  them  were  nnt  tub- 
poenaed  at  all.  One  man  was  k^ptoTsr 
100  days  in  London  without  aubpmav 
How  is  it  that  the  constabulary  wit- 
nesses were  dancing  attendance  on  Kr. 
Soames  and  the  Timet  without  any  sab- 
pcena,  whilst  other  witnesses  **•  . 
treiited  so  differently  ? 


•Mb.  BALFOUR : 
he  interruption  of 
amounting  as  it  do 
and  not  unargumei: 
subject  wholly  outs 
Amendment.  The 
attacked  the  oonata 
London  without  s 
Amendment  is  abou 
which  they  receivec 
ordinary  rule  was 
case  of  these  me 
iroin  the  ^habitual 


I  am  anrpria^J  <J* 
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TAlk  Sarrice  would  be  to  set  an 
nlortiisate  precedent.  The  right  hon. 
flantleman  aleo  desires  to  oat  down  the 
Tots  by  the  amount  tar  extra  polioe  in 
oertsia  counties  in  Ireland  on  the 
Round  that  because  Ireland  is  said  to 
Se  DO  laager  in  a  dieturbed  condition 
it  DO  losgsr  requires  the  extra  police 
tnw.  A«)ordiag>  to  the  right  hon. 
Osntlsmaii,  either  the  conteation  of 
tbe  GoTerament  about  the  state  of 
Ireland  ii  untrue  or  elee  the  country 
■hadd  not  be  asked  to  pa;  the  extra 
anonnt.  I  do  not  withdraw  anything 
Z  iiiTs  said  with  regard  to  the  im- 
pnired  aute  of  Ireland.  That  improre- 
meot  makes  itself  manifest  in  almost 
svBty  port  of  the  country,  and  is 
eitabliabed  by  every  test  that  can  be 
^plied  to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nisn  has  fallen  into  two  errors.  The 
£nt  is,  bia  statement  that  because  crime 
hudinuniBhed,  there  ought  to  be  no 
extra  police  force  ;  and  the  second  is, 
ttaftliere  has  been  no  diminution  in 
*li8  aitra  police  force. 

Ma.  SEXTON ;  I  referred  not  only 
to  Grime,  but  to  the  proclamation  of 
meedngs,  and  also  to  the  boast  of  the 
right  ban.  Oentleman  that  the  number 
of  boycotted  persons  had  been  consider- 
ably reduced. 

•Ma.  BALFOUE :  I  did  not  know  that 
WIS  ths  point  to  which  the  right  hon. 
ttmtlemaa  attached  weight,  but  it 
nally  makes  no  subslantial  difference 
u  the  argument  I  was  addresaing 
to    Ihe      Cnmmittflfl.        The     nntnt     ih 
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to  the  argumant  brought  forward  hf 
the  right  hoQ.  Qentleman.  Hie  argn- 
msni  was  that  we  did  not  require  all 
the  policemen  now  employed,  since  wa 
said  that  Ireland  was  so  much  quieter 
than  it  had  been.  In  answer  to  that,  it  ia 
perfectly  relevant  to  point  out  that  at  a 
time  when  agrarian  crime  was  less, 
boycotting  was  not  invented,  and  there 
was  not  a  large  political  party  actively 
engaged  in  promoting  disturbance ;  but 
it  is  not  relevant  to  point  out  that  the 
cost  of  the  force  was  greater.  A 
larger  number  of  police  was  required 
than  actually  exists  at  the  present  time. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  will  compare  the 
statistics  of  what  was  required  when 
Ireland  was  much  more  disturbed  ia 
18R2,  they  will  see  that  the  amount  of 
the  extra  police  force  used  in  the  ooun- 
ties  has  been  diminished  by  very  nearly 
one-half,  and  I  believe  that  a  still  further 
reduction  will  be  made  as  the  country  im- 
proves. With  rngard  toother  points  raised 
by  hon.  Members,  I  cannot  go  into  them 
without  again  going  over  the  ground 
which  I  traversed  last  night,  and  I 
have  con6ned  myself  to  the  argumenta 
which  are  strictly  relevant  to  the 
Amendment.  I  think  I  have  shown  tbe 
House  that  there  is  no  reason  for  refus- 
ing  this  Vote  either  on  account  of  the 
action  of  the  Timei  or  on  acconnt  of  the 
alleged  excessive  police  force  in  Ireland, 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  they  wUI  not . 
assent  to  the  Amendment, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALV  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  beat  proof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  give  the  Committee  that  there  was 
no  vindictive  action  on  the  part  of  ths 
police  and  no  animus  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  in  stimulating  them  to ' 
excesses  would  be  that  every  ezceoB 
committed  by  the  police  in  Ireland  made 
against  the  Government,  and  that  it  was 
to  their  interest  to  promote  harmony. 
No  attempt  has  been  made  to  show  this. 
Why  do  you  do  all  these  hundred  pettj^  . 
mean,  and  oontemptible  acts,  which  show  i 
a  spirit  of  vindictivenesB  on  the  part  of  , 
tha  powon  tiu±  b«  ?    What  advantaga  h 
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is  it  to  take  away  fonr  oanoea  of  braod 
fiotn  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mamber  for 
West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harriogfton)  when 
yoa  took  away  his  hard  labour  ?  Did 
that  remoTe  from  the  minda  of  the  Irish 
people  the  idea  that  you  are  a  mean  and 
oontemptible  and  malignant  Govero- 
ment?  You  cutoff  men's  wblakers  and 
monstaehes,  you  strip  your  prisoners,  and 
atiok  them  in  police  vans  and  foul  places. 
With  what  face  under  these  cironmstaDoes 
oan  the  right  hon.  Qeatleoian  get  up  and 
say,  "  We  never  cin  incite  policemen  to 
act  illegally,  beoaase  it  makes  against 
OS  rather  than  for  us."  I  regret  hav- 
ing to  speak  about  the  oonduot  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  during  the  last  four 
years;  bat  I  must  bear  out  what  liaa 
been  said  about  the  polioe  being  ea- 
oouraged  to  drink  Btimnlating  liquors 
and  deprived  of  food  for  the  purpose  of 
makiDg  them  savage.  I  always  sup- 
ported temperance  legislation  in  this 
House.  I  shall  never  do  it  again  aa 
long  as  the  Irish  Police  are  controlled  aa 
at  present.  What  are  the  facts  ?  It 
nsed  to  he  a  crime  for  them  to  be  drunk 
on  duty ;  but  now  their  oflcers  pass  it 
over,  and  huge  barrels  of  porter  are 
freely  distributed  amongst  them,  and  in 
a  state,  half-hungry  and  half-drunk,  I 
have  seen  them  with  the  devil  in  their 
eyes  attack  the  unfortunate  people  and 
level  them  with  the  ground.  There  is 
a  still  more  remarkable  fact.  These 
men  have  for  years  been  regarded  as  a 
religious  body  of  men.  They  w«re 
respected  by  the  people  and  on  friendly 
terms  with  the  Priests.  Now  they  are  being 
distinctly  encouraged  to  detach  them- 
selves from  their  religious  observances. 
Every  policeman  entering  the  Foioe  has 
(0  take  an  oath  that  be  does  not  belong 
to  any  secret  society,  except  the  Free- 
masons. Ii  is  notorious  that  the  Free- 
masons' Society  is  condemned  by  the 
Catholic  Church,  as  every  otlier  secret 
Bodety  is.  I  am  not  going  to  attack  it, 
w  it  is  known  in  England  in  the  form 
Jfr.  7.  X.  £m^ 


of  a  benevolent  institution ;  bat  I  My 
that     in     Ireland  -  Freemsaoniy    ud 
Orangeism  are  the  same  thing,  ui  it 
yon  take  up  a  lut  of  FreemsMiu  JM 
will  find  that,  as  a  rule,  the  haads  of  Qis 
Freemasons  and  the  beads  of  ths  Orange 
Society  are  one  and  the  same.    Thsreis 
no  promotion  to  be  had  in  ths  fons 
except  through  the  Freemason  ring,  ibA 
these  men  know  it.   They  are  eaconnged 
OD  this  account  to  join  a  body  whith  is 
condemned  by  their  religioua  superion, 
and  they  do  join  it.    And  how  are  tin 
men  officered  ?    The  nomination  Bystam, 
which  is  partly  resorted  to,  is  a  moit 
pernicious  system,   and  it  is  one  wUch 
jou  have  abolished  in  your  own  coantry. 
Every  petty  ageut  and  landlord  geti  « 
nomination  for  a  son,  and  the  whole  of 
the  officers  at  the  present  moment  baloDg 
to  that  class,  except  a  few  Englishmeo, 
who  are  the  most  respectable  memben 
of  ths  force.     Sub-Inspector  Tjstt,  U 
Englishman,  undoubtedly  brought  Dr. 
Cross  to  justice  for  poisoning  his  »if^ 
and — I  do  not  know    whether   it  WM 
because   a    Petition  was    sent    to  the 
Lord     lieutenant,     to    let    Dr.   CvM 
off   because    he    had    been   boyoottsd 
— the     Sub-Inspector    was     naond, 
at  his  own  expense,  to  a  more  ^itsat 
station.     I  say  that  the  spirit  thst  su- 
mates  the  officers  goes  into   the  m«it 
and  their  only  chance  of  promotion  is  to 
read  the  speeches  of  the  right  hon>  Qm- 
tleman,  and  to  aot  upon  his  precMrts. 
Why    do   they  do  it?     Because  am^ 
believe,    rightly  or   wrongly,   that  ^ 
pleases  the  right  hon.    Gentleman  t» 
have  Hembers  of  Parltameat  with  «t 
heads,  an< 
as  they  di 
ville,  the] 
wishes  of 
pursuing 
mass  the] 
men,  and 
judioed  el 
the  Irish  ] 
take,  or  b 
manlike  v 
the  Chief 
that  it  is  i 
of  exacerl 
from  the  < 
right  hon. 
are  carry 
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Qofinm«nt,  and  th^aet  aooordinglj. 
Nov  just  by  way  of  fllustration,  not  of 
iojaetof  bnitalitv  on  the  part  of  the 
poaoe,  but  of   the  absnxdity  of  the 
^stem,  I  will  teU  the  Oommittee  what 
oeenrred  when    I    went   to   visit  the 
Member  for  North-Eaet  Oork  in  goal 
IB  Varch   or   April   last.    I    arriyed 
in  Tralee  with   the   solicitor   for   the 
defence  armed  with  an   order  of  ad- 
miiaon  from   the   Attorney    General, 
but  from  the  moment  we  arrived  at  oar 
hotd  we  were  watched  by  a  galaxy  of 
flieee  heroes.    Step  by  step,  from  the 
hotel  to  the  gaol  we  were  watched,  and 
>tq>  bj  step  we  were  watched  back 
again.  I  afterwards  wrote  to  Sir  Andrew 
field  on  the  subject — I  believe  he  has 
been  made  a  '<  Sir,"  and  I  think  none 
the  better  of  him  for  it— I  ex^ned 
the   object   of    our   visit    to   Tralee. 
I   said    we    had    the    leave    of  the 
OoTemment,   and  I  inquired  why  we 
were  dogged  in  this  way.    The  next  day 
tAar  the  trial,  and  after  the  usual  per- 
fotmaaoe  of  my  expulsion  from  Court  by 
Mr.  OecQ  Eoche,  waiting  for  the  train 
I  iook  a  walk   in  company  with  the 
M^tor  and  my  friend,  Mr.  Oondon, 
flow  in  gaol.    I  do  not  Uiink  if  we  had 
iBtended  to  hold  a  meeting  we  should 
IttTe  taken  the  course  we  did.    We  took 
a  walk   through   the    country.      We 
donbled  back  again,  but  still  we  were 
^'^lowed  by  two  policemen,  to  whom  at 
last  I  spoke,  and  I  asked  why  they  paid 
^  anch  attention,  but  they  declined  to 
gm  me  an  answer,   or  to  give  their 
names.      I    wrote   to    the    Inspector 
pnder  the  impression  that  the  men  had 
hiadfertently  exceeded  their  duty,  but 
so;  I  was  told  tiiey  were  quite  right  in 
acting  as  they  did,  and  refusing  their 
Ues.    From  Sir  Andrew  Beid  I  could 

Sao  explanation  why  I  was  followed. 
^  this  is  most  absurd.  I  do  not 
sU  being  followed,  except  that  I  do 
aoteare  to  be  thought  such  a  fool  that 
ivei^ioemen  can  find  out  anything 
ftiti  denreto  conceal.  In  that  sense 
lie  aabmit  to  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
that  unless  these  things  are  done 
parposes  of  irritation  and  insult  I 
IM  conceive  what  object  they  can 
V^  ia  the  wide  world.  I  see  these 
^■Bat  the  raliwaj  station ;  they  have 
Mm  arrangement  with  the  booking 
^■^  and  from  the  moment  I  take  my 
'  *    to  my  return,  arrangements  are 


made  to  keep  a  watch  on  me  all  along* 
the  line,  as  if  I  were  the  Lord  lieutenant^ 
and  I  find  a  guard  of  honour  at  every 
railway  station.  Some  members  of  our 
party  areJSailway  Directors,  and  I  invite 
them  to  ascertain  by  what  right  these 
men  are  admitted  to  the  railway  stations. 
I  invite  the  railway  shareholders,  the 
vast  majority  of  whom  sympathize  with 
us,  to  inquire  by  what  right  these 
policemen  enter  upon  private  premises 
and  baton  the  people  there.  I  trust 
this  irritating  system  of  espionage  will 
be  abolished.  You  find  these  felloww 
sticking  their  piekelhauhsi  and  noses 
into  every  railway  carriage  to  find  out 
where  you  are  gomg,  as  if  we  are  living^ 
under  a  Hussian  system  of  administra- 
tion. What  can  be  the  object  except 
irritation?  In  Mr.  Forster's  day,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  College 
Qreen  moved  for  a  Betum  of  the  numoer 
of  people  arrested  at  railway  stations  in 
10  years,  and  the  Betum  was  given  in 
1881,  and  we  found  that  in  that  period 
there  had  been  no  arrests,  except  that 
on  one  occasion,  at  Ennis,  some  gentle- 
men of  the  Glare  Militia  were  arrested 
for  being  drunk  and  disorderly.  I 
should  like  to  have  a  continuation  of 
that  Betum.  I  do  not  know  whether 
there  has  been  any  continuation  of  the 
pranks  of  the  Glare  Militia;  but  I  think 
it  woidd  be  shown  that  this  practice  of 
watching  railway  stations  has  no  sort  of 
object  but  exasperation.  We  have  got 
used  to  it,  but  En^sh  and  Scotch 
visitors  to  our  country  are  struck  by  the 
appearance  of  these  louts  carrying  guns, 
swords,  batons,  revolvers,  and  a  spike 
on  their  helmets — visitors  are  struck  by 
this  exhibition,  and  in  it  may  afibrd  a 
useful  object-lesson  for  their  enlighten- 
ment. We  have  been  told  that  under  the 
presentsystemof  administration  there  haa 
been  an  improvement  in  the  state  of 
Ireland,  and  as  proof  we  are  told  that 
the  number  of  boycotted  persons  has- 
decreased.  We  have  not  been  told  that 
the  number  of  evicted  farms  has  de- 
creased, that  was  left  as  information  for 
Golonel  Turner  to  give  the  Judges  of 
Assize,  a  piece  of  impertinence  that 
deserves  censure.  The  system  of  bov-» 
cotting  Betums  sprang  up  under  the 
present  Ghief  Secretary.  We  always 
nave  a  Ghief  Secretary  who  is  one  of  the 
finest  statesmen  of  his  time.  All  the 
other  Departments  of  State  would  be 
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^•A  to  tiave  his  •nrioei,  but  Baghnd 
«st  of  her  booitt;  ooattn  him  upon  the 
Irish  raoe.  The  right  hon.  QenlleiOBii 
di¥orcmg  himself  from  Sootland,  from 
Ui».  Home  OE^e,  Foreign  Offioe,  the 
GfilonieB,  IntUa,  tho  Arm;,  the  Navy,  is 
^*ood  enough  to  give  the  benefit  of  hU 
wtellsot  to  IrelAod,  and  dKrine  his 
tawtre  of  office  ha  haa  dereloped  thia 
^atam  of  Betunte  of  boTootted  pnraons. 
Se  aaya  Then  the  Ooeroion  Act  was  In- 
ttodaced  there  were  4,000  boycotted 
wngns,  aud  now  two  veara  of  Uie  Act 
Uve  reduced  that  number  hj  half  or  a 
third.  Now,  laasumeeverypereonofoom- 
Bton  sense  in  an  J  diatriot  knows  who  is  boy- 
flatted  there  and  who  is  not.  A  boycotted 
person  must  be  well  known.  But  these 
Aetans  furnished  by  the  Oonatabulary 
give  aa  no  information  trhaterer  by 
which  we  can  test  their  aocuraoy.  In  my 
opinion,  the  -BetumB  are  as  illusory 
4a  other  information  furnished  through 
the  same  channel.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
^leaian  has  derised  a  ayatem — probably 
tite  most  effectire  that  could  be  devised 
—for  singling  out  a  boycotted  person 
and  preventing  anybody  from  buying 
from  or  selling  to  lum.  There  hascome 
into  being  in  Ireland  recently  a  body 
«»Ued  a  Land  Corporation,  and  also,  I 
believe,  a  Derelict  Trua^  which  cer- 
tainly does  not  belie  its  name,  for  it  is 
oertauily  derelict  if  not  trustworthy. 
TEheoe  two  bodies  endeavour  to  effect 
aales  of  cattle  for  landlords  and  the  sale 
ol  the  produce  of  boyootted  persons. 
What  have  the  Government  done  in 
Ireland,  headed  by  a  man  of  the  uu- 
doubted  intelleot  of  the  Ohief  Secretary  ? 
With  rward  to  boycotted  persons,  I  am 
oar^sed  that  a  man  of  intelleot  like 
the  Chief  Secretary  cannot  aee  the  ab- 
mtdity  of  the  system  of  police  protec- 
tion. When  a  boycotted  person  attends 
a  fair  he  is  accompanied  by  four  or  five 
oonotables  in  unuorm,  with  riflea,  in 
4»der  to  watch  the  ba^ains.  Let  me 
mglgeat,  in  addition,  that  when  boy- 
•oaMed  pigs  are  brought  into  a  fair  the 
ri^t  hon.  Oentleraan  should  give  the 
<lwner  the  Union  Jack  to  wave  over 
them,  and  we  should  aee  how  brisk  the 
ealee  would  be  under  the  combined 
iafluenoe  of  bayonets  and  the  fiag.  This 
afstem  has  sprang  up  under  tbs  right 
nan.  Qentleman,  who  boaats  that  he  has  tanoe  to  the  oc 
dimsaished  boycotting  in  Irdand.  At  serving  procet 
««ne  faiia  piobabl^  fiO  ooutabtea  are   dined  te  atndy 
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pveaeaft  to  look  after  the  boyoottsdlii^ 
grabbers  and  the  landlords.    Dom  'Hi 
promote  good  feeling  and  ewxningttiM 
sale  of  boycotted  produce  ?  If  I  vsBtsl 
a  pig  at  a  fair.  I  would  iteer  dear  oi  the 
bayonets,  and  I  would  snggest  to  fiw 
great  intellect  which  now  sheds  its  besiiM 
over  Ireland  that  the  beat  wayta^a 
land-grabber    a    chance    at  a  fur  ii 
to   let    him  go   there   unnctieed  tal 
unknown.     I  make  this  humble  nw- 
gestion  in  the  interosta  of  the  ludloia 
Of  course,    the  right  hon.  Oentlamu 
says  these  men  must  be  protected  tna 
danger,  bat  if  in  aa  unfortanate  Ms 
of  affairs  they  need  protection  let  thw 
stay  at  home,  for  certainly  they  viU 
make  no  salea  at  the  fair  under  te 
circumstances  I  have  mentioned.  Thn 
is  an  instance    in  the    case  of  I^ 
OoUrtown.  Lord  Oourtown  is,  I  be^i«^ 
the  head  of  the  "Property  Ddeaee 
Association  " — it  is  not  much  of  ahesd,n 
is  tme,  that  he  can  give,  but  snoh  utt 
is   ho    gives   it   to  that  body.   liM 
Oourtown  had  a  lot  of  pigs  the  otfa« 
day    at    Gorey    Fair,    and   this  gt«t 
Ooverament,  which  might  emplof  A 
bayonets  on  the  Nile,   or  in  any  athn 
region  where  valour  will  meet  ittn- 
ward,  gave  the  aaiiatance  of  the  potus 
bayonets  to  Lord  Ooartown  *<>*"''{* 
"bonnives."     The   hon.  Membetfcj 
Olonmel  is  now  nndergoiag  four  moaw' 
imprisonment.    I  had  the  ^stincticAta 
defending   him   before    two  BeiidflBl 
Magistrates,  of  whose  legal  knowWgi 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  is   satisfied,  sM 
the  only  evidence  against  him  wss  that 
he  stood  by  white  a   aale  was  basg 
attempted,  and  that  be  winked  at  IH 
cattle  dealer,    and    asked    him  fK_* 
match.     Well,  I  em  not  likely  to  i"^* 
a  match,  but  if  ever  I  go  to  a  eaU* 
fMi  I  shaU  h"    ~— f"i  *"   "nl'l  "• 
consequences  1 
I   have  given 
the  increase  i 
constabulary, 
the    interest 
duty  to  the  pec 
Thefts,  burgla 
and     manslav 
inquesta  they 
that,      notwitl 
opinion,  they  : 
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■ftei  crime.  They  turn  their  attention 
tt  rapturing  Uembers  of  Parliament. 
Id  (he  Riral  distriots  anvwhere  in  Ire- 
land,  ;oa  can  go  atxiut  With  a.  million  of 
mine;  in  jour  pookot,  robbery  it  un- 
known, the  people  never  think  of  it,  but 
in  the  larger  towns  there  is  crime  of 
oanna,  and  it  ia  a  serious  thing  to  shop- 
keepere  and  others  that  these  "  swells  " 

S'te  the  go-by  to  regular  police  duties, 
le  fact  it  the  police  hare  got  the  idea 
into  their  heads  that  they  are  a  political 
Jbrra,  and  Ihej  are  entirely  too  high  and 
ugh^  to  be  troubled  with  the  ordinary 
Intiei  of  thiaf-catohing.    The  Qovem- 
meot  have   inoculated   them  with  the 
idsfl,  bot  the  Government  might  hare 
ured  the  police  from  the  degradation 
ol  vorking  the    battering    ram.     The 
Govemment  have  recently  issued  a  circu' 
luofavery  peculiar  kind.     This  circu- 
lar, which  has  seen  the  light  of  day  as 
■U  Government   circulars  do — anybody 
<*n  keep  a    aecret  but  Her  Majesty's 
Rih/eclB--directs  constables  to  find  out 
Tuiton  and  give  them  all  the  informa- 
UoD  they  can    about   evictions,  and  to 
Ukectin  that   no  exaggerated  atoriei 
>n  told.    The  constables  are  to  become 
■  sort  of  Caai'*  Gytidet,  and  personally  to 
•wdttct  vieitorB.    But  why  is  the  Mem- 
Mr  for  Fulham    admitted    within    the 
Mrdon  of  police  while  the  Member  for 
SoithUonaghan  is  excluded?    In  like 
ntatT,  the  MtHuber  for  South  Tyrone 
***  paased  on    from  station  to  station, 
ud  a  niee  mesa  be  made  of  it.     Divi- 
A(B^  Inspector  Cameron  told  the  Mem- 
•wrfor  South  Tyrone  a  story  about  a 
BU  being  ref  ased  relief  because  he  was 
a  J&DtMtant:        hut     that    ban     hnen 


aace.to  the  views  in  refere&oe  to  arigbi 
of  way.  He  was  then  sent  to  Yougbair 
where  he  ordered  a  most  illegal  and 
improper  ohsrge  against  the  people^ 
You  then  sent  him  to  Wexford,  wbeve, 
as  I  say,  his  conduct  was  most  brutal, 
and  arbitrary.  And  what  after  thatP 
Why,  you  sent  him  to  Belfast  as  TowB 
Inspector,  to  succeed  another  whq 
batoned  the  Member  for  the  Harbouz 
Division  of  Dublin ;  and  then,  being  a 
&t  man  for  the  position,  you  sent  hisn 
to  Donegal  to  superintend  the  FaI-> 
carragh  evictiona.  His  career  through- 
out has  been  one  of  coercion,  and  mh 
cause  of  that,  and  a  breach  of  • 
rule— which  on  the  part  of  an 
ordinary  constable  involves  dismieaal, 
and  is  applied  without  mercy— he  re- 
ceived promotion  after  promotion.  This 
shows  the  spirit  in  which  these  men 
carry  on  their  duty.  They  believe  they 
are  carrying  out  the  desire  of  the 
Qovetoment  when  they  beat  and  ill-usft 
the  people,  and,  as  I  have  shown,  their 
brutahty  ensures  their  promotion.  W» 
have  dual  proof  of  this,  for  in  the  case 
of  constables  who  act  with  consideration! 
and  humanity  towards  the  people  we 
find  that  tfaey  are  degraded.  There  is  the 
case  of  the  sergeant  who  was  reduced  to 
the  ranks  in  Donegal  because  of  his 
mild  action  ;  then  there  is  the  still  more 
notorious  case  of  District  Inspector 
Markham.  I  koow  nothing  about 
this  officer  except  the  facta  bear- 
ing on  the  Falcarragh  case  of 
Father  M'Fadden.  Father  M'Fadden 
had  spent  six  months  in  gaol,  and  a 
small,  unimportant  meeting  was  held 
when  he  came  home,  to  which  h» 
addressed  a  short  speech,  a  apeech  of  a 
character  which  no  sensible  £xeoutiv& 
would  have  taken  any  notice  nf.  H« 
simply  said  that  the  present  Gorem-, 
msnt  would  not  be  long  in  oEBce,  that. 
the  evicted  tenants  had  plenty  of  friendSf 
and  that  he  believed  they  would  be  sup- 
ported  after  eviction.  For  that  epeeoh 
a  warrant  was  issued  against  him — that 
was  the  speech  which  led  to  the  murdev 
of  District  Inspector  Martin,  and  which 
possibly  may  lead  to  the  execution  of  A 
number  of  unhappy  people  now  ift 
prison.  Let  the  Ch>mmittee  take  note  o£ 
the  petty  and  trivial  circnmstanoee  oak 
of  which'  this  oaee  arose.  Father. 
M'Faddeu,  as  I  aay,  addressed  a  littlft 
TiU«ge  meeting;   there  was  no  poli«4i 
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ahorthand  writer  present ;  it  was  pitcli 
dark,  and  a  policeman  who  wrote  long- 
hand was  in  the  crowd.     He  took  two  or 
three  scattered  notes  of  the  speech  which 
Easier  M'Fadden  made  from  the  steps 
of  his  house,  and  these  notes  haye  been 
men  in  eyidence  in  some  of  the  cases. 
Eyery  one  who  reads  them  will  see  how 
friyolous  it  was  to  initiate  a  prosecution 
for  such  words,  especially  in  the  case  of 
a  man  like  Father  M'Fadden,  who  had 
just  returned  from  six  months'  imprison- 
ment, {and  the  whole  of  whose  acts  in 
Donegal  had  been  in  fayour  of  law  and 
order.    Had  he  not  put  down  smuggling 
and  illicit  distillation  in  the  district  r 
Wheneyer  a  priyate  still  or  shebeen  was 
established  there  Father  MTadden  went 
straight  to  the  barracks  and  gaye  infor- 
mation, and  the  police  put  an  end  to  the 
potheen  making.    Almost  eyery  one  of 
his  parishioners  are   teetotallers,   and 
shebeening  is  hardly  known,  notwith- 
standing that,  ordinarily,  in  these  moun- 
tain districts  the  practice  largely  pre- 
Tails,  and  is  conniyed  at  by  the  heads  of 
the  police  and  the  Magistrates,   who 
always  haye  in  their  houses  a  good  glass 
of  potheen  for  the  yisitor.    Well,  this 
man  who    has    done  so  much  for  his 
people,    who    has    begged    for   them 
throughout  the  world,  has  a  warrant 
issued  against  him    for    making    this 
trumpery  speech.    He  remains  in  his 
house  for  an  entire  week.   Although  the 

Solice  are  almost  surrounding  the  resi- 
ence,  he  is  not  arrested.  No  attempt 
whateyer  is  made  to  arrest  him.  Me 
might  haye  been  found — ^in  the  words  of 
Scripture — almost  daily  in  the  temple 
preaching  and  teaching.  Ultimately 
the  police  came  with  dubs  and  guns  to 
arrest  him  on  Sunday,  immediately  after 
Mass,  and  it  was  then  that  the  murder 
of  Inspector  Martin  occurred.  In  the 
ordinary  course  a  man  would  haye  been 
arrested  without  display, taken  before  the 
Magistrates,  and  admitted  to  bail.  But  the 
authorities  waited  until  a  time  when  there 
had  been  some  excitement  in  theyillage. 
District  Inspector  Markham — who  has 
been  reduced  for  cowardice,  than  which 
a  more  serious  charge  could  not  be  made 
against  a  police  constable — was  ordered 
np  with  40  men  to  arrest  Father 
M'Fadden.  But,  seeing  Uie  excitement 
of  the  people,  the  Inspector  thought  it 
well  to  wait  for  a  calmer  moment,  and 
marched  his  men  back  without  effecting 
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the  arrest  For  tiiis  conduct,  becaiue 
he  did  not  act  on  Oaptain  Flimkfit^i 
splendid  maxigi,  "Don't  hesitate  to 
shoot,"  and  because  he  did  not 
make  lanes  through  the  people  with 
baton  and  bayonet  and  budnhot,  he 
was  seyerely  reproyed  and  found  guilty 
of  cowardice.  I  do  not  think  that 
Inspector  Markham  need  pay  muek 
regard  to  such  an  absurd  charge,  for  he 
has  been  found  guilty  of  being  a  humane 

Eerson,  nothing  else.    Humanity  may 
e  punished   by    degradation  by  the 
existing  Gk)yemment,  but  the  time  iriD 
come  when  it  will  be  rewarded,  and 
when  men  like  Mr.  Markham  will  be 
honoured  instead    of    blamed.    These 
men  who  are  now  yiotimised  by  the 
present  Administration  for   their  hn* 
manity,  will  be  promoted  by  the  Ad- 
ministration which   will   follow.    The 
fact  that  police  constables  who  hare  a 
leaning  to  the  side  of  the  people  are  re- 
duced and    degraded,    wnereas  those 
constables  who    baton  and  insult  the 
people   are  promoted    shows   that  the 
Goyemment  want  turmoil  in  Ireland. 
The  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  been  to  create  distorbanoe 
in  order  to  lead  the  English  pooi^ej^ 
belieye  that  the  IrisK  people  are  nnfit 
for  self- goyemment.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  would  It  not  be  to  our 
interest  to  haye  quietude  preyailii^i^ 
land.    Well,  that  may  be  or  may  not 
be,  but  undoubtedly   acts    have  been 
done  by  the  Executlye  with  the  oUeet 
of  enabling  them  to  say  to  the  Enguah 
elestors,  **  Oan  we  trust  people  who  act 
like  that  with  the  administration  of  tho^ 
own  affairs  ?  Will  they  not  oppress  W 
loyal   inhabitants    and    Protestants? 
That  I  belieye  to  be  at  the  bottooMB 
the  policy  of  the  Ohief  Secretary.   Tw 
allegations  made  by   the    Home  Bois 
Members  are  admittedly  very  seri^^ 
Why  then,  when  we  aisk  that  in^m? 
may  be  instituted  into  the  cases  out « 
which  those  allegations    arise,  ^^^ 
aiways    meet    with    refusal?    .^•^ 
haye  we  asked  for  an  inyestigatiaa  W 
the  conduct  of  the  police  at  MKtshy 
town,  at  Lisdoonyama  on  the  oeww^^ 
when  Head  Constable  Whelehaa  ij^ 
his  death,  at  DrumUab,  at  Oharkrw^ 
and  at  other  places.     I  denounei  V 
state  of  the  law    under    which,^  i(^ 
Orangeman  shoots  a  policeman  in  B# 
fast,  no  cost  accrues  to  the  ratep^^yM 
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while  if  a  policeman   is  hurt  in   the 
South  of  Ireland,  a  levy  is  immediately 
made  to  compensate  him  for  the  damage 
he   has    suffered.      Head    Oonstable 
Ghurdner  and  Oonstable  Hughes  were 
diet  by  an  Orangeman  named  Walker 
at  Belf asty  but  not  a  penny  in  compensa- 
tion was    given    to     their    relatives, 
whereas  the  oonstable  who  was  hurt  at 
Mitdielstown  —  where    three    of    the 
people  were  killed — received  a  thou- 
sana   pounds   compensation.    For  de- 
noonciog  this  anomaly,  I   have    been 
atkibked  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment 
and  Members  of  the  Party  opposite. 
But  I  shall  continue  to  denounce  it.    I 
saj^  shows  how  the  law  is  administered. 
Gonnty  Inspector  Stevens  got    six   or 
tight  guineas  for  the  damaee  done  to 
his  coat,   which  could  jnot  have  been 
worth  that  sum ;  and  another  man  got 
£500  because  he  said  he  felt  a  dizziness 
in  his  head.   As  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien),  who 
lA  an  object  for  pity  rather  than  of  jest 
^-4M  the  Ohief  Secretary  would  have 
thoqght  if  he  could  have  seen  him  carry- 
log  Qie  plasters  and  bandages  on  ms 
head — no  answer  has  been  given  to  the 
statements  made  as  to  the  attack  upon 
him.    Win  the  Oovemment  grant  an 
inquiry;    and  if  they  will   not,   what 
muiBt  be  the  inference  ?    Inquiries  have 
been  demanded  into  the  affair  at  Mit- 
ohelstown,  but  they  have  been  refused. 
WeDy  is  not  the  great  argument  for  Pro- 
tostaoiism  that   the  truth  can  never 
suffer    by    inquiry?       They   tell   us 
Qrfhollce,    'lOh,  you  object  to  contro- 
▼ttiry  and  to  havingyour  Faith  inquired 
IniB^  because  it  will  not  stand  the  test 
rfmreelig^ation."      That  is  our  reply 
to    you     now.      Even    your    liberu 
Vaiomat  sopporters  have  recommended 
aa  inquiry  into  the  Mitchelstown  affair, 
aaS  yet  it  has  not  been  granted.    The 
CUfar  Secaretary  says   the  Government 
glAaxkodiiiig  by  this  system  of  govern- 
aasat.    If  that  is  his  land  fid$  opinion, 
Ivoold  aak  him  in  a  friendly  way — 
baaaaaa  my  anxiety  is  to  see  matters 
•— flttuled  secundum  arUm — why  does  he 
i|pve  a  different  cue  to  his  subordi- 
aT    Why  does  he  always  support 
yolioe  before  he  Bven  knows  the 
of  ^e  case— why  does  he  not  con- 

SAa  impression  that  he  is  anxious 
hat  play  ?  I  have  never  known  him 
reg^t  for  an  act  of  violence  or 

Mr.  T.  M.  Ht€hf 


harshness  on  the  part  of  the  police.  He 
has  never  said  or  done  anything  to  pour 
oil  on  the  troubled  waters.  His  wliole 
policy  is  one  of  exasperation ;  and  his 
statements  as  to  the  cordial  relations 
between  the  police  and  the  people  are 
base  coins  passed  off  upon  his  mends, 
who  nrofess  to  accept  them,  although 
they  Know  them  to  be  spurious.  In 
Ireland  at  the  present  time  the  poHce, 
thanks  to  the  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  are  regarded  with  a  feeling 
of  dislike  which  positively  amounts  to 
passion  and  loathing.  On  our  side,  in- 
stead of  being  anxious  to  keep  up  ill- 
feeling  or  turbulence  or  anything  of 
that  Kind,  our  whole  and  sole  anxiety  is 
to  calm  down  the  people  and  prevent 
passion  reaching  undue  limits.  I 
strongly  support  the  suggestion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote.  I  do  not  propose 
to  touch  upon  a  number  of  questions 
which  have  been  raised,  as  time  doea 
not  permit  of  it.  I  do  not  propose,  at 
present,  for  instance,  to  deal  with  the 
Boyal  Irish  Oonstabularyandthe  TimeB^ 
case,  but  next  year  I  hope  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  doing  so.  Discussion 
was  cut  short  at  the  dose  of  last  Session 
in  the  winter,  because  it  was  said  the 
House  would  re-assemble  so  soon ;  but 
that  plea  cannot  be  expected  to  prevail 
now  with  respect  to  matters  outside  of 
the  Tim$i^  case ;  and  as  to  that,  fulness  of 
discussion  will  be  insisted  upon  next 
year.  We  have  been  told  that  the  wit- 
nesses have  got  nothing  except  the 
ordinary  fpay,  but  an  accidental  light 
has  been  mrown  on  the  matter  by  an 
incident  at  Limerick.  Three  months 
ago  a  policeman  went  to  a  large  house 
in  the  furnishing  trade  and  proposed  to 
buy  £100  worth  of  fumitture,  stating 
that  Mr.  Soames  had  promised  him  that 
sum;  but  since  the  recent  cross-exa- 
mination on  the  payment  of  witnesses,  the 
man  has  asked  the  furnishing  house  to 
take  back  the  furniture  because  Mr. 
Soames  has  refused  to  pay  him  the 
£100.  That  refusal,  however,  does  not 
touch  the  promise  that  has  been  made. 
These  matters  must  wait ;  but  as  to  the 
ordinary  Estimates  the  Irish  Members 
intend  to  insist  upon  the  full  discussion 
which  was  promised  last  year. 

The  Committee  divided  :^Ayes  182 ; 
Noes  170.— (Div.  list.  No.  284.) 
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^'  Original  Qaestion  again  proposed. 

*  It  being  after  half-past  Fire  of  the 
oloek,  and  Objection  being  taken  to 
Tnrther  Proceeding,  the  Ohairman  rose 
tc^  interrupt  the  Business : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
lAOve^  *'  That  th^  Question  be  now  put." 

.  Mb.  sexton  :  On  a  point  of  order, 

^r.  Oourtney,  I  wish  to  ask  you  whether, 

afier  the  hour  for  Opposed  Business  has 
arrived,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
xttOTe  the  Closure  ? 

The    OHAIEMA.N:     The  question 

has    been  repeatedly  decided  that  the 

time  when  Opposed  Business  shall  cease 

is  half-past  5  on  Wednesdays,  unless 
a  Difision  is  then  in  progress,  and  the 
time  for  the  cessation  of  Opposed  Busi- 
ness in  that  case  is  the  close  of  the 
Division. 

Qu^tion  proposed,  "  That  the  Ques* 
tjpn  he  now  put." 

■  Mr.  sexton  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish 
tp  ask  you  whether  you  will  be  good 
eiK>ugh,  for  the  information  and  satis- 
faotion  of  the  House,  to  cite  any  pre- 
cedent for  a  case  in  which  after  the 
hour  fixed  by  the  Standing  Order  [crfV< 

of  ''Oh !  "from  the  Ministerial  Benehee  and 
I^arnellitecriee ©/""Order !  "] — we willnot 
divide  at  all  if  you  do  not  take  care — 
I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  to  state  a  prece- 
dent where*  after  the  time  for  Opposed 
Ifusiness  has  elapsed,  a  Motion  to  apply 
tl^  Closure  was  accepted. 

Thx  chairman  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  specific  case,  nor  is  it  necessary 
that  I  should  be.  I  am  informed  tha^ 
there  are  such  oases.    The  principle  of 

the  decision  is  clear.    There  have  fre- 

Sently  been  cases  in  which  Divisions 
ve  been  in  progress  at  the  close  of 
the  sitting  at  12  or  half-past  5, 
bM  Biter  the  Division  was  over  that 
m'dment  was  treated  as  the  moment  of 
the  interruption  of  business. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Was  not  one  of  those 

oases ^mnktmal  erie^  of  "  Order !  " 

emd  hui\Pmiame  criei  ef  ^^  Older ! ''] 


Mr.  sexton  :  Why  do  not  you  he 
quiet  leriee  of  "  Order!"]  I  haw  to 
warn  you 

The  OHAIRMAN:  The  rtc^ht  hoa. 
Gentleman  must  address  the  Ohttroisa. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  again  appeal  W 
yoUy  Mr.  Courtney,  to  cite,  for  the  {in- 
formation of  the  Committee,  any  case  ia 
which  the  Closure  was  moved  otherviet 
than  before  the  hour  for  the  dose  of 
Opposed  Business  arrived. 

Thb  chairman  :  As  I  said,  I  vis 

not  aware  of,  and  could  not  cite,  a  pt^ 

cedent,  though  I  was  told  there  were 

such  precedents.    I  find  now  that  on  a 

Wednesday  morning  sitting,  on  the  Hth 

November,     1888,    in     Committee  of 

Supply  on  the  Tote  for  the  MetropoUtaa 

Police,  a  Division  on  the  reduction  of 

the  item  was  in  progress  at  half-past 

5.    After  the  declaration  of  the  nooi- 

hers  the  Chairman  put  the  Ongiatl 
Question,  and  an  hon.  Member  offeiiflf 
to  speak,  the  Chairman  proceeded  to  in* 
terrupt  the  business,  when  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  moved  the  Closure,  which  was 
put  and  carried,  and  the  Original  QnMr 
tion  was  then  put. 

The  Committee  divided :— -Ayes  W\ 
Noes  122.— (Div.  List,  No.  285.) 

Question  accordingly  pot. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  respeotfoH; 
submit  to  you  that  the  Question.  caniA 
be  put. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  ordeft 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  W: 
Noes  123.— (Div.  List,  No.  268.) 

Whereupon  the  Chairman  left  ^ 
Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the  House. 

Eesolution  to  bereportedTo-mflnOV; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To*inorrow* 

And,  it  bmug  after  Six  of  the  clffdv 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  «IA* 

out  Question  put. 


House  «£y<>iuned  at  ten  nil 
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ADYANCI  NOTES  TO  8BAMEN  BILL. 
(No.  fia.) 

Older  of  Uie  day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing nad. 

Lout  BALFOUR :  I  ask  your  Loid- 
^ps'  pennisBion  to  witlidiaw  this  Bill. 
I  more  tliat  the  oi^er  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing be  diacharged,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
not  further  proceeded  with,  because  the 
only  two  clanaes  of  which  it  ie  composed 
^Te  been  incorporated    with    another 


!«i, 


Clause  1.  Amendment  made;  Clause 
agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to.  , 

Clauses. 
•Eael  GRANTILLE  :  My  Lords,  I  bog 
in  Clause  3  to  more  an  Amendment,  ta 
which  I  have  given  notice.  It  speaks 
for  itself,  and  is  not  likvly  to  excite 
opposition.  The  Clanse  is  founded  upoc 
the  recommendation  of  your  Lordships' 
Committoe  lost  year.  The  Committee 
IB  to  have  gone  very  mnch  on  the 
evidence  of  Dr.  Bruges,  the  local 
inspector,  who  gare  very  strong  evidence 
that  it  is  greatly  in  the  interest  of 
asylums  and  of  the  poor  people  treated 
there,  that  medical  instruction  should  be 
allowed  as  proposed.  The  President  of 
the  Boyal  College  of  Physicians  has 
informed  me  that  he  has  been  in  com- 
manication  with  Mr.  Ritehie  on  the 
subject,  and  that  he  entirely  agrees  with 
this  pToviso.  I  have  also  made  a  verbal 
alteration  with  r^ard  to  the  asylums 
managers. 

Amendment  moved,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clanse : — 

"The  maoBgera  of  the  Metropolitan  Afylama 
Board  may,  if  they  think  fit,  allow  the  bbj lams 
prorided  bj  them  for  fersr,  Bmall-poi,  and 
dipbtheria,  to  be  nied  for  pnrpoaeB  of  medical 
inHtmotioD,  snbjeot  to  anj  nilea  nnd  regnla- 
tioiiB  which  the  Local  GoTeroment  Board  may, 
from  tims  to  time,  make  with  regard  to  moh 
OBBOtthe  mii  »Mjlntat."-(Tlie  Earl  Oranville.) 

Lord  BALFOUR:  I  entirely  accept 
this  Amendment  after  the  representa- 
tions which  have  been  made  to  the  Local 
Government  Boerd  in  its  favour,  not  tho 
least  being  the  consideration  that  fever 
cases  are  now'  so  promptly  removed  to 
the  proper  hospitals,  and  there  would  be 
a  possibility  of  there  not  being  sufficient 
3  0 
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instmction    afforded    for   medical    pur- 
poses. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  Amendmenta  to  bere- 
ceiyed  on  Tuesday  nex#;  the  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended  (No.  218). 

PAYMi^STER  GENERAL  BILL.  (No.  208.) 
REVENUE  BILL.  (No.  209.) 

Bead  2^  (according  to  order),  and  com- 
mittod  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

PREVENTION  OP    CRUELTY  TO  AND 
PROTECTION  OF  CHILDREN   BILL, 

formerly 
CRUELTY  TO  CHILt)KEN  PREVENTION 

BILL.     (No.  211.) 

Amendments  reported  according  to 
order. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  :  I  should 
like  to  oall  your  Lordships'  attention  to 
the  change  which  has  been  made  in  the 
title  o£  this  Bill  at  the  last  moment. 
Originally  its  title  was  "  The  Prevention 
of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill."  A  f  terwards 
Lord  Kimberley  proposed  it  should  be 
altered  to  "The  Protection  of  Children 
Bill."  The  Standing  Committee  were  of 
opinion  that  the  alteration  proposed  was 
a  proper  one,  but,  at  the  last  moment,  it 
hais  been  again  altered.  I  now  propose 
that  the  shorter  title  should  be  adopted, 
as  this  lengthening  of  the  title  seems 
absurd.  Under  this  title  it  might  be 
supposed  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  prevention 
of  cruelty  to  children  and  the  prevention 
of  protection  to  them,  wluch  I  think  is 
haidly  the  meaning  of  the  noble  Earl. 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL:  No  doubt  an 
alteration  was  made  in  the  title  in  Stand- 
ing Committee  in  order  to  meet  the 
objection  that  there  were  subjects  covered 
by  this  Bill  which  do  not  come  within 
the  title  of  "Prevention  of  Crndty," 
but  deal  rather  with  the  protection  of 
children.  Objections  were  made  to  such 
matters  being  included  in  a  Bill  bearing 
that  title.  Bepresentations  were  made 
which  induced  my  hon.  friend.  Lord 
Aberdeen,  to  propose  an  Amendment  to 
that  title,  to  which  I  readily  assented. 
It  was  represented  that  there  were  advan- 
tages in  letting  it  be  known  that  a  Bill 
had  been  passed  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Children,  which  might  not 
follow  if  the  Bill  were  entitled  merely 

Lord  Ba^fi  xir 


for  the  Protection  of  Children.  There 
ssems  to  me  no  objection  to  the  whole  of 
the  title  being  giving  to  the  Bill.  I 
have  only  to  add  that  notice  of  the 
Amendment  was  given  on  the  Paper,  uid 
that  it  wa0  not  made  in  any  imj  that 
would  create  surprise. 

The  PBIMB  MINISTER  ksb  SBC- 
BETABY  OF  STATE  roE  FOREIGN 
AF  FAIBS  (The  Mabquessof  Salisbto): 
Is  the  House  to  understand  that  this  ii 
called  the  "  short  title  "  of  the  M.^ 

Lord  HEBSCHELL:  Yes.  There 
are  degrees  of  shortness. 

The  Earl  OF  MILLTOWN  :  I  beg  to 
propose  an  Amendment  to  Clause  3.  Bf 
sulhsections  (6)  and  (c)  it  is  provided  that 
any  person  who 

"  (b)  causes  or  prooores  any  child,  bemg  » 
boy  noder  the  age  of  fonrteen  yeare,  or  bdag 
a  £^1  under  the  age  of  sixteen  years^  to  bail 
any  street,  or  in  any  premises  licensed  for  tto 
sale  of  any  intoxicating  liqaor,  other  than 
premises  licensed  according  to  lawforpobhc 
entertainmentir,  for  the  purpore  of  siagiB& 
playing,  or  performing  for  profit,  or  Jtuiuff 
anything  for  sale,  between  ten  p.m.  "^^^J? 
a.m.  from  the  first  day  of  April  to  the  f^^'*^''^ 
day  of  September  InclnsiTe,  or  between  «Sl^ 
p.m.  and  fivea.m.  from  the  first  day  of  Ooiobcr 
to  the  thirty-first  day  of  March  inola8ite;or 

(c)  causes  or  procures  any  child  nndfftw 
age  of  ten  years  to  be  at  any  time  in  ai>y«*'*^ 
or  in  any  premises  licensed  for  the  tsteo^^T 
intoxicating  liquor,  or  in    pi^°''^^  ^'^'^J'ff 
according  to  law  for  public  entertiia»^» 
for  the  purpose  of  singing,  paying  or  P^^*!^ 
mg  for  profit,  or  off^ing  any  thing  f*  •*» 
shall  on  conyiotion  thereof  by  a  Court  d  §>■* 
mary  jurisdiction  in  manner  prorldsd  hy  wS 
Summary  Jarisdiction  Aots,  be  liable,  "^ff 
discretion  of  the  Court,  to  a  fine  not  eiKW^f 
twenty-fire  pounds  alternatively,  or  ia  ^^^^|^ 
of  payment  of  the  said   fin^,  or  in  a^tfjg 
thereto,  to  imprisonment,  with  or  '''i^**®"'JlJi 
labour,  for    any  term    not    exceeding  w* 
months.'* 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attcntaoii  ot  «• 
House  to  the  fact  that  the  evening  n«>p 
papers  are  sold  in  the  streets  wito 
those  prohibited  hours.  It  really  ta* 
seem  a  monstrous  hardship  in  these  T«ff 
hard  times  to  prevent,  by  the  operfj 
of  such  a  Clause  aa  this,  poor  p*P* 
deriving  the  little,  but,  to  *1i^c^^!a 
valuable  addition  to  their  means  rf"J" 
is  earned  by  the  boys  who  sell  SW^ 
papers  in  the  streets*  1  cannot. see 
there  should  be  any  difference 
between  winter  and  Bumxaer  witli 
to  the  out-door  sale  of  newspap^* 
boys.  The  gaS-lamps  are  alight  vk^ 
streets  just  the  same  at  all  seasons, 
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it  is  immaterial  to  these  poor  bojs,  whether 
it  happens  to  be  winter  or  summer,  if 
thej  can  earn  a  little  in  that  waj.  It  is 
haidlj  to  be  supposed  that  they  will 
consult  the  almanack  to  see  whether 
thej  maj  oarrj  on  their  trade  within 
the  particular  hours  when  papers  or 
anything  else  maj  be  sold  by  them  in 
the  streets,  and  really  this  seems  to  be  a 
most  extraordinary  tyrannical  piece  of 
legislation.  I  would  ask  your  Lordships 
whether  boys  should  not  be  allowed  to 
sell  newspapers  in  the  streets- after  ten 
o'clock  in  the  evening  9  To  fix  the  pro- 
hibited time  at  ten  p.m.  in  the  summer 
and  eight  p.m.  in  the  winter  seems  to 
me  to  be  not  only  cmal,  but  ridiculous. 
It  is  true  that  power  is  given  to  local 
autborities  to  vary  those  hours,  but  it 
.seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  matter  which 
it  would  .b9  very  much  better  not  to 
leave  to  local  authorities.  They  might 
possibly  choose  not  to  vary  those  hours, 
and  it  would  be  much  better  for  Parlia- 
ment to  fix  the  hours  within  which  it  is 
to  become  unlawful  for  poor  boys  to 
carry  on  their  lawful  occupations.  I 
move,  therefore,  to  omit  the  words  after 
^'  eight  TpjmJ* 

Moved,  to  omit  all  words  after  "  eight 
p.m."  in  Kne  14,  down  to  the  word  "  or  " 
in  line  17. — {The  Earl  of  MiUtoum.) 

LoBD  HEBSOHBLL :  The  provision 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  refers  does  not 
rels;te  to  newspaper  boys  only.  He  has 
given  a  particular  case,  in  which  he  says 
it  would  be  unreasonable  to  restrict  the 
hours  and  prohibition  to  the  extent  laid 
down  in  the  BiU.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  Clause  would  give,  even 
in  thctwinter,  fifteen  hours  during  which 
children  may  be  employed,  and  I  think 
that  will  be  considered  by  your  Lord- 
ships a  su£BcieQtly  long  period  for  the 
employment  of  any  child,  only  nine 
hours'  rest  remaining.  I  think,  my 
Lords,  to  say  that  children  shall  not 
bd  employed  for  more  than  fifteen  hours 
out  of  twenty-four,  is  not  any  extra- 
ordinary interference  with  either  liberty 
or  rights,  and  that  it  is  saying  no  more 
than  will,  I  am  sure,  be  thought  de- 
sirable. To  meet  particular  cases  such. 
as  that  referred  to,  the  proviso  giving 
power  to  the  local  authorities  to  vary  ths 
hours,  has  been  inserted ;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  it  would/be  advisable  to  enable 


them  to  extend  the  hours  in  the  case  of 
a  particular  employment.  It  seems  \o 
me  that  meets  the  whole  objection. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN:  I  men- 
tioned  the  case  of  the  newspaper  boys, 
as  that  is  the  most  glaring ;  but  as  your 
Lordships  are  aware,  boys  earn  &eir 
living  in  the  streets  in  other  ways.  Fbr 
instance,  there  are  the  boys  who  sell 
matches.  As  I  have  said,  the  amounts 
which  they  earn  are  not  great,  but 
still  to  these  poor  boys  themselves 
they  are  of  considerable  importance. 
The  noble  Earl  speaks  of  there  being 
fifteen  hours*  work,  as  though  it 
were  continuous  for  that  period,  but 
surely  he  would  not  say  that  remark  ap- 
plies to  boys  who  sell  evening  papers. 
The  point  is  that  this  clause  prevents 
their  being  employed  within  the  prolii- 
bited  time,  and  therefore  I  ask  your 
Lordships  to  accept  the  smendment  for 
the  omission  of  those  words. 

On  question  "That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,"  their  Lordships  divided : — Contents, 
13  ;  Not  Contents,  23. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  :  CUuse  3,  sub- 
section (c),  about  which  there  has  been 
so  much  discussion,  as  it  at  present  stands, 
prohibits  the  employment  of  children 
under  10  in  premises  licensed  for  public 
entertainments.  That  will  not  cover 
travelling  circuses  and  like  places  of 
entertainment  throughout  the  country 
where  children  may  be  employed  for 
acrobatic  purposes,  and  in  ways  in  which 
their  employment  would  be  even  more 
undesirable  than  in  licensed  theatres.  It 
seems  to  me  if  it  be  considered  inexpe- 
dient to  permit  such  employment  m 
theatres  it  would  be  un&ir  to  the  theatres 
to  permit  it  in  circuses  and  travelling 
shows.  I  would  therefore  suggest  that 
after  the  words  "licensed  according  to 
law  for  public  entertainments,"  there 
should  be  inserted  "or  any  circus  or 
place  to  which  the  public  shall  be  ad- 
mitted by  payment,"  so  that  those  places 
may  be  put  on  the  same  footing  in  this 
respect  as  theatres,  which  are  required  io 
be  licensed. 

Moved  to  insert  in  clause  3,  line  21, 
"or  any  circus  or  place  to  which  the 
public  shall  be  admitted  by  payment" 
— (Jj&rd  HersclisU.^ 

Ajgteedi  to. 

3  0  2 


7)9  CruMi  to  Ckiliren 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  With  reference 
to  tke  next  amendmentB  I  will  state  the 
course  which  I  propose,  with  your  Ix)rd- 
ships'  permission,  to  take.  I  will  either 
move  them  now  or  leave  them  to  the 
Third  Beading.  I  have  been  unable  to 
give  notice  of  them,  because  it  was  not 
until  yesterday  that  I  obtained  a  copy  of 
the  Bill  as  it  had  passed  through  Com- 
mittee, and  of  course  it  was  impossible 
for  me  to  propose  amendments  until  I 
received  it.  If  there  is  no  objection  to 
my  moving  them  now,  I  will  state  that 
the  first  amendment  which  I  have  to  pro- 
pose is  in  line  38,  to  insert  the  words 
''  stipendiary  magistrates  or." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Lord  WATSON  :  I  wish  to  move  that 
the  words  ''  Sheriff  or  Sheriff-substitute'' 
should  be  deleted,  and  the  words 
'*  School  Board  "  inserted,  in  deference  to 
a  very  generally  expressed  desire  in 
Scotland.  The  employment  of  young 
children  is  by  no  means  such  a  burning 
question  in  the  North  as  it  is  in  England. 
Tor  the  last  11  years,  that  is  to  say, 
since  the  passing  of  the  Education 
^Scotland)  Act  of  1878,  the  power  of 
^rmitting  children  under  age  to  be 
•employed  on  special  occasions  has  been 
«niarusted  to  School  Boards.  I  have  not 
heard  any  complaints  of  the  manner  in 
which  they  have  performed  that  duty, 
and  in  Glasgow,  where  that  Clause  has 
been  in  oparation,  very  wise  and  carefully- 
framed  r^ulations  have  been  issued  by 
the  School  Board  as  to  the  conditions 
under  which  children  shall  be  permitted 
to  assist  in  dramatic  performances.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  take 
that  power  from  a  tribunal  which  has 
given  entire  satisfaction  for  so  many 
years,  and  to  vest  it  in  the  Sherifl^ 
and  Sheriff-substitutes.  I  doubt  whether 
it  is  at  all  consistent  with  the  duties 
which  those  gentlemen  perform  that 
they  should  be  compelled  to  enquire 
into  the  circumstances  under  which 
children  should  be  thus  employed.  Even 
if  they  were  enabled  to  make  inquiries, 
I  doubt  whether  they  could  perform  that 
duty  more  efficiently  than   the  School 

Board.    

Lord  HEESCHELL:  I  have  no  ob- 
jection whatever  to  the  Amendment. 
Indeed,  I  should  like  the  same  thing  to 
be  done  in  England,  but  I  fear  there 
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would  be  no  chance  of  its  being  adopted 
here.  I  have  certainly  no  objection  to 
it  as  regards  Scotland. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Lord  HEESCHELL:  I  will  now  more 
mv  next  Amendment.    I  desire  to  say, 
before  doing  so,  in  order  to  avoid  mii- 
apprehension,  that  I  do  not  like  tiw  pro- 
viso, though  I  am  seeking  to  amend  ii 
any  more  than  when  it  was  fiwfc  pw 
posed.    My  objections  to  it  remain,  bttt 
I  do  not  attempt  to  compass  the  m- 
possible,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not  propoee, 
against  your  Lordships'  opinion,  to  onni 
it.      As  the  Amendment   is  dmwn,^ 
enables  the  Court  to  order  ^^^'^^ 
not  exceeding  seven  may  be  pennitted 
to  take  part  in  such  entertainments.   It 
strikes  me  that,  instead  of  so  enaotn^ 
the  better  form  would  be  to  onablethe 
Court  to  grant  a  license;  that  the Cow^ 
might  be  empowered  to  grant  a  lioeMe 
during  such  hours,  and  subject  to  wwt 
restrictions  and  conditions  as  it  wp^ 
think    fit.       I  have    been  led   to  that 
opinion  having  observed  what  ^]^ 
done  by  the  Glasgow  School  Board.  That 
Body  grants  exemptions  to  the  childien, 
authorising  them  to  take  part  in  these 
entertainments,  stating   for   what  tune 
they  shall  be    employed,   and  making 
regulations  for  the  purpose  of  €Dsaxai% 
that  they  shall  be  properly  taken  cart  •»• 
It  seems  to  me  that,  whatever  tribunal 
has  the  power  of  gpranting  exem|»w*» 
should  also  have  the  power  of  imposiBg 
reasonable  restrictions   and    oooditw*- 
If  permitted  at  all,   it   should  only  » 
permitted  under  those  circumstanoei*    * 
will  not  press  the  Amendment  now  u  ^ 
be  thought  better  I  shonld  leave  it  to 
the  Third  Reading.     The  Am0ndmeBt« 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  in  order  tiw^ 
and  to  insert  "  gprant  a  license  for  «■» 
time  during  such  hoars  of  the  ^7*^2 
subject  to  such  restrictions  and  conditKMl 
as  it  may  think  fit,  for  a  child  to  tw 
part." 

Lord  MILLTOWN :  Ithinkitktl* 
inconvenient  that  Aznendm^its  ak^ 
be  discussed  otherwise  tJian  in  orii'*' 
they  appear  in  the  Paper. 

The  SECBETARY  or  STATB  n 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  We  !•&  ! 
much  discussion  upon  this  pionv  i 
Committee  tiiat  I  think  it  woidd  b«^ 
inconvenient   now    to  discuss  Aim* 


Til        CmwJ  Otttntmttd 

mente  eicept    as    they    occur    in    the 

LOED  HERSCHELL :  I  will  not . 
tha  Amendment.  I  hare  an  Amendmeiit 
if  &a  end  of  this  section.  I  made  a 
promise  that  I  would  provide  that  the 
pHt  of  nb-sectaon  (c)  which  relates  to 
dnldnn  performing  in  premisot  licensed 
tor  pnUu  entertfttnmenta,  shonld  not 
eome  into  operation  until  the  let  No- 
Tsmlwr  neiL  I  will  put  down  for  the 
Tidri  Jlesding  an  Amendment  to  that 
effect. 

OftUM  3  agreed  ta 

Bemuuiiig  Clansea  agreed  to,  with 
imendmeDta.  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To- 
morrow, and  to  be  printed  as  amended 
(No.  219). 

BETILED  LAJ4D  ACTS  AUSNDUENT 

BILL.     (No.  203.) 
Bnd   3*    (according   to  order),  and 


^DICUL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  202.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Be-oommit- 
Bunli  Bcoording  to  order) :  Bill  reported 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  raad  3* 
To-morrow, 

ISTREIDEDIATE     EDDOATION    (WALES) 
BILL.     (No.  201.) 
HoDse  in    Committee    (according   to 
't^'^  Bill  reported    withont  Amend- 
loenil  sad  to  be  re«d  3>  To-morrow. 

t-IIRACT  AOTB  AVENDKENT  BILL. 
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Some  Amendments  agreed  to ;  Srane 
agreed  to,  with  Amendments,  and  a  con- 
seqaential  Amendment  made  to  the  Bil) ; 
Some  disagreed  to;  and  a  Committee 
appointed  to  prepare  reasons  to  be 
offered  to  the  Commons  for  the  Lords 
disagreeing  to  some  of  their  Amend- 
ments; The  Committee  to  meet  fortli- 
with. 

OODBT  OF  SESSION  AND  BILL  CHAH- 

BSB     (SCOTLAND)    0LBBE8    BILL. 

(No.  Ifi2.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the 

Amendments,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 

Commons. 

LOCAL  QOVERNHENT   (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.    (No.  1T9.) 
Amendments  reported   (according  to 

The  MiBQDBBa  of  LOTHIAS:  With 
reference  to  Clanse  82,  upon  which  there 
was  some  discnssion,  I  have  to  say  that  I 
have  no  proposal  to  offer.  I  do  sot 
know  whether  the  Honse  will  accept  the 
Clanse  as  it  stands. 

Thb  Duke  of  ARQTIJj  :  I  r^ret  that 
Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment  have  not 
thonght  it  desirable  to  modify  the  form 
of  this  Clanse.  The  words  areverj  large 
and  very  arbitrary.  It  wonld  appear 
that,  in  many  of  the  Scotch  connties,  it 
wonld  make  the  Yalnator  the  servant  of 
the  Treasury  and  not  of  the  connty. 
That,  I  think,  wonld  be  a  serions  incon- 
venience. ThonghlhaveeTeryconfidenco 
in  the  Treasury  as  at  present  represented, 
I  think,  in  sach  a  matter  as  this,  we 
mnst  look  to  the  future,  especial^  in  a 
Bill  to  give  Local  Oavemment  and  local 
powers.  It  seems  to  me  inconsistent 
with  the  principle  of  this  Bill  that  yon 
should  make  one  of  the  principal  officers 
of  the  Council  the  servant  of  the  IVea- 

The  Mawjcess  of  SALISBURY :  When 
this  matter  was  brought  forward  the 
other  night,  the  noble  doke  stated  that 
'  the  House  of  Commons  the  Clause  had 
slipped  in  withont  mubh  consideration. 
The  matter  is  one  concerning  Scotland 
and  concerning  the  IVeasury,  and  on  both 
those  grounds  I  feel  that  I  am  not  very 
competent  to  deal  with  it.  Theee  ClanseB 
were  dealt  with  and  a^ueted  after  full 
consideration  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  the 
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jUgcBtan^ntofficials  concerned.  So  that,  at  j  any  other  would  create  difficulty  in  tbe 


.l^)B''^Bt8,  this  Clause  has  been,  adjusted 
.T>t)i  -full  knowledge  of  all  the  circnm- 
^stf^ces  1  and  it  seems  to  me  if  there  is 
^y  tbing  too  rigid  or  sevttre  in  the  Olsose, 
.,f^  Conuty  CouDcils  can  protect  them- 
.■elves  by  not  employing  ofGcers  of  this 
Irind. 

•The  E*bl  of  CAMPFRDOWN  :  My 
Lorda,  before  we  leave  this  Bill,  I  would 
■  mntioa  one  matter  which  the  noble  Mar- 
JlfffM  {^pcsed  to  take  into  consideration 
^e  other  night,  bnt  with  regard  to  which 
^  has  said  nothing,  and  nothing  has  been 
^n^  .  I  moved  an  Amendment  on  behalf 
of  Lord  Aberdeen  with  reference  to  tl»e 
stereotyped  rate  on  the  owners.  I  put  to 
tho.  noble  Uarqnesa  several  points  j  he 
admitted  there  was  some  force  in  them, 
.Andiie  JWidertook  to  consider  this  matter 
before  the  Report, 

- .  'JIhe  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN  =  It  is 
quite  true  I  did  undertake  to  coneider  this 
, question  again  before  the  report,  bat  I  said 
,at  the  same  time  that  I  could  not  under- 
t»^B  to  consider  it   favourably.     I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  go  back  from  what  I  said 
,thei^  and -I  consider  it   undesirable  to 
,  accept  the  amendment.     This  meaeure  is 
tospd  by  the  Government  upon  an  intel- 
ligible   principle   :    that  is  to  say,     that 
■Works  jwhich   )wd  been  paid  for  out  of 
annual  rates  are  not  to  be  left  out  of  con- 
sideration in  filing  the  basis  of  the  rate 
on   the   ftversge  of  the,  last   ten   years. 
The  noblo  Ln^  will  himself  see  that  it 
would  be  very  difficult  otherwise  for  the 
Slferiffa  to  Kee  on  what  basis  they  are  lo 
proctedin  dealing  with  capital  acajunt 
forihp  purjxiseof  filing  the  stereotyped 
\  rale.    Of  course  the  capital  account  may 
[  inclnde  very  large  and  very  small  works, 
and   it  would  be  very  difficult  for   the 
Sheriff  to  decide  what  ought  to  be  placed 
in  the  annual  rate  for  the  county,  and 
what     in    his  judgment  ought    to    be 
spread  over  a  term  of  years  and.  paid  for 
with    borrowed    money.     I    think    the 
Sheriffs  would  be  in  a  difficult  position, 
be  almost   impossible  for 
ain  the  basis  they  shoald 
:  the  stereotyped   amount. 
<i  the  Government  in  this 
nly   works  paid   for  with 
ey  shall  be  exempted  from 
jr    the    stereotyped    rate, 
is  based  upon  a  broad  and 
'iucipte,  and  I  think   that 
'WM<  of  Salithwy 


amount  being  fixed  by  the  Sheriff. 
•The  Earl  or  OAMPEM)0WH:  Tbe 
argument  now  used  by  the  nobleMuqiMK 
Js  precisely   the  same  bb  he  seed  the 
otJier  night,  coid    which,  after  a  gnat 
deal  of   discussion,   he  was  obfiged  (o 
admit  was  ngt  a  very  strong  one.   1  sm 
afraid  the  course   he  has  adoj^  will 
oblige  me  to  take  the  equally  ohiedion- 
able  coarse    of   reipeating    one  w  tso 
of  tbe  observatJoiu  I  made  the  othei 
night.     I  beg  leave  to  say  in  anwar  to 
the  noble  Marquess  when  he  sayi  tliat  thr 
good  in  this  measure  lays  down  a  brtan 
and   intelligiUe   principle,  that  it  doH 
neither    tlw   one  nor  the    othw.    *i 
such  principle  in  lating  was  ever  l»rf 
of  before,   and   if   it    conld  have  taw 
conceived  possible  that  any  suchpnnafK 
would  have    been  adopted,  no  cowitj 
would  ever  have  thought  of  paying  fw 
public  works  by  rate  inetead  or  bj  f|f 
ordinary    course    of    borrowing.     Ito 
proposal  of   the  noble  Marquess,  if  If 
insists  upon  it,  will  nndonbt^lj,  m  hti 
Aberdeen  considered  in  bringing  forwwn 
his  amendment,  infiiot  oonBideraWB  fl«« 
ship  in  more  than  one  county  in  wt 
land.       As    I     nnderstAnd,   the    aoU^ 
Marquess  challenges  me  to  fflpl*"  "■' 
possibility  of  the  Sheriff  beii«  ^^  **> 
cnlcnlate  how  much  of    a  certain  ot™ 
which    has    been    expended  as  c»pt»l 
on^t  to  be  i^iportMned  to- each  yv 
la  aot.this  a  Terysimpla  ws^'t    8<ffC 
the .  qneetion .  is   with    veguii  to  *^ 
county  bnildiug  which  has  Involtwl  M 
outlay  of  £4«000  or  £#,000  jpaid  1?  ntt 
levied  instead  of   tjy.  borrowing  in  't* 
ordinary  way.  Theqo.hleMuijna*^'''"" 
just  as  well  as  I  do  the ,  oijdiiia^  ^^ 
of  borrowing  for  such  parpoeei ;  it  VV* 
be  fixed  at  20  years  or  30  jwU8,or  »> 
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•Dimeodmont;  bo^^stiU  when  one  hears 
oH  ^reeoaaideratdoa  one  hopes  for  flotn^ 
ttiog  in  iihat  direotioA.  To  admit  on 
op(9  night  that  one's  argttment  is  barren 
iadiosaj  that  the«9atter  wiU  be  recon- 
iidfiredj.aaid'then  to  simply  repeat  ihat 
•igameiii  to  tiie  House  on  another  night, 
iB'Bot  a  course  whi^h  is  very  gratifying 
ioilkoae  p]x>podBg  an  amendment. 

TiBMiuiQUBSSOf  LOTHIAIf  :  I  must 

deny  ftkqgether  that  I  said  my  argument 

wMeithflf  a  bad  or  a  weak  one.     When 

IsMd  I  would  oonsider  the  matter  again,  it 

'Vraa.ti^  after  pressure  had  been  pat  nptm 

n»«    la  de£ereno&to  the  wish  ezpreteed 

V  B^blf  Lords  On  either  side  6i  the 

-Bow  I  said    I  would    do  so,  but  I 

#xpre88ly  said  that  I  oould  not  promise 

ta  eoQsider  it  farouraWy.     The  ndble 

lord  has  not  grafted  with  one  of  the 

main  diffieulties.       He    has    takien    a 

pwticuJar  infitanoe  of  county  buildings, 

^ad  he  said,  aa  J  understood,  that  the 

^Kpfioditore  upon  that  one  place  might 

be  Msily  dealt   with  by  the    8heri& 

^••diiig  it  over  the  ten  years.    I  admit 

^Aft«  w<yald  not  be  much  difficulty  if  one 

hid  only  todeal  with  one  olass  of  ^x- 

IWBdJlQre;   buA  m-  I  stated  jtist  now, 

tfan:eare  many  other  kinds  of  expend!- 

^wsirhich  would  Gomeundeif  thi» head. 

ifo  d(mii&  Bnny  coimtiiQid  would  like  to 

fxit  a  laige  amount  of  *  theor  expenditure 

<ui^  ii     Qnestikms:  with  reference  to 

'vAMtnatories,  pdsce  stations,  and  others 

<tf  iliit  kind  hadr  h^eai  raised,  aod  if  once 

'^  propositioti  of-  the   nobW-Lerd  k 

<^tted,     similar    questions    i^l    be 

AfMd  by  otherik     The  questM&rat' Mice: 

•"•s,  How   low  down  in^  the  sealo  of 

^xpaBditune- is  the^Shmff  td  go  in  fixing 

*tiie, capital  expenditulre  of  &e  county. 

^  iiara   idready    aaid   that  the    whole 

i*^osal  of  ^o  Bill  is  baaed  upen  a. 

wMul  aiidJntell^blepriaraple,Mid  upon 

Ait  gvoond  h  must  decline  to  fMXsept  the 

Mde  Lcvd'a  SBggesticm. 

SEbiDuu  of  AJRGYLL:  I  think  it 
*vouId  not  be  inapossible  to  meet  the  dif- 
isul^  in  some  cases  of  expenditure  out 
-^  eapital^  focit^  I  am  bound .  to  say  that 
I-attach  Terr  litde  imp<Nrtance  to  this 
9i9i^  and  I  do  so  because  in  my  opinion 
^-Vhole^ef  these  rates  &U  really  on 
RB  aad-  not  <m  voeonpaots^  It  has 
the  cu^om  in  'Scotland  to  malce 


toC  the  zfkies  pay^Uo  half  by  -iUie 
•^mer  and^h^lf  by  ^e  ooofipant  >  but, 


under  the  p9!«Bent  s^wtem  of  letting,  the 
whole  must  ultimately  fall  on  the  owners* 
The  irates  levied  during  existing  contracta 
will  fall  upon  the  oceupants.  I  approve 
of.  the  system  of  half -rates  upon  owHots 
and  occupiers,  and  if  it  prevailed  in  Eng- 
land I  think  it  would  convince  a  good 
many  persons  who  entertain  rather 
curious  views  upon  these  matters,  for 
nlMmately  the  whole  <^  these  rates  come 
out  of  the  rent. 

Formal  Amendments  made :  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  to-morrow  ;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  220.) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
(No.  186.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order)  :  Amend; 
ments  made;  Bill  passed^  and  sent  to  die 
Comjnon^.  . 

UmVEBSITIES  (SCOTLAND). BILL.  ^ 
(No.  204.) , 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  ^ 
put  into  Committjee,  read:      ;  ,; 

Tvfi  Mabqvi^s  or  LOTHiAN :  M^ 
Ix>rdS|  in  moring  that  the  J3ouse  reiolip 
itself  into  Gotn^aittee  upon  rthis  Sillf  1 
should  like  to  say  a  few  ^onda  upon  i^ 
as  by  yeni^  Lordships'  permission  this 
other  night  I  made  no  renatk  on  th^ 
Bill.  I  shall  say  very  littH  because  tiu) 
Univenuties  (Scotland)  9iU^  which  I  i^ 
troduoed  last* year  into  this  House  waa^ 
after  mo^t  capful  eonsideratieA  by  your 
Loidship^  and  alteration  in  many  pwrti» 
cularSf  read  a  third  time,-bixt,owing  to  tto 
lateness  of  the  period  of  the  Session  At 
which  the  Bdl  left  ihe  House,  ii  wHs  iaoh 
possible  iot  the  House  of  Commuons  tocaii- 
sider  it  then.  Undtsr  the  ciFoumstances  I 
think  I  am  justified  m  censideriiig  thilt 
your  liOTdships  are  perfectly  awar^  of  the 
object,  and  prinoiples  <}f  this  Bill.  I 
Uiink  the  most  practical  way  of  asking 
your  Lordships  to  consider  the  Bill  whic^ 
was  read  a  second  time  the  other  night, 
is  to  look  at  it  as  if  had  been  considered 
during  one  Session  of  Parliament^  and 
that  the  Amendments  which  have  been 
made  to  it  in  the  House  of  Oomm<mB 
during  this  Session  are  Amendm^ts  on 
the  BUI  as  it  wa^  passed  by  y^mr  Lordsh^' 
House  riast^  J^Mt-^  1^«JB^  lintrodufl^ 
into  tiie.Honse  of  Commons  was  almost 
identical  ^in  every  important,  particiulfur 
with  thf^b ]ifrbiph ^i^a&Md.yonrrLordbdiipa' 
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Houbo  last  year.  There  was  one  slight 
alteration  made  with  reference  to  the 
oonstitntion  of  the  Unirersitj  of  St. 
Andrew's,  another  as  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Commission,  and  another  with 
reference  to  the  Botanical  Gtardens  and 
Obserratory  in  Edinburgh.  They  were 
taken  out  of  the  financial  portions  of  the 
Bill.  I  cannot  refrain  from  expressing 
now,  on  the  part  of  the  Gk>Temment — as 
I  see  the  noble  Earl,  to  whom  we  are  in- 
debted in  the  matter,  on  the  cross- 
benches — the  gratitude  which  is  due  to 
him  for  the  generous  gift  which  he  has 
made  of  the  whole  of  his  miatgnificent 
observatory  apparatus  and  library  for 
the  public  use.  With  these  few  observa- 
tions, I  beg  to  move,  "That  the  House 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee.*' 

•Thk  Babl  op  CAMPERDOWN  :  My 
Lords,  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to  occupy 
your  time  with  many  remarks  for  tiie 
reasons  just  given  by  the  noble  Marquess 
who  has  moved  this  Bill.  It  corresponds 
Tory  closely  with  the  Bill  which  was 
introduced  last  year,  on  which  so  much 
attention  was  bestowed,  but  there  are  two 
or  three  points  to  which  it  is  necessary 
to  call  attention.  Your  Lordships  will 
bear  in  mind,  while  this  Bill  is  passing 
through  Committee,  that  it  deals  very 
thoroughly  indeed  with  the  University 
question,  and  introduces  great  changes.  It 
-deals  with  the  whole  question  of  the  man- 
agement of  Universities,  their  property 
and  revenues,  as  well  as  their  discipline, 
touching,  therefore,  that  which  has  been 
for  all  time  in  the  hands  of  the  Senatus 
Academicus.  It  takes  the  general  con- 
trol from  the  Senatus  Academicus,  and 
also  places  the  power  of  Tna.lring  orders 
after  the  expiration  of  the  Commission  in 
the  University  Court8,on  which  the  gradu- 
ates of  the  Universities  will  be  laigely 
represented.  It  is  important  we  should 
bear  those  facts  in  mind,  with -reference 
to  various  points  to  which  your  Lordships' 
attention  will  be  called  in  Committee. 
With  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Courts,  there  is  one  important  change, 
and,  as  I  think,  a  very  considerable  im- 
provement. Last  year  it  was  proposed 
that  nominees  of  the  Crown  should  be 
be  appointed  on  the  University  Courta 
As  your  Lordsliips  know,  considerable 
difference  of  opinion  prevails  on 
University  questions  between  the  two 
opposing  parties,  one  of  whom  I  may  de- 


scribe    as    the    party    of  the  Senstni 
Academicus,  or  the  prdEessonal  body,  and 
the  otlier  whom  I  can  only  deecribe  faj  s 
name  well  understood  in  Scotland,  al- 
though,  perhaps,  not  a  very  claaooal 
name,  that  is,  the  extra-mural  teaehoft 
When  the  Crown  took  the  power  of 
appointing  Assessors  on  t^e  UBiTentty 
Courts,  it  might  have  been  very  eadly 
attempted  to  remedy  any  mantfeat  dis- 
proportion which  might  exist  betwaea 
the  relative  powers  of  those  two  partus. 
I  hold  that  the  Crown  ought  not  to  lie 
entrusted  with  a  power  of  that  sort,  and 
last  year  exception  was  taken  to  thoae 
anointments  in  this  House.    I  am  ghd 
to  say  that  this  year  those  appointmenti 
do  not  re-aj^ar  in  the  Bill.    There  ia 
only  one  other  point  to  which  I  irill  caB 
your  Lordships'  attention  now,  and  tint 
is  with  reference  to  the  compositkA  d 
the  Commission.    Those  who  havetato 
an  interest  in  the  development  of  this 
Bill  know  perfectly  well  that  last  jew  t^e 
noble  Marquess  did  everything  in  ^ 
power  to  obtain  the  very  best  and  mo* 
representative    Commission    he  ootw. 
He    spoke    to  many  members  of  w 
House  about  the  matter,  and,  alilioBgb 
he  was  not    sucoessfol  in    penwadug 
many    who    entertain.     Tcry  dftrent 
opinions   on  this  matter  to  take  ie>^ 
upon  the  Commission,   it  was  bq^  ^ 
fault  that  he  did  not  obtain  tbe  moat 
representativif  Commission.      He  did  ail 
he  could.    The  only  desire  of  OieSooidi 
Office  was  to  secure  a  thoroughly  good 
Commission  in  order  to  obtain  a  bodj 
which  would  carry  out  the  measure  in  • 
manner  most  acceptable  to  the  peopfe  ^ 
Scotland.    I  regret  that  the  namei « 
some  who  would  have    been  of  gf^ 
assistance  are  absent,  but  I  think  then 
who  have  been  placed  on  the  GomBitfiKis 
add  considerable  strength  to  it.     Otf 
thing  may  be  said  :  both  the  Univera^ 
parties  are  this  year  represented  vfO^ 
the  Commission.     When  you  have  t«o 
parties  existing,  and    qnestioiis  to  Ba 
decided  by  a  Commission  as  to  irUcft 
great    difference     of    opinion    ^rvntm 
between  them,  tliere  is  only  one  alttfMr 
tive  in  dealing  with    tbe    two  paiw 
which  represent  the  opposite  shadea  v 
opinion  :  they  must  be  altogeth^  oxaittfid 
from   the  Commission,    or   a   ^  *^ 
adequate  representation  of  each  aide  t^ 
be  given  upon  itv    Thw  year  tiie  W*» 
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oottne  has  been   taken,   and  upon  the 

wiiole  I  think  it  is  a  wise  course,  because 

it  is  now  quite  certain  that  the  divergent 

opmionswill  be  expressed  at  the  Com- 

nnarion  in  the  most  complete  and  satis- 

iactorj  manner ;  so  that  the  general  body 

of  the  Commissioners  will  be  able  to 

applj  themselres  to  the  consideration  of 

the  Tarions  questions,  and  it  is  absolutely 

certain  that  every  question  of  interest 

arising  will   be   discussed  in  the  most 

iniel%nt  and  intelligible  form.  I  think, 

therefore,  in  that  way  the  Commission  is 

imppored.     Perhaps,  as  my  noble  friend 

Ixjrd  B^n  is  not  present,   I  may  say 

that  1  am' glad  he  is  to  sit  upon  the 

CommisBion.      With     your    Lordships' 

pennission,  I  will  reserve  any  further 

remarks  I  may   have    to  make    upon 

matters  of  detail   until  they  arise    in 

Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 
Accordingly. 

Clauses  1,  2,  3,  and  4  agreed  to. 

*Tn  BiBL  OF    C  AMPERDOWN :    In 
<^lttoss  5,  at  line  35,  I  propose  to  insert 
the  word  "Lord  "  before  the  words  "  Pro- 
▼08t  of  Dundee."     I  merely  wish  to  say 
ft  few  words  in  support  of  my  proposal 
In  the  first  |rfaoe  I  am  perfectly  well 
awire  that  this  is  a  proposition  upon 
which  it  would  not  be  possible  for  me  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House,  and  there- 
fore H  the  Oovemment  do  not  see  their 
way  to  entertain  it  favourably,  I  do  not 
fee!  disposed  to  press  it.     At  the  same 
tnse  I  think  it  is  only  right  I  should 
hnng  this  question  before  the  House. 
ify  Lofds,  in  years  long   gone  by,  the 
Piovost  of  Dandee  was  always  styled 
•l«rd-ProvoBt.'*       As    your  Lordships 
iaow  Dundee  played  an  important  part 
ftionghout   early   Scottish  history.     In 
fti  days  of  Qneen  Mary  the  Lord  Provost 
WM  appointed  one  of  the  Commissioners 
^  mange  the  marriage  of  the  Queen  in 
Rioce.    He  was  one  of  the  Gcmimittee 
^  tiie  Lords  upon  the  Articles  sanction- 
ing tiie  Queen's  demission  of  the  Crown. 
BSrwasalso  appointed  Lord  HighCommis- 
nJeaai.     During*  the  fifteenth  and  six- 
teen^ centuries    petitions   and  applica- 
^JOBs  to  the  Corporation  were  addressed 
"%  the  Lord  Provost " ;   and  that  title 
eontinued    and    was    unanimously 
by  the  Convention  in  1692. 
A^l&ie  later  ihe  Provoetship  was  placed 


in  Commission,  and,  when  a  new  Provost 
was  appointed,  the  ancient  title  was  not 
renewed.  But  Her  Majesiy  has  lately 
been  pleased  to  grant  a  Charter  to  Dun- 
dee, making  it  a  royal  ciiy ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  would  suggest  to  the  First  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  for  his  consideration 
whether  it  may  not  be  possible  for  him 
to  submit  to  Her  Majesty  the  title, 
"  Lord  Provost  of  Dundee  "  with  a  view 
to  the  restoration  of  the  title  as  used  in 
former  days. 

Amendment  moved,  Clause  5,  line  35, 
before  the  words  "Provost  of  Dundee," 
to  insert  the  word  "Lord."— (TAe-^ar^ 
of  Camperdown,) 

Thb  Mabquess  op  LOTHLAl^:  My 
Lords,  I  should  be  very  sorry,  while  say- 
ing that  I  cannot  assent  to  the  propoi»l 
of  the  noble.  Earl,  if  it  should  be  thought 
I  do  not  recognize  the  antiquity  of  the 
office  of  Provost  of  Dundee,  but  it  seemls 
to  me  this  is  not  the  occasion  or  the 
place  to  confer  such  a  title.  It  seems  to 
me  tiiat  the  object  of  the  noble  Earl  is, 
by  a  sort  of  side  wind,  to  obtain  for  iiie 
Provost  of  Dundee  a  Parliamentary  recog- 
nition of  his  claim  to  the  title  of  Lord 
Provost.  The  are  other  towns  in  Soot- 
land  which  at  one  time  had  no  less  right 
to  the  title  Lord  Provost  for  their  cMef 
authorities,  but  they  no  longer  possess 
that  right.  Whether  or  not  the  Provost 
of  Dundee  ought  to  have  the  title  of 
Lord  Provost  is  not,  I  think,  a  question 
which  ought  to  come  before  the  House  in 
this  way.  If  that  title  is  to  be  given  him 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  it  ought  to  be  by 
some  Act  dealing  directly  with  the  privi- 
leges and  position  of  the  City  of  Dundee. 
I  presume  the  question  has  arisen  now 
in  consequence  of  Dundee  having  lately 
been  raised  to  the  rank  and  position  of  a 
city;  but  that  circumstance  does  not, 
ip80  facio^  give  a  right  to  the  title 
and  dignity  of  Lord  Provost.  I  think 
there  has  been  a  little  misapprehension 
on  that  point,  and,  therefore,  I  take  this 
opportunity  of  making  this  statement.  I 
do  not  at  this  moment  say  whether  the 
Provost  of  Dundee  has  a  right  to  the 
title  Lord  Provost  or  not;  I  only  say 
this  is  not  the  way  to  raise  the  question 
upon  a  Bill  dealing  with  an  entirely 
different  matter. 

A  Noble  Lord  :  As  the  Provost  of 
of  Dundee  has  been  mentioned,  I  should 
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like  te  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether 
<ir.  not  it  is  intended  to  giro  him  a  seat 
upon  the  Uniyersity  Conrt  of  St. 
Andrews,  irrespective  of  the  union  of 
.the  UniTersity  College  of  Dundee  witii 
the  tfniversitj  of  St.  Andrews?  Ought 
,hia  fieait  to  be  made  conditional  upon  the 
affiliation  of  the  UniTersify  CoUege  of 
Dundee  to  St.  Andrews^  or  is  he  to  baye 
a  seat  on  the  Uniyersity  Court  irrespec- 
tiye  of  such  union  P 

The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN:    The 

noble  Lord  has  called  attention  to  a  point 

;of  some  difficult  J,  because,  under  the  con- 

jrtitution  of  the  University  Court  of  St. 

Andrew's,    it    was    provided    that    the 

Provost  of  Dundee  should  have  a  seat 

^{ion  that;  Court,  but  he  would  not  have 

•A  Beat  ualaBs  the  University  College  of 

Dundee  was  affiliated  to  the  Univerdiiy 

»f  iSt.  Andrew's.     However,  that  can  be 

provided  for  on  the  Third  Beading,  upon 

WMB  Reports 

LoEi>  NAPIER  AND  ETTBIOK  r  There 

•  is  amtiier  matter.  My  attention  was  called 

,t6  lidie  constitution  of  the  University  of 

'8h  ^Andrew's  by  a  noUe  Lord,  not  present 

•icMHght,  who  takes  a  lively  interest  in 

Wmtetnioal  quei^ons— ^Lord  Powis*    He 

-(wmted  out  to  me  that  there  was  adSs- 

^orepanoy  beiiween  the  constitution  at  the 

"^University  Gowei  of  St.  Andrerw*s  Hnd 

f^iliMe  of  aU  the  other  UniversitieB.    In 

4ihe  case  of  Idl  idie  other  Universities  the 

Provost  has  a  seat  on  the  University 

lOoivt/  and  that  is  so  with  regard  to  the 

TJmTetiitj  of  St.  Andrew's  ;  ^,  in  addi- 

Hbh.  to  thatj  in  the-  oiher  tiiree  Univer- 

«fties,  the  Provosty  the  Town  Council, 

•Aod  the  BfagistRBteB.have  the  right  of 

appointing  an  Assessor.     'Hie  object  of 

^aroaking  such  a  provision  is  to  give  the 

iMunieipal.body  amore  suitained  interest 

«in  acadfimieid  affairs.     Now,  in  the  case 

,trf  the  University  of  St;  Andrew's,  the 

£rovoBt  and  Town  Conncii  have  not  the 

-right  of  i^ipointingttn  Assessor.  Perhaps, 

if.  both  the  Provost  of  fit.  AhdreVs  and 

v4ih/t  Provost  of    Dundee    were  on    i^e 

.' Council^  tho  Mumoipal  elenlent  might 

(ibe  oonaicleDed  strong  enough.   Of  course, 

'^the  Provosfs  functions  are  of  iet  tnmsitory 

diaraoter.    In  some  cases  they  may  be 

/olaoted,  bat  in  no  case  would  th^  have 

^ei  privilege  of  sitting  for  four  yearffon 

the  Council.    I  ask,  then,,  why  is  there  lio 

IpoWer  given  for  the  appointanent  of  an 

hAssegiorin  the  oase  ci  that  Univemty  ? 

A  A^ohU  Lord 


The  Maiquess  of  LOTHIAIT:  Tb 
answer  is  simple  enough :  it  is  becMi^ 
in  the  case  of  the  Uniyersily  of  St 
Andrew's,  if  this  proposal  is  carried  oat^ 
there  will  be  two  municipal  reprewoiar 
tives  then  of  the  town  of  St  Indrtw't 
and  the  City  of  Dundee.  In  the  csn 
of  the  other  Universities,  there  will  be 
only  two  representatives  of  the  mnnbf 
pality.  If  the  noble  Lord's  proposition 
were  to  be  accepted,  in  the  case  of  St 
Andrew's  there  would  be  no  lesi  iihsn 
four  repreeentatives  of  the  mnnicipel 
body. 

LoBD  NAPEBE  AM)  BTTRICK:  Tbej 
might  be  nominated  altematiyely. 

The  MABXJUESS  OF  IXXTHIAS: 
Hat  would  import  confusion  into  the 
Bill. 

Lord  NAPIER 'AND  ETTMCK:  Per 
haps  the  noble  Marquess  will  also  ocm- 
sider  that  there  is  no  certainty  thai  ^ 
Provost  of  Dundee  will  ever  sit  upon 
the  Council.  However,  I  donotdeoit 
to  press  the  pomtfurth^. 

The  Earl  or  MORLE  Y :  The  queslaoa 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  jve^ 
viously  waa,  wiieiher  '  Ae  wwd  **tad 
should  be  inserted  before  "  Profoet" 
•Thb  Earl    op   CAMPBRDOWH?  I 
withdrew  the  Amendmant.  Iw0«U<'^ 
point  out  to  the  noble  Marqueei^vi^ 
regard  to  what  he  has  stated  as  ta  A* 
Provost  for  the  time  being,  that  if  Mt 
with  l^  BubrSection  (jg).     I  thoigbt  M 
was  tiiie  intention  of  the  GovenuBSst  to 
make  the  Provost  of  Dundee  a  BMPibV 
of  the  body  of  St  Androw'a  Uninoir* 
That  is  very  <deea>ly  axproooedin  the  A** 
liation  Clause.    In  cases  where  A^^ 
trary  was  pn>posed ,  worda  wem  lasirtiiA 
the  Bill,  saying  that  tins  should  «drM 

done  when  tiieCoUegewaaaffiHitii^M^ 
made  to  form  "part  of,  the  Univeni^' 
the  noble  Marquees  does  xk^  iutewV 
Provost  of  Dundee  to  bs  on  tfaeUniMV 
fflty  Court,  unless  tho  Dundee  Ooiitf 
is  affiliated  to  St.; Andrew's  Uninaili 
he  has  simply  to  remove  ihe  namel*^ 
where  it  stands  now  and  plaos  ^  * 
sub-section  (c),  either  before  or  ate** 
Principal  of  St.  Mary's  College..  9^ 
would  dispose  of  the  diflBcnlij.  i 

The  Marquess  OF  LOTHIAN :  I«l 
take  into  consideration  the  poini  vW 
has  been  suggested  by  the  noblsItfA  i 

Lord  NAPIER  akd£TTEU[CK;II9 
I  am  not.out  of  order  in  eskiiig 
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'^neciiea  npcm  this  olaose.    This  olause 
eontomplates  the  creftti(m  of  a  number  of 
iAiseasoni  who  are  to  be  nominated  by 
Mmj  diveome  anthoritiea.     I  oonless  I  do 
ffoidistiiigxush  from  the  language  used 
^hethoF  it  is  absolutely  obligatory  on 
flO  AoBQ  authorities  to  nominate  the 
•AiBQflBOEBi  or  whether  tiiey  have  any  dis- 
oretiuiary  power.      If  it  is  absolutely 
HflQeasarj  iiiat  all  those  Assessors  should 
be  nominated,    it    seems   to  me  some 
iBOcmrenidnoe  might  arise.      It  might 
oooQT'  that    this    duty  of    nominating 
AnesBors  will  not,  on  some  oocasion  or 
-other,  either  by  neglect,  accident,  or  ill- 
will,  be  performed;   If  f^  the  obligations 
ia  that  respect  were  not  po^rmed  at  the 
right  time,  would  the  Court;  be  then  not 
kgBUy  constituted,  and  would  its  acts  be 
kyilidated  or  notP    It  seemff  to  me  it 
might  be  better  to  make  the  nomination 
of  aU  those  Assessors  rather  discretionary 
thai  obligatory;    In  genm*al,  they  will 
andeobtedly  be  nominated,  but  on  some 
OQQttien  or  other  there  might  be  a  &dlure 
m  the  nomination  at  the  right  time.     I 
merely^want  to  know  whether  the  nomi- 
B»tsim  of  all  these  Assessors  is  discre- 
tiooaij  or  obl^fatoryi  and  whether  their 
-pweiioe^  is  'absolutely  necessary  to-  con- 
stitute A  Undversity  Court. 

D^  Mi^UBSS  OF  LOTHIAN:    The 

suUal^nd  has  asked  two  questions ;  one. 

Whether  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that 

aUf  the  Assessors  should  be  elected,  or  if 

A  mmUar  Aomber  would  be  sufficient? 

4ndr  the  other.  Whether  the  University 

Cimrt  would  be  a  properly  constituted 

-kdyeven  if  the  full  number  of  Assessors 

.VttBB  not  elected  to  it  P  In  answer  to  the 

*&0t  <Iueatio«,   I  will  inf(»rm  the  noble 

tuA  that  it  is  not  oMigatory  to  elect  the 

'ii&niuaber  ol  Assessors,  though  I  have 

latkdcRiM  that  in  all  cases  the  full  nmnber 

•WQbU.  be   elected.      In  answer  tathe 

SBOond  quest ioD,  there  is  no  doubt  the 

iVairemt^  Court  would  be  a  prt^oerly 

ttttetitutcd    bodj,  although  there  were 

faoanciM  upon  it. 

I  ^Xq&fiABLor  CAMPEBDOWN:  lam 
■MOmgohkg  to  ask  your  Lordships  to  strike 
>Mt  the  last  Aenteneeof  the  last  subtsection 
U  Ona^Ba  5,  on  page  4.  It  runs  as 
rdeltevati— ''•No  member  of  the  Senatus 

of  any  University  shall  be 
to  vote  or  take  part  in  the 
liiWljIm  <tf  any  Assessor  of  the  Oeneml 
nflimtf  jrf  tbelXniversify/'    the  effeqt 


of  this  clause  is  to  disfranchise  the  who^ 
body  of  Prof  esarars  of  all  the  Universitiep 
in  regard  to  voting  &r  an  Assesses  repre- 
senting the  General  Council  of  the  Uni- 
versity. I  want  to  know  what  is  the 
reason  for  such  a  proposal  being  inserted 
in  the  Bill.  No  such  proposal  was  iiv 
sorted  in  the  Bill  last  year,  or  as  it  was 
introduced  this  year,  and  I  think  I  shi41 
be  able  to  give  your  Lordships  very  good 
.reasons  why  you  should  vote  w^  ma 
against  this  sub-section.  In  the  first 
p^ce  I  suppose  the  argument  which  will 
be  used  against  me  is  this:  That  the 
members  of  the  Senatus  are  already  re- 
presented by  three  Assessors  whom 
they  themselves  will  vote  for;  and 
therefore,  if  they  are  graduates  of  the 
University,  they  ought  not  to  vote 
for  any  further  Assessors;  and- if  thej 
are  not  members  of  the  Council  they 
are  aU  the  more  disqualified  and  un- 
fit to  vote  for  such  assessors.  Nowi 
in  the  first  place,  I  wish  to  point  ou;t 
that  the  number  of  those  whom  you  pro- 
pose to  disfranchise  is  absolutely  infinite- 
simal in  comparison  with  the  .whole 
number  of  Graduates  in  the  Universities. 
In  St  Andrew's  University  the  Members 
of  the  Senatus  are  15  in  number,  and 
there  are  1,508  members  of  the  General 
Council ;  in  the  University  of  Glasgow 
the  Senatus  has  29  members,  while  there 
are  4,562  members  of  the  Council;  at 
Aberdeen  there  are  24  members  of  the 
Senatus,  and  3,109  of  the  General  Coun- 
cil; and  at  Edinburgh  there  are  4l 
members  of  the  Senatus  a8iK)mpared  with 
6,100  members  of  the  Council.  In  other 
words,  there  are  members  of  the  Senatus 
who,  without  this  clause,  would  vote  for 
these  Assessors  to  the  number  of  109,  as 
compared  with  15,279  members  of  the 
General  Councils ;  and  this  amendment, 
tiierefore,  has  been  introduced  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  disfranchising  those  109 
persons.  It  woxdd  not,  of  course,  be  fair 
if  I  were  to  state  the  case  only  in  that 
way,  because,  I  ought  to  remind  your 
Lordships  that  those  109  members  of  the 
Senatus  would  have  an  influence  with 
regard  to  those  elections  considerably  out 
of  proportion  to  their  mere  numbers,  be- 
cause i^e  whole  109  being  connected 
with  the  teaching  in  the  Universities,  are 
necessarily  present  during  the  greater  part 
of  the  year;  and  as  there  might  be 
some    difficulty   in   collecting   a    large 
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humber  .of  the  members  of  CoTmcil  the 
Totes  of  the  109  would  be  more  im- 
portant than  their  comparative  num- 
bers would  seem  to  indicate.  But,  my 
liords,  I  would  ask  what  reason  is  there 
for  a  proposal  of  this  sort  ?  What  had 
the  Professors  done  ?  You  are  to  single 
them  out,  and  disfranchise  them  alone. 
Tou  are  not  to  treat  the  Provosts  of  the 
various  IJniversitj  towns  in  the  same  waj. 
The  Provosts  have  seats  upon  the  Univer- 
sity Courts,  and  if  thej  are  members  of 
the  Council  they  will  also  vote  for  the 
Aisessors  who  are  sent  to  represent  the 
Council.  Besides  that,  in  three  cases 
out  of  four  the  provost  will  appoint  an 
Assessor  of  his  own,  and  he  is  there- 
fore represented  much  more  fully  than 
^ese  fSrofessors.  But  you  do  not  treat 
him  or  anybody  else  in  the  same  way 
that  you  are  treating  these  Professors. 
If  colleges  are  affiliated  to  the  XJni- 
versiiy,  and  if  the  members  of  the 
Collies  are  all  members  of  the  Uni- 
versity, they  will  have  a  vote  in  this 
respect.  So  tiiat  it  simply  comes  to 
this,  that  the  Senatus  is  selected,  and 
the  Senatus  alone  to  be  disfranchised. 
I  hope  the  House  will  consider  the  very 
great  alteration  which  is  made  by  this 
Bill  in  the  relative  powers  of  the  Senatus 
and  the  University  Court.  I  will  again 
remind  your  Lordships  that  we  have 
taken  away  from  the  Senatus  the  whole 
power  of  administration  over  the  re- 
sources; we  have  given  the  Courts  a 
general  control  over  the  proceedings  of 
the  Senatus,  and  therefore  we  have  in- 
creased the  power  of  the  Court  to  a  very 
large  extent.  But  the  Bill  proposes  as 
it  now  stands  that  we  shall  not  be  content 
with  that ;  we  are  to  go  further  and  dis- 
franchise the  Senatus  altogether.  The 
insertion  of  this  Clause  seems  to  me  to 
be  a  very  great  mistake.  It  was  not  in 
the  Bill  when  first  drafted.  My  Lords, 
it  seems  to  me  a  very  mean  and  pitty 
proceeding,  and  I  trust  your  Lordships 
will  strike  out  this  Clause* 

♦Lord  WATSON :  My  Lords,  I  must 
express  my  sympathy  with  the  motion 
now  made  to  the  House,  whether  it  be 
successful  or  no.  I  can  quite  understand 
the  principle  of  disfranchising  Professors 
who  sit  in  the  University  Courts, 
but  why  should  you  disfranchise  Pro- 
fessors who  do  not  sit  in  the  Univer- 
sity CourtoP     Even  then,  I  should  not 

Tk$Earl  of  Ctmp$ri9wn 


object  to  l^islation  in  tiiis  direction  if 
it  were  general,  and  not  personal  and  in* 
vidious.      This  Bill    contemplates  thai 
there  shall  be  brought  into  tiie  Fni▼e^ 
sity  affiliated  Colleges  which  are  to  ^ 
represented  in    the  University  Court 
Every  teacher  in  those  Colleges  m  left  it 
liberty  to  vote  for  an  Assessor  in  the 
General  Council,   but  not  one  of  tiie 
Professors  in  the  University  is  pcnnitted 
to  do  the  same.     I  have  not  yet  heard 
any  reason  why  that  invidious  distincbon 
should  be  made  between  the  two  bodies. 
I  should  have  thought  that  upon  ^ 
rationale  of  the  question,  the  waghto 
reasons  would  be  in  favour  of  the  Pro- 
fessors, and  for   this  reason  :   tbat  ihe 
Universities  of  Scotland  owe  their  dis- 
tinction in  tiie  past,  and  will  owe  any  ln^ 
cess  which  they  may  have  in  the  fntme, 
not  to  the  provisions  of  any  Bill  of  this 
character,  however  useful  they  may  !«, 
and  I  admit  their  usefulness  to  the  fidl, 
but  upon  the  character  and  the  attain- 
ments of  the  Professors  who  constitnte 

the  Senatus.  

The   Marquess  of  LOTHIAN:  My 
Lords,  I  cannot  help  saying  that  I  am 
sorry  <lie    noble  Earl   has    thonght  it 
right  to    introduce    this    Amendment; 
bMsause  the  form  in  which  he  has  pnt  it 
(and  I  admit  that  the  argum^ts  be  has 
used  are  very  strong)  makes  it  sppca^  w*^ 
the  Gk)vemm  ent  l^  this  proposal  in  «^* 
Bill  desires  to  put  an  invidious  distinciion 
upon  the  Professors,  but  I  need  not  »J 
that  is  very  far  indeed  from  the  intwito 
of  the  Government.     In  the  Universitj 
Courts    the   Senatus     Academicas   are 
fully  represented  by  the  four  Assessoft. 
The    Senatus    Academicns    elects  fear 
Assessors,  and  the   Conncil  also  elerfs 
four  Assessors.     As  I  understand,  iw 
the  noble  Earl  contends  is,  that  this  pote 
a  slur  in  some  way  upon  the  profeasorti 
element.  

*The  Earl  op  CAMPBRDOWN:  A»d 
upon  them  alone.  

♦The  Marquess  of  LOTBa:AN :  Vf» 
them  alone ;  that  they  are  debarred  fft* 
voting  as  members  of  the  General  Ot^ 
cil.  It  is  possible  t^ere  may  be  ^ 
tei«nce8  of  o^n  upon  mattei^  AdiH 
the  University  between  the  Assessoit  w 
represent  the  (General  Ck>micil  aal  Al 
Assessors  who  represent  the  Senatva  A*^ 
demicus.  I  do  not  like  to  look  fonrtn 
to  any  such  differences,  but  it  is  joaaA 
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'&XJ  nuj  itriBC,  and  I  cannot  help  tliiiik- 
ingitisaproriBum  yonr  Lordships  will 
mxeft  which  aecores    that    while    the 
Senttos  Academicus  haa  a  larger  repre- 
WDtition  than  bj  the  Bill  of  laat  year, 
not  odIj  in  actual  nnmbers,  but  in  pro- 
portion, tiiey  should  not  have  a  rote  for 
the  hetesoTB  or  members  of  the  General 
Counci!.   I  really  do  not  know  how  to 
uuwertlie  noble  Earl  when  he  says  this 
ta  a  proriaion  which  is  inridioua  to  the 
Pnifeisors ;  still  less  do  I  know  how  to 
amwer  Lord    Wataon's    renmrk,   from 
which  he  appears  to  think  that  the  Go- 
remiaent  do  not  recognise  to  the  fall 
what  the  ITnirersitieB  have  owed  to  the 
iVofeseors  in  the  past,  and  how  much  the 
mcceas  of  the  UniTersitieB  will  be  due  to 
Ihem  in  the  fntore.    But  the  Government 
wish  to  dnw  no  such  distinction.     They 
do  recognise  most  abeolately,  and  to  the 
fnll,  that  the  entire  ancoees  of  the  Uni- 
Teiuties  mnst  depend  npon  the  profes- 
sional body.      Bnt  there  was  ona  point 
advanced  by  the  Dobls  Earl  which  rather 
teUa  against   his   own   argument.      He 
pomted  out,    and   Tery  truly,  that  the 
prtrfeaaorial  vote,  if  allowed  to  them  as 
membere  of  the  General  Council,  would 
be  infinitMimal.     I  would  ask,  is  it  worth 
while  when  the  Bill  comes  np  from  the 
House  of  Commons  in  this  form  to  raise 
thia  qnestion,  which  is  really  a  question 
(rfieotimentP   Beally,  it  is  nothing  more 
than  a  question  of  sentiment ;    because 
the  noble  Earl  has  himself  shown  that  the 
'eling  power    of  the  Professors  on  the 
C^deial  Council  would  he  almost  nil ;  that 
UK  Bay,  it  wonld  come  practically  to  about 
1  in  150.    My  Xiords,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
woept  the  Amendmeut  of  the  noble  Karl, 
kitt  in  declining  to  accept  it,  I  repeat  that 
I  most  afasolntely  repudiate  the  idea  of  a 
Aaj  of   any  kiitd  being  put    upon  the 
tin  the 

oke  the 
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not  the  question.  The  qnestion  is,  what 
the  Bill  does,  in  fact.  It  la  no  nae 
tolling  a  man  that  yon  do  not  intend  to 
cast  a  slur  npon  him  if  you  disfranchise 
him.  The  Professors  ask  why  this  has 
been  done.  It  was  not  done  when  llie 
Bill  first  came  into  the  House  dealing 
with  the  position  of  all  these  various 
pwtiea  and  UniTersities.  If  the  Gorern- 
ment  intends  to  inaugurate  a  ayatem  of 
counting  up  votes,  and  to'say  that  Bi>«nd- 
ao  will  hare  so  many  rotea  in  a  partdeulv 
assembly,  and,  therefore,  that  they  haTe 
no  right  to  complain  if  they  are  not 
allowed  to  rots  for  the  Assessors,  I  think 
they  have  aet  themselves  an  impoaail:^ 
task,  and  a  task  which  I  do  not  think 
Parliament  either  can,  or  onght  to,  under- 
take. I  wieh  to  remind  your  Lordships 
again  that,  by  this  Bill,  great  power  ia 
given  to  the  University  Courts  and  to  the 
General  Council.  It  is  not  a  qneetion 
whether  there  is  any  intention  to  csat  ft 
slur  or  not,  but  it  is  a  question  whether 
it  is  not  a  wrong  stop,  a  very  wrong 
course  indeed,  as  it  is  a  most  invidious 
thing,  to  take  away  the  votes  of  these 
Professors.  I  am  very  sorry  to  be  forced 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  the 
matter,  but  I  am  afraid  I  must  do  so. 

Amendment,  Clause  5,  page  4,  line  39, 
to  omit  the  words,  "Xo  member  of  the 
Senatus  Academicns  of  any  University 
shall  be  entitled  to  vote  of  take  port  in 
the  election  of  any  Asseasor  of  the  Oene* 
ral  Council  of  the  University." 

On  Question,  "  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  their  Lordshipa 
divided  : — Contents,  24  ;  Not-contonta,  8. 

•TflE  EiBL  OF  CAMPERDOWW :  My 
Lords,  I  propose,  in  CUuse  8,  to  leave  out 
the  worcls  "University  Court,"  and  to 
auhiititnte  ttie  word  "  Commissioners." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  ia  this : 
As  the  Clause  now  alAuds,  it  will  be 
necessary,  on  the  1st  February  every 
year,  for  the  University  Court  to  fix  the 
Governors  of  the  General  Council.  Should 
there  be  any  points  of  difference,  it 
merely  means  that  you  will  give  facilities 
for  raising  and  reviewing  them,  by  each 
year  fixing  the  number  dE  the  quorum  of 
your  General  Council.  I  propose  that 
the  number  should  be  fixed  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  the  result  would  be  that, 

a  the  future,  if  any  one  wi^gU^nuke  ' 
"enei*'^ 
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ihe  Gonrfc  were  disposed  to  do  so,  the 
thing  would  be  done.  It  is  yery  desir- 
able there  should  be  the  means  of  xaising 
questions  every  year.  Then,  of  oourse, 
by  a  subsequent  Clause  in  the  Bill,  alter 
the  expiration  of  the  GommissionerB* 
functions,  it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Court 
to  pass  any  necessary  ordinance. 
•  The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  the  number  fixed  by  the 
Unirersity  Court,  as  proposed  by  the 
nt>ble  Earl,  would  not  remain  in  perpe- 
tuity. 

*Thb  Babl  of  CAMPERDOWN:  In 
Clause  21  it  says  they  shall  have  the 
power  of  altering  or  reyoldng  any  ordi- 
nance framed  and  passed  tmder  the  Act 
of  1858,  and  of  making  new  orders. 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  I  do  not 
think  that  would  come  under  the  new 
ordinance.  I  think  they  would  be  abso- 
lutely unalterable.  Howerer,  1  will 
consider  the  matter. 
♦The  Earl  OF  CAMPEEDOWN  :  May 
I  ask  the  noble  Marquess  whether  he  wiU 
give  it  his  fayourable  consideration  1 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  lean- 
not  say  that  I  will  give  it  farourable 
consideration,  but  I  will  give  it  con- 
sideration. 

f     Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

CX)MPANIEa  CLAUSES  CONSOLIDATION 
ACT,  1888,  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(No.  187.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  212.) 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order;  Bill  reported  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  to  be  read  3»  to-morrow. 

MARRIAGES  (BASUTOLAND,   AC)  BILL. 

(No.  166.) 

Cktmmons  Amendment  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order),  and  agreed  to. 

LUNACY   ACTS  AMENDMENT    BILL. 

(No.  199.) 

Beport  from  the  Committee  of  the 
reasons  to  be  offered  to  the  Commons 
for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  certain  of 
their  Amendments ;  read,  and  agreed  to  ; 
and  a  message  sent  to  the  Commons  to 

The  Earl  of  Camper  down 


return  the  Bill  with  AmendmentB  ind 
reasons. 

Hoase  adjourned  at  ftqoaiter  before 

Seven  o'clock  tin  to-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'etoek. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Thwreday,  8M  Atigmty  1889. 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


SUCK  DRAINAGE  BILL. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  the  caae  of  the  Sack  Dtnd»0 
Bill,  Standing  Orders  84.  214.  215,  and  il9  be 
sdflpended,  and  that  the  Bill  he  nowtakeamie 
consideration,  prorided  that  amended  liiBti 
shall  have  heen  previously  depodted."'— (JTr. 
Htrhert  Omrdner), 

Mb.  STOBET  (Sonderiaod) :  That 
was  a  publio  Bill  for  the  drainage  of  fhe 
Suckreoently  before  the  House.  ThttBiB 
has  been  withdrawn,  and  now  we  tie  to 
have  a  priyate  Bill  considered  upoa  ^ 
Suspension  of  the  Standing  Orden.   It 
is  a  Bill  of  an  extraordinary  charaoiff* 
It  is  not,  in  a  right  sense,  a  piivito 
Bill  at  all.    It  was  originally  a  p«U» 
Bill,  but  in  theprooees  of  being  ^mmA 
through  this  House  it  has  beentiaBi' 
formea  into  a  private  Bill,  and  a  prifite 
Bill  of  the  very  worst  type.    There  ^ 
been  inserted  in  it  a  clause  empoweriag 
the  Ooyemment  to  hand  over  to  printe 
speculators  a  sum  of  £60,000  tot  ftt 
public  money. 

Thb  solicitor  general  sou 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddeit,  XToiTOcd^ 
of  Dublin):  No. 

Mb.  STOREY:  As  I  understand th# 
Bill,  it  was  originally  a  meaaore  to  Oft* 
able  a  body  of  persona  who  had  eoiff* 
menced  operations  for  the  drainagv.of 
the  Riyer  Suck  to  continue  thoee  Q^M* 
tions.  The  promoters,  oonsrfte 
principally    of    landowners,     kMu^A 

*  Mm. 


some     years    ago    power     to    ^ 

out   these  works   and    to    obtafii  fl* 


money  from  the  Qor^mnent  bj 
When  they  proceeded  with  tbe  v 
that  happened  to  them  which  hulWl 
pened  to  eyery  similar  body  in  Itmm 
—they  found  that  the  eatimatea  ilMi 
before  them  were  woefully  mad  JHfp^ 
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Uolj  tDkdoquate:     All  the  maa»y  has 
beeo  ^ent,  and  now  tbej  came  to  Far- 
liuunt  for   ntended    poweri.      Tha 
Oorenment  intioduced  a  public  Bill  to 
enaUe  them  to  gtutX  £50,000  out  of  the 
pabiic  funds,  but  under  the  etreu  of 
uie  oppoaitioii  which  it  met,  the  Bill  was 
witliuawD,  and  now  a  clause  empower- 
ing the  Ooramiaeat  to  giret^  £SO,000 
bu  been,  or  ia  to  be,  ioMrted  in  the 
preaant  Bill. 
Mb.  MADDEN:  No. 
Ma.  SIOBET :  Iha  hon.  Qentleman 
■aji-No."     Than  haw  is  it  intended 
to  gst  tbb  mona;  7     Every  one  know) 
that  if  this  ium  of  £50,000  is  not  given 
in  a  frseera&t  it  Till  be  imppaBibla  to 
go  on  with  the  works.     The  money  is 
absolatel;  neeeasary,  and  the  Qpycra- 
OBBt  hare  hit  upon  this  excel! en V  plan 
of  granting  iL      The;  wsra  cpn^^i^ 
that  they  would  be    unable  tc^,.paaa  a 
pnblig  Bill  this  year,  and  they,  there- 
mra,  aopport  this  priTBte  Bill  in  whiefa 
t&a^propoae  to  insert  a  elause'xuaran- 
teeug  as  a  f raa'gift  ihia  sum  of  £50,000 
of  ths  publla  money. 
K>.UADU£N:  No. 
Ma.   STOBBT:    Then   what  is  the 
ob^'eatof  the  clause?     It  this  wera  a 
pnrata  Drainage  Bill  under  whidb  tha 
pnototera    proposed  to  carry  out  the 
■0^  at  their  own  expense  or  undar  ex- 
isting Aots  I  should  not  have  felt  it  neoes- 
sarj  to  taka  any  objection..    The  fact  is 
that  the  promotars   have   begun    tha 
mvi;    they   lia-ve  expanded   a   large 
nm  of    money,    and    thay  ,  find  that 
tha    eSect    produced    has    bean    ab- 
solnlaly    »a.       So    far    it   hn    dona 
mora  harm  than  good,  and  utilesa  they 
Ctt  Tet  more  money  than  was  originallv 
•ikad  for  the  whole  at  thair  works  will 
ha  nastaas.      Olanse  5  of  the  amended 


oisaly  the  form  to  whioh  tha  'hon.  Uem- 
her  takes  no  objeotion.  It  is  a  Bill  fov 
the  raising  of  capital,  and  it  proridaa 
for  the  due  rapraaentation  ot  the  persona 
interested  upon  the  Drainage  Board. 

Mr.  STOBKY  :  I  am  obliged'to  :th4 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  ezplana* 
tioD.  I  hare  no  donbt  that  tbe  BIU, 
from  his  point  of  view,  is  an  innocent 
Bill,  but  from  my  point  of  riew  -  it 
shows  tiia  trail  ot  ua  serpent.  It  pro- 
poaes  that  the  QoTersment  shall  han 
power  to  lend  £116,000  to  these  gen- 
tlemen, but  the  QoTemment  know  and 
the  House  ought  to  know  that  admit- 
tedly that  sum  is  notauEBoient  for  tha 
purpose.  But  if  this  Bill  passes  it  is 
intended  to  bring  in  a  further  Bill  of  It 
single  clause  empowering  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  give  sn  additional  sum  of 
£50,000.  This  may  be  an  exceedingly 
clever  proceeding,  bat  it  is  one  to 
which  I  take  a  sarions  objection,  and  X 
beg  to  move  as  an  Ameadment  that 
standing  order  No.  84  be  struck  oat  of 
tha  Motion. 

8iB  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
The  ways  of  this  House  are  axtreniely! 
wonderful.  About  fire  minutes  ago!,' 
went  to  tha  office  ot  the  House  to  get  te^ 
copy  of  the  Bill,  and  I  found  in  it  a  i 
clause  to  the  effect  that-the  taxpayers) 
ot  this  country  are  to  pay  £50,000> 
towards  the  -  expenses  of  this  Bncl(: 
Drainage.  Therefore,  hon.  Membeia; 
cannot  be  blamed  if  thay  have  beeni 
misled  and  knew  nothing  of  this  clause, 
having  been  struck  out.  I  am  reminded, 
very  much  of  what  happened  in  the| 
American  War.  Armea  cruisers  were 
fitted  up,  but  tha  guns  were  not  put  on 
board,  they  were  sent  out  from  this 
oounby  perfectly  innocent  cruisers,  bat 
thay  mat  the  guns  somewhere  else  and 
took  tham  on  board.  That  seems  to  ma 
to  be  precisely  the  nature  ot  this  Bill; 
The  Qovemmant  want  to  smuggle 
this  dangerous  cruiser  through  tha 
eustom  house  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  and  then  put  tha  guns  on  board  in 
another  stage.  In  that  oasa  all  oiitioism 
in  r^ard  to  the  BUI  will  be  evaded; 
Tha  Oovernment  have  learned  theiE 
leason  with  regard  to  the  public  Bill^ 
and  now  they  want  to  avoid  ontioism.- 
It  appears  to  ma  to  be  hardly  a  tain 
way  of  dealing  with  the  matter.  None 
of  ua  knew  of  the  existanoa  of  such  a 
proposal,  and  it  was  only  by  accidanb 
we  ware  warned  that  suuh  a  mensure 
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was  to  be  brought  forward.  So  far  from 
the  Bill  being  an  innocent  measure,  I 
look  upon  it  as  a  cruiser  which  is  to  be 
armed  hereafter,  and  I  shall,  therefore, 
second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment   proposed,  to  leaye  out 
"84."— (l/r./S/or^y.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That '  84 '  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

OoLOKEL  NOLAN  (Gktlway,  N.):  This 
is  really  a  very  simple  Bill,  and  although 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr. 
Storey)  has  called  it  cleyer,  I  look  upon 
it  as  an  honest  and  straightforward 
proceeding.  What  has  happened  is 
thist  A  number  of  proprietors  have 
established  the  Suck  Drainage  Board. 
They  have  spent  £100,000  and  the 
whole  value  of  the  works  will  disappear 
and  the  money  be  absolutely  lost  unless 
something  further  is  done.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  that  great  good  has  been 
done  to  the  low  lying  lands  by  the  works 
already  constructed.  The  people  of  the 
district  have  spent  £100,000  and  the 
Qovemment  is  asked  to  give  £50,000. 
The  time  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  to  raise  an  objection  is 
when  the  Government  come  forward  to 
give  this  £50,000  as  a  free  grant.  The 
hon.  Member  seems  to  think  that  the 
Government  have  done  something  dread- 
fully wrong  in  dropping  a  public  Bill 
and  allowing  the  promoters  to  bring 
in  a  private  Bill,  but  he  forgets  that  he 
himself  offered  such  an  amount  of  oppo- 
sition to  the  public  Bill  that  it  was  im- 
possible at  this  period  of  the  Session  to 
pass  it.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  House 
will  not  allow  the  Bill,  which  is  a  per- 
fectly innocent  measure,  to  be  rejected 
because  the  Oovemment  may  hereafter 
be  called  upon  to  contribute  £50,000. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  said 
that  the  ways  of  this  House  are  per- 
fectly wonderf uL  So  are  the  ways  of 
some  hon.  Members  in  the  House.  Last 
year  when  the  Ulster  Oanal  Bill  was 
before  the  House  the  rieht  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld)  was 
mainly  instrumental  in  handing  over  to 
a  private  company  a  sum  of  £300,000 
against  the  wisnes  of  the  Irish  Members, 
and  I  no  IT  ask  that  the  same  measure 
should  be  meted  out  to  the  promoters  of 
the  present  Bill.  In  this  case  we  have 
a  body  of  landowners  who  have  already 
expended  their  own  money — a  good  deal 
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of  it  foolishly  no  donbt^addng  toe  t 
Oovemment  Ghrant.    Why  shoud  thej 
not  have  it?    This  country  has  robbed 
Ireland  long  enough,  and  it  is  high  time 
that  we  got  a  little  of  our  monej  back 
again.    I  fail  to  see  why  hon.  Memben 
should  now  be  straining  at  a  gntt  after 
havinff  swallowed  a  camel  in  oonneotion 
with  &e  Ulster  OanaL    In  mj  opimon, 
this  is  a  most  excellent  Bill,  and  it  is 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  fbe  land- 
lords of  Ireland  that  they  have  proposed 
to  give  representation  to  the  ratepayen. 
During  the  last  90  years  this  coontiybas 
taken  300  or  400  million  sterling  out  ot 
Ireland,  and  we  are  now  mmply  tiding 
to  get  £50,000  of  it  back  agam.  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  that  nnlees  we 
^^ain  the  Shannon  it  is  of  ver]rMeaBe 
to  drain  the  Suck,  but  the  engineers  are 
of  a  different  opinion,  and  I  am  ready  to 
place  my  drainage  oonsdence,  it  tbeieis 
such  a  commodity,  in  their  hands. 
♦Thi     OHIEP     SEOBETAEY  roi 
IBBLAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  BALF0X^^  Mm- 
Chester,  E) :  As  the  House  is  aware,  the 
Government   originally    brought  ia  a 
Bill  dealing  with  the  dramage  of  the 
Suck.    We  have  now  withdrawn  that 
Bill,  and  in  Heu  of  it  a  private  Bill  has 
been  brought  in.  I  am  aware  thatgre^ 
objection  was  raised  in  TarionaqW*** 
to  the  Oovemment  scheme,  bntp«n^ 
the  same  objections  do  not  apply  te*^ 
measure.  A  very  lar^  amount  <h  ooMJ 

has  already  been  expended  upon  m 
dminage  of  the  Suck ;  a  oonsidtfwe 
number  of  labourers  are  at  this  moDest 
engaged  upon  the  works,  and  now 
this  Bill  passes  this  Session  that  ttoig 
will  have  been  wasted  and  the  won> 
must  be  stopped.  . 

Mb.    STOBET:    What   amonnt  of 
money  has  been  spent  by  the  promfliUBT 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BAluFOTJR  :  £100,000. 

Mb.  STOEBr :  Which  wsBhaaom 
from  the  Government  ?  . 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  Tee,  borrof* 
from  the  Oovemment.  ButthelsbovM 
who  are  now  engaged  wHl  be  turned  <^ 
and  if  at  any  future  time  Taditttm 
should  decide  upon  resuming  fiii  Oli* 
struction  of  these  worin  it  can  oajjT^ 
done  at  a  great  loss.  We  cannot  Itfl 
the  works  half  finished  without  sgtfg 
daring  the  money  which  has  been  I^P 
alreadV.  I,  therefore,  hope  thatsBvH 
have  the  interest  of  Ireland  at  heaitfV 
support  the  Bill. 
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MR.PflILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid) :  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  Healy]  complains  of  somethiDg  that 
wasdone  last  Session  in  reference  to  the 
UbterOanalBill,  but  we  supported  him 
on  tbat  occasion,  and  I  think  it  is  rather 
hud  that  we  should  be  subjected  to  his 
wproaches  now.    Originally  four  Drain- 
age   Bills    were    introduced    by    the 
Gfoyernment  this  Session,  and  the  Chief 
Seoretaiy  has  done  his  best  to  slip  one 
oitbem  through.    He  put  down  a  notice 
that  they  were  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
OoDumttee,  but  the  Bann  Drainage  Bill 
was  the  only  one  submitted  to  the  Oom- 
xnittee,  although  the  Committee  took  it 
kr  granted  theit  the  other  three  would 
be  brought  before  them  in  due  course. 
I  cannot,  therefore,  understand  why  this 
Attempt  should  be  made  to  slip  one  of 
these  Bills  through  the  House  when 
there  it  a  Gomaiittee   in   existence  to 
mf'^*  the  whole  subject  was  referred. 
•Hie  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  if 
ue  Bill   is     not   passed    the    money 
^ufMdy  expended  will  be  wasted,  but 
that  will  be  the  fault  of  the  Oovemment 
themselTes,   because  they  might  have 
Uen  these  Drainage  Bills  in  the  week 
which  was  devoted  to  the  consideration 
of  the  Boyal  Grants.    Under  these  oir- 
^'oastances,  it  is  too  bad  for  the  Qovem- 
njeat  to  come  forward  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  and  attempt  to, throw  on  us 
the  remoasibility  of  wasting  the  money 
which  jSas  already  been  exp ended.    I  do 
>ot  think  that    the  money   has   been 

JXkt  for  any  useful  object  at  all.  Most 
tt*  money  which  has  been  spent  in 
y  improvement  of  the  Irish  rivers  has 
2«a  absolutely  thrown  away.  I  see 
g*t  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds 
■Mbeen  spent  on  the  Bann  drainage 
Me%  while  the  total  receipts  are  £70 
^  jser,  and  it  costs  £1,100  a  year  to 
mp^  them  up.  I  think  the  House  will 
piWisdy  to  reject  this  Bill  altogether. 
i^^HAYDEN  (lieitrim,  S.) :  So  far 
age  operations  are  concerned, 
that,  since  the  composition  of 
BPffrd  was  changed  two  years  ago, 
kave  been  carried  out  to  the  satis- 
all  the  parties  concerned.  If 
is  not  passed,  the  money 
expended  will  be  lost,  and  a 
Jttmber  of  labourers  will  be  turned 
tinder  all  the  circumstances,  I 
ft  is  better  that  we  should  accept 
ttoney  which  the  Government  offer 
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♦Dr.  C0MMIN8  (Roscommon,  8.) :  I 
wish  to  add  my  testimony  to  the  useful 
nature  of  these  works.  The  Bill  as  it 
stands  pledges  the  credit  of  the  rate- 
payers for  the  money,  and  it  is,  per** 
haps,  the  first  instance  in  which  land* 
lords  and  tenants  have  cordially  united 
in  an  effort  of  local  government. 
They  are  endeavouring  to  help  them* 
selves,  and  have  already  pledged 
their  credit  to  the  extent  of  £100,000, 
which  they  will  have  to  pay  whether 
the  money  is  lost  or  not.  I  believe  that 
if  the  grant  proposed  to  be  given  by  the 
Government  is  sanctioned  by  this  House, 
the  whole  of  the  money  already  ex* 
pended  will  prove  remunerative.  I  am 
by  no  means  in  favour  of  subsidies,  but 
in  this  case,  it  is  to  be  given  in  support 
of  a  well  meant  effort  to  improve  the 
condition  and  cultivation  of  the  district, 
in  which  parties  of  all  shades  of  political 
feeling  have  joined. 

Mb.  8T0EEY  :  I  should  like  to  have 
your  ruling.  Sir,  upon  a  point  of  order. 
Upon  the  Order  Paper  to-day.  No.  21, 
is  ''  8uck  Drainage  [Provision  of 
Funds]:  Committee  thereupon.''  The 
object  is  to  pass  a  Besolution  for  the 
purpose  of  briogiDg  in  a  Bill  to  provide 
the  £50,000  which  is  to  begranted  to 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill.  What  I  wish 
to  know  is  whether  it  is  in  order  to  take 
this  Bill  into  consideration  until  that  Ee« 
solution  has  been  passed  ? 
«Mb.  speaker  :  ThatBesolution  has 
no  reference  to  the  present  Bill,  and 
there  is  nothing  out  of  order  in  taking^a 
Bill  into  consideration. 

Mr.  STOREY:  Standing  Order  No.  8t 
requires  that  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  shall  make  a 
Report  to  the  House  previously  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  any  private  Bill  by 
which  it  is  intended  to  authorise,  con- 
firm, or  alter  a  contract  with  any  De- 
partment of  the  Government  whereby 
any  charge  upon  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer may  be  created.  And  any  Resolu- 
tion to  that  effect  must  be  circulated,  * 
with  the  Votes,  two  clear  days  at  least 
before  being  considered  by  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House.  Although  thieBill 
does  not  authorise,  confirm,  or  alter  a 
contract,  it  is  a  private  Bill,  the  object 
and  aim  of  which  is  to  create  a  charge 
of  £50,000  upon  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, In  this  case  there  has  been  no 
Report  from  the  Chairman  of  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  and  no  Resolution. 
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♦Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  nothing  in 
the  Order  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
f  efors  whioh  renders  it  out  of  order  to 
proceed  with  this  private  Bill.  The 
question  before  the  House  is  the  Sus- 
pension of  the  Standing  Orders,  so  that 
the  Bill  may  be  considered. 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  cast  a  reOection  upon  the  man- 
ner in  whioh  I  have  discharged  my  duty, 
but  he  has  himself  admitted  that  there 
is  no  contra'^  touched  upon  in  the  Bill 
which  required  a  Report.  The  Bill  is 
absolutely  independent  and  complete  in 
itself.  It  is  an  ordinary  Drainage  Bill, 
and  as  such  has  passed  through  Com* 
mi(tee,  and  is  now  awaiting  considera- 
tion. I  understand  that,  if  possible, 
the  Gk>vernment  propose  to  pass  through 
the  House  another  Bill,  but  it  will  be  a 
totally  distinct  Bill,  and  will  have  the 
effect,  if  passed,  of  giving  to  this  Drain- 
age Board  a  grant  of  £50,000.  It  is 
quite  evident  that  if  that  Bill  does  not 
pass  the  Drainsge  Board  will  be  unable 
to  complete  their  operations.  I  do  not 
offer  an  opinion  one  way  or  the  other.  I 
am  only  pointing  out  that  this  Bill  is 
complete  in  itself. 

Mr.  STOREY:  Upon  the  point  of 
order  I  contend  that  the  object  of  this 
Bill  is  to  «*  alter  "  an  existing  arrange- 
ment with  a  view  of  throwing  a 
pecuniary  burden  upon  the  public. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  It  was 
resolved,  some  years  ago,  that  in  con- 
nection with  these  drainage  works  a 
sum  of  £100,000  should  be  expended 
not  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  but  by 
a  local  levy.  It  would,  perhaps,  have 
been  preferable  that  the  matter  should 
have  been  dealt  with  by  a  public  Bill, 
but  that  being  impo  sible  a  private 
Bill  has  been  introduced.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  House  oughtat  this  stage 
to  disregard  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  whom  the  Bill  has  been 
referred.  If  it  could  be  shown  not  only 
that  the  money  already  expended  has 
been  wasteful  and  useless,  but  that  it 
would  be  wasteful  to  expend  more, 
there  would  be  a  case  against  the  Bill, 
but  it  has  not  been  con^nded  that  the 
additional  expenditure  now  proposed 
will  fail  to  make  the  former  expenditure 
effectual . 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  hope 

that  the  House  will  not  pass  the  Bill. 

We     have    been    informed   that   the 

neasure  is  wholly  independent  in  itself. 


So  are  the  letters  of  the  alphabet.   J  is 
simply  a  letter  and  sa  are  0  andB ;  but 
JOB  spells  job.    The  provifflons  of  the 
Bill  are  to  be  coupled  with  a  grant  of 
£50,000  out  of  the  pockets  oC  (be  tax- 
payers, and,  therefore,  they  cannot  be 
looked  upon  as  independent  in  them- 
selves.     We  are  told  that  tbis  is  an 
admirable  work,  but  the  promotew  have 
not    afforded     us    an    opport3wAtj  ol 
judgingTwhether  that  i*i  so  or  not.   lie 
promoters  say  that  the  works  will  be 
useless  if  this  Bill  is  not  passed.  It  u 
not   a    matter    of    much  coneeqnenoe 
whether  that  is  so  or  not,  becauae  they 
cannot  be  of  any  permanent  advantage. 

Mb.  BIGQAR  (Cavan,  W.y.  Weee 
told  that  if  the  Gtov^rmnent  give  £W,000 
the  work  alrcMtdy  done  will  not  be  loet* 
I  presume  that  is  on  the  principle  of 
throwing  good  money  after  bad.     It» 
further  sud  that  the  works  werebsdlj 
managed  by  the  dd  engineer,  but  Ait 
there  is  a  new  engineer  now,  and  ttw 
works  will  be  better  carried  out    B» 
we  have  no  g^rantee,  as  far  as  I  eii 
see,    that  the   new  man  will  be  u! 
better  than  the  old.     All  we  know  of 
the  old  engineer  is  that  he  failed,  sin 
there  is  every  reason  to  suppose  that  m 
new  man  will  fail  also.       I  beliew  tW 
the  engineer  was  guilty  of  •«  •^  ^ 
great  folly.    Instead  of  <»°^^^|ff[^ 
the  mouth  of  the  soay  he  conflWWf^ 
at  the  upper  end   of  the  Suck,  wb 
the  certainty     that     the     obstmiwsj 
and  floods  would  be  far  greater  tbanuQ 
were  before. 

♦Mr.  pierce  MAHONY  llWl 
N.)  :  Only  this  week  I  had  reasoa  • 
put  a  question  to  th«  Gk)vemaW»^ 
regard  to  money  spent  in  connectioD 
harbour  works  at  Fenit,  County  K 
directly  contrary  to  the  instructisM 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  under  whidi 
ratepayers  were  induced  to  pi 
guarantee,  and  I  was  informw 
although  the  Goverament  admik 
misapplication  of  funds  in  this  ii 
still  they  can  suggest  no  remedy, 
these  circumstances,  until  the  ' 
ment  can  find  some  means  of 
the  proper  application  of  mMf 
granted  I  shall  TOte  against  Aii 
every  similar  Bill. 

The    House    divided  :  — Ayes    U 
Noes  49.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  287.) 

Main  Questioi  again  proposed. 
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lb.  BIORET:  I  be1ier«  that  I 
ihonli  be  in  order  in  moving  the  omis- 
jfnioftiieothsr  Standing  Orders.  Idonat 
pnpoM  to  take  that  course,  bnt  I  shall 
oindethB  House  against  the  AEotion. 

The   Honse    diridod :— Ayea    161; 
Noei  (ID.-{DiT.  List,  No.  288.) 
Bill  ooiuidered. 

Vb,  6T0BEY :  I  think  that  we,  who 
hin  taken  a  oonaiatent  ooorse  in  regard 
to  then  Drainage  Bills,  hare  good 
fMMB  to  eomplain  of  the  conduct  of  the 
QtnenmeDtin  persisting  with  this  Bill, 
aflsr  having  abandoned  the  Shannon 
sad  the  Barrow  Bills. 
•Kl  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Ifsmber  intend  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment f 

Ha.  8T0BET  :  I  Intend  to  move  the 
ominDii  from  Olause  25  of  the  words 
''oBs  hnndred  and  fifteen,"  in  order  to 
"••■rt  tbe  words  "  sixty-five,"  my 
ohjeet  being  to  provide  an  adequate  sum 

"f  tht  works  ID  question,  inasmuoh  as 

*^  Qovemment  themselves  haredeclared 

uat  thn  cannot  b«  completed  under 

£165.000. 
*lb.  SPEAKER :  It  is  not  competent 

Arths  boD.  Uember  to  widen  the  scops 

^  ths  Bill  by  increasing  the  amotmt 

pntided  for  in  the  measure. 
liR.aT0BE7:  In  that  case  it  will 

•Mwer  my  purpose  just  aa  well  to  move 

to  nduoa  the  amoant. 
•Ka-flPEAKER:  It  will  be  for  the 

*""»•  lo   conaider   whether   such  an 


the  expenditure  will  coma  oat  of  the 
Fublio  Exchequer.  Some  day  it  may  be 
repaid ;  but  if  so,  it  will  be  a  very  excep- 
tional  experience.  TToless  the  Govern- 
ment grant  £50,000  in  addition  the 
works  cannot  be  carried  out.  £100,000 
ont  of  the  £115,000  have  already  been 
expended,  and  the  only  effect  of  this  Bill, 
without  the  Oorammeot  grant,  will  be 
to  throw  away  £1A,000  more  of  the 
public  money.  In  the  interests  of  tbe 
Public  Purse,  and  altogether  careless  of 
of   the   estimate    whiob  the    Treasury 


can,  believing  that  it  is  vicious  in  itself, 
and  that  the  Qoremmant  are  attempting 
by  a  side  wind  to  avoid  a  discussion  oi 
the  matter.  I  had  no  intention  of 
trifling  with  the  House. 
*Mb.  speaker  :  What  I  siud  was 
that  the  House  would  judge  whether 
the  Amendment  was  not  a  trifling 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  moved, 
in  the  first  placp,  to  increase  the  amount, 
and  he  now  moves  to  diminish  it.  Will 
the  hon.jldember  state  what  his  precise 
Amendment  is  F 

Ur.  storey  :  I  move  to  reduce  tba 
sum  from  £115,000  to  £100,000.  I 
said  I  would  do  so  as  a  matter  of 
Parliamentary  tactics,  and  in  order  to 
show  that  the  financial  provision  in  the 
Bill  it  inadequate  unless  it  is  supple- 
mented by  a  free  grant  from  FaAia- 
ment.  Z  beg  to  move  the  omission  Of 
the  words  "  and  fifteen." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
2i  and  29,  to  leave  out  the  words  "and 
fifteen." — (i/r.  Storty) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
'  and  fifteen^  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

CoioszL  NOLAN :  It  is  difficult  to 
follow  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland.  I  thanght  he  was 
going  to  lend  us  too  much  money  ;  bat 
towimlB  the  middle  of  his  speech  be 
changed  his  intention,  and  suggested 
that  ife  should  have  received  £iOO,000 
instead  of  £115,000.  I  know  the  hon. 
Member  says  he  has  made  the  Motion 
as  a  mere  matter  of  form ;  but  his  mere 
matter  of  form  might  have  tbe  efi'eot  of 
throwing  a  large  number  of  men  out  of 
work.  Of  course,  it  is  as  well  the  hon. 
Gentleman  shoald  be  allowed  to  air  bis 
eloquence.  What  ia  the  use  of  the  hon. 
Member  being  eloquent  if  be  has  not 
occasionally  an  opportunity  of  airing  it  t 
2  D  3 
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But  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  majorities 
of  98  and  101  against  him.  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  House  want  to  pass 
this  private  Bill,  and  by  what  he  is 
doing  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  only 
succeed  in  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  and  prolonging  the  discussion. 
He  has  piit  his  case  very  well ;  with  such 
an  extremely  had  case,  I  wonder  he 
could  do  so  well.  I  can  understand  the 
House  refusing  Ireland  money  or  re- 
ftising  it  a  particular  Bill ;  but  for  a  small 
minority  to  prevent  the  Government 
bringing  forward  a  proposition  which 
they  think  they  ought  to  do  in  justice 
to  Ireland,  is  hardly  treating  the  weaker 
•ountry  fairly. 

♦Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  interest  on  the 
public  money  expended  on  the  Shannon 
has  been  paid  regularly  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
STJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Sinrn.  Strand, 
Westminster):  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  notice  of  his  question,  I  will 
endeavour  to  give  him  an  answer. 

Mb.  OHANCE  :  I  have  to  congratu- 
late the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
upon  his  championship  of  the  rights  of 
a  majority,  but  I  think  his  observations 
would  have  come  with  better  grace  from 
a  Gentleman  who  was  in  the  habit  of 
being  one  of  the  majority.  I  have  also 
to  congratulate  him  in  his  startling 
novelty.  I  heard  with  surprise  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  say  he  was  afraid 
the  House  would  grant  Ireland  too 
much  money.  I  say  without  fear  of 
contradiction  that  that  is  the  very  first 
time  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has 
been  troubled  with  scruples  upon  the 
point.  I  have  never  known  him  afraid 
that  too  much  money  would  be  granted 
upon  these  semi- charitable,  and,  I  may 
say,  semi-jobbing  works.  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  is  a  frivolous  one,  and 
I  am  strengthened  in  that  belief  by  the 
fact  that  when,  on  the  Estimates,  some 
one  desires  to  object  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  amount  granted,  the  only  thing 
he  can  do  is  to  move  that  the  Yote  be 
reduced. 

«^Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  discuss  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  CHANCIE  :  That  was  what  I  was 

attempting  to  do 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Colonel  NoUiH 


Mb.  OHANOE  :  The  case  oi  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  is  a  very  simple 
one :  it  is  that  it  is  unsafe  to  give  power 
to  borrow  £  1 15,000,  and  he  secB  a  lesser 
danger  in  permitting  £100,000  ratber 
than  £115,000  to  be  borrowed.   1  inll 
not  say  more,  but  simply  •content  myself 
by  declaring  that  I  propose  to  support 
the    hon.     Member    for    Baoderlaod, 
whether  my  reasons   commend  them- 
selves or  not  to  the  House. 
*Db.  OOMMINS  :  There  is  a  considera- 
tion in  favour  of  this  Bill  which  seem^ 
to  have  been  overlooked.  It  is  eyidently 
forgotten  that  all  these  works  are  em- 
bankment works.  The  Suck  runsthrongli 
peat  moss,  and  great  mischief  is  ioM 
by  it  overflowing  its  banks.    Qt^  vsj 
destroyed,  and  disease  often  diasemi- 
nated.    In  order  to  provide  against  snch 
a  state  of  things,  the  works  so  far  hi?e 
been  mainly  embankment  works.   The 
money  spent  will  be  lost   unlesa  the 
works  are  completed.     The  House  U 
called  upon  to  make  a  beneficial  work 
complete,   and  prevent   it  from  beiog 
what  it  will  otherwise  be — a  source  of 
danger.    In  fact,  if  the  work  alieady 
undertaken  is  not  made  complete,  it  «^ 
be  a  curse  instead  of  a  bless\Dg  to  m 
people  of  the  neighbourhood,  as  an  orer- 
flow,  if  it  should  happen,  would  be  ill 
the  worse  for  it.    It  is  upon  thit  A**  ^ 
shall  support  the  Bill. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  In  the  couite 
of  a  somewhat  long  life  spent  in  admi- 
niatration  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  06ntleoi«& 
has  just  told  us.  A  great  deal  of  o^^^ 
has  been  spent  in  embankment  worn, 
and  no  good  done.  I  object  to  thess 
works  being  undertaken  at  the  exp««* 
of  the  taxpayers. 

MB.PHIL1PPS:  Thehon-andgalltf* 
Member  for  Gal  way  said  the  House  wlj 
very  anxious  for  this  Bill.  I  do  n^ 
know  what  there  is  to  make  the  SotfJ 
anxious  for  the  Bill,'  because  this  is  w 
first  opportunity  we  have  had  of  & 
cussing  the  Bill  in  the  House,  wUU 
statement  has  ever  been  made  on  be! 
of  the  Bill.  It  has  been  said  that  u 
great  deal  more  money  is  not  spent 
the  drainage  of  the  oack,  the  no 
that  has  already  been  epent  w31 
absolutely  wasted.  But  then»  as  hr 
I  can  understand,  it  is  admitted  Q^  ^ 
sides  that,  to  complete  the  drainagi 
the  Suck,  not£115,000,  but  £105,001 
required.    If  £115,000  ia  not  0DO4 
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to  finiflli  the  drainage  of  the  ri^er,  I  do 
not  sapDose  we  shall  do  mach  perceptible 
ham  if  we  reduce  the  sum  to  £100,000. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  also  said 
itisonlja  small  minority  who  oppose 
ttufl  BiU;  but  let  me  point  out  that  it  is 
a  growing  minority.    Last  year  one  of 
these  Drainage  Bills  was  opposed  by 
only  three  Members,  but  now  most  of 
the  hoo.  Members   who    sit   on   this 
side  go  into  the  Lobby  in  opposition  to 
this  Bill.    The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bosoommon  said  that  disease  is 
generated  and   crops  are  destroyed  by 
the  OTerflowing  of  me  river.    But  surely 
aU  these  facts  ought  to  be  put  before  the 
Honse.  Some  Member  of  the  Government 
shonld  put  these  facts  before  us  in  an 
anihoritative  way.    This  Bill  has  been 
introdaced  in  a  private  way,  and  by  it 
ve  are  asked   to  lend  money  for  an 
object  in  favour  of  which  not  a  single 
nrgnment  has   ever  been  advanced  by 
nnjone  in  a  position  of  authority. 

MR,  T.  M.  HEALY :  Should  I  be  in 

o^er,  Mr.    Speaker,    in  making  the 

Motion  the  ri^ht  hon.  Member  for  Hali- 

&x  made  on  July  2,  1888  ? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 

terropt  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 

hut  I  have  used  a  strong  expression  from 

the  Chair.  I  remain  of  the  same  opinion ; 

hnt  I  think  it  would  perhaps  be  well  to 

^Ikiiw  the  Honee  to  take  a  Division  upon 

the  Amendment  in  the  ordinary  course 

before  the  House. 

The    House     divided :— Ayes    182; 
Roes  66.    (Div.  liist,  No.  289.) 

Ma.  PHILIPP8 :  I  now  beg  to  move 
fte  omission  of  Sub-section  (a)  of 
flhose  6.  We  have  not  heard  a  word 
fam  any  Member  of  the  Oovernment, 
^from  any  member  of  the  Select  Oom- 
ttlttee,  as  to  the  additional  value  which 
il  to  be  given  to  the  lands  specially 

trfted  bj  this  drainage  scheme.      If 
drainage  is  going  to  improve  the 
ee  of  t£e  lands  specially  benefited 
•hould  not  these  lands  pay  the  whole 
■ass  of  the    scheme  ?    Sub-section 
disrges  the  sum  of  £13,000  upon  a 
1  contributory  area.     I  do  not 
to  be  unfair.    I  do  not  want  to 
file  whole  ofthe  cost  on  the  lands 
benefited,  unless  those  lands 
'DOfaig  to  receive  Urge  benefits.   Per- 
some  one  will  tell  us  what  was  the 
taken  before  the  Select  dem- 
and at  what  amount  the  im« 


provement  of  the  lands  specially  bene- 
fited was  assessed?  Of  course,  if  I 
receive  a  satisfactory  reply  I  shall  be 
ready  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (a)  of 
Olause  6.— (  iir.  PhilippiJ) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  Sub-sec- 
tion (a)  of  Olause  6  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'^ 

Mr.  OHANOE  :  I  think  that  before 
we  divide  upon  this  Amendment  we 
should  have  some  explanation  as  to  the 
incidence  of  the  charges. 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  May  I  point 
put  that  these  are  questions  which  were 
dealt  with  in  Oommittee,  and  that  if  our 
private  Bill  legislation  is  to  have  any 
value,  we  must  assent  to  the  verdict  of 
the  Oommittees  ?  It  is  impossible  for 
this  House  to  go  into  details  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  conclusions  of 
Oommittees  were  arrived  at.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  the  House  that  if  we  debate 
here  the  details  of  everv  private  Bill,  it 
will  be  utterly  impossible  for  the  House 
to  conduct  its  private  legislation  and  any 
legislation  whatever. 

Mb.  STOHEY  :  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
contention  to  make  in  the  case  of 
ordinary  Bills.  The  point  we  make  is 
that  we  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  details  of  these  Drainage 
Bills  when  we  are  called  upon  to  give 
£50,000  as  a  free  grant ;  but  that  owing 
to  the  peculiar  methods  adopted  by  the 
Government,  we  shall  be  prevented 
from  discussing  the  details.  There 
will  simply  be  a  clause  granting 
£50,000  for  the  Suck  drainage, 
and  on  that  clause  it  will  be 
impossible  to  discuss  the  details. 
We  cannot  permit  such  Bills  as  this  to 
pass  without  opposition.  As  to  the  par- 
ticular point  before  the  Oommittee,  our 
contention  is  similar  to  that  we  urged 
on  the  other  Bill.  We  hold  that  if 
there  are  advantages  accruing  directly 
to  certain  lands,  those  lands  should  be 
required  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  works,' 
and  that  you  should  not  go  to  other 
lands  which  benefit  merely  because  they 
are  in  the  locality  and  compel  them 
to  bear  part  of  the  expense.  That 
is  our  contention,  and  it  is  a  contention 
which,  if  we  had  been  in  Oommittee  on 
the  original  measure,  we  should  have 
sustained  by  prolonged  argument.  We 
admit  tiiie  difficulty  of  considering  these 
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Sints  In  a  private  Bill,  but  the  blame 
es  not  rest  ^th  iifi ;  it  rests  with  the 
Treasuiy  Bench,  and  the  Treasury 
Bench  alone,  ^e  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  has 
not  defended  it,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  were 
present  he  would  not  defend  this  par- 
ticular provision.  The  only  reason  for 
its  adoption  is  that  they  find  it  ex- 
tremely hard  to  raise  the  money,  and 
they  try  all  sorts  of  Irish  devioes 
for  raising  it  instead  of  adoptiog  the 
old-fashioned  Irish  method — the  method 
practised  before  Ireland  was  debauched 
oy  England — of  making  those  who 
benefit  nay  tor  the  benefit  they  receive. 
Mb.  COURTNEY:  This  Bill  came 
before  me  in  the  ordinary  way  as  an 
unopposed  Bill,  and  all  its  details  were 
considered.    It  would  have  been  in  the 

S'wer  of  hon.  Members  who  object  to 
0  measure  to  oppose  it,  but  it  was  not 
opposed  and  was  committed  like  every 
other  ordinary  unopposed  private  Bill. 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Storey)  may 
stake  his  head  as  much  as  he  likefl,  but 
he  cannot  alter  the  fact  by  so  doing. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  and  the  Speaker's  Counsel  came 
before  me  to  consider  the  details  of  the 
Bill  which  were  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way.  With  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  now  before  the 
Committee  there  is  a  distinction  drawn 
between  lands  drained  and  benefited 
and  land  benefited  though  not  drained ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  works 
Under  the  Bill  will  have  a  beneficial 
effect  on  the  slopes  above  the  actual 
drainage  area.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
shakes  his  head  again,  whether  at  the 

{rinciple  I  state  or  at  the  facts  to  which 
have  referred  I  do  not  know.  I 
should  have  thought  the  principle  com- 
mends itself  to  everyone,  and  as  to  the 
facts  they  were  proved  before  me.  Due 
notice  was  given  of  the  Bill  by  advertise- 
ment in  the  district  interested,  and  if 
there  had  been  any  objection  to  the 
scheme  opposition  would  have  been 
offered;  but  there  was  no  opposition. 
The  locality  at  large  must  be  taken  as 
assenting  to  the  Bill,  in  so  far  as  they 
showed  no  dissent.  It  may  be  impos- 
sible by  arguments  or  facts  to  convmce 
those  who  have  made  up  their  minds 
not  to  be  convinced  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  conduct  of  the  Bill  before  me  was 
perfectly  regular. 

Mr.  8tor»y 


Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  ThU  BiU,  «i. 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Bays,  was 
treated  as  an  unopposed  Bill ;  eons6- 
quentty,  there  was  no  real  discuiadon  on 
it.  We  are  told  that  we  ooold  im 
opposed  it  at  an  earlier  stage,  but  ^e 
Imew  nothing  about  it.  It  was  fimnj?- 
gled  through  Committee.    [*'  Ko,  no."] 

Mb.  COuBTNBT:  Then  everyflung 
is  smuggled  through  Oommittee. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  OppcrtnniJtj 
was  given  for  private  indiridaak  to  o^ 
pose  the  Bill  if  injuriously  affeoted  ij 
it,  but  this  measure  affects  the  pookski 
of  the  British  taxpayer,  which  it  a  fei7 
different  thing.  The  Bill  has  bm  Am- 
cribed  as  a  conjunction  of  the  lattas 

«« J  0  B  "— iob~t>tt*  to  mymiirf,a» 
something  more  than    a  job— it  is  ^ 
dodge.    Advantage  has  been  takan  of 
a  private  measure  to  get  a  pnndw^ 
through  the  House  whidi  could  not  M 
got  through  in  a  public  BUI.    ^^^^ 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Su 
now  appears  before  us,  and  I  say  we 
are   amply  justified  in  discnssing  ibi 
details.     We   had  no  opportum^  « 
knowing  what  was  g^ing  on  in  tw 
Private  Bill  Committee ;  and  thoog^  I 
have  every  respect  for  the  opinion  « 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  1  ttinkl 
am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  wto* 
Bill  has  gone  before  him  as  in  vMp- 
posed  Bul  it  is   not    his  funoto  ^ 


rise- 


*Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  fail  to  seslwf. 
the  hon.  Member's  observations  tf^ 
relevant  to  the  question  belots  Ji 
House,  whif.4i  is  that  of  secnrity  for  ii» 
repayment  of  advances. 

^iB  G.  CAMPBELL :  That  qus*» 
is  most  important  X  understand  ttfM 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  tha^.*^ 
interest  on  the  advances  in  connaowg 
with  the  Suck  drainage  has  Mft 
paid 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  No  sndi  qiJJ 

tion  was  ever  asked.     The  question  |N) 

was  in  regard  to  the  Shannon  drainaA 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Very  wdii 

would  now  ask  if  any  interest  has  ' 

Said  on  the  advances  made  for  Uie 
rainage.    I  am  told  the  interest  ii 
owing ;  and  if  that  is  so,  I  say  it  v( . 
be  wrong  to  i>ernut  these  pMfi^ 
incur  new  liabilities    while  UMf  ^ 
not  discharged  their  old  ones. 

The  SEOEETAEY   to   tbm 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jaoksoh,  Iieeds,  N.): 
answer  the  hon.  Gexitlemaii*s  qn< 
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Dm  monej  ndTanced  has  been  advanced 
on  the  aeciiritj  of  the  property,  that  ii 
to  aj,  the  property  of  ue  area  drained, 
udlbelieTO  I  am  justified  in  Baying 
tbitthttiecurityia  quits  ample  in  eTor; 
mpect. 

8iB  Q,  CAUPBELL :  Has  the  interest 
dw  bten  paid  P 

Ita.  JACKSON :  If  the  bon.  Qentle- 
mui  will  give  me  another  moment  I  will 
Mtiify  big  curioBity.  Until  the  worke 
bars  bean  completed  or  slopped- 
admittedly  stopped — no  award  can  L. 
loade  of  the  charge  which  will  come 
n  the  different  dialriota  ;  and  until 
i  iakea  place  the  interest  upon  the 
B  already  adranoed  acoumulates.  I 
•B  net  aware  that  there  ie  anything 
vhaterer  unusual  in  that,  therefore  the 
ebttrudiou  now  being  offered  to  this 
BiD-[fnM  0/ "  Oh  ! "]— well,  if  hon. 
QeDtlemen  do  not  like  that  word,  the 
dala^  which  ia  taking  place  in  the 
puuDg  of  the  Bill  will  delay  the  repay- 
nent  of  the  money.  The  way  tg  recover 
the  noaey  is  to  pass  this  Bill. 

33m House  divided :— Ayee  197 ;  Noea 
».-(Dir.  Liat,  No.  290.) 

81B G.CAMPBELL:  I  beg  to  pro- 
poae  an  AmendmeDt  at  the  end  of  Clause 
S,  which,  I  think,  will  be  regarded  na  a 
my  nasonsble  one.  We  aO  know  that 
the  interest  of  these  advances  has  not 
^xn  pud,  but  has,  aa  it  is  emphatically 
t*Ued,  been  allowed  to  "accumulate. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  would  move 
Im  Amendment  which  I  have  placed  on 
a*  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
I<^  atthe  end  of  Clause  6,  to  insert  the 


Drawgt  Bill. 
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^  "ftoridrf  that  the  iaterest  on  all  moneja 
Mnvsd  under  iba  prorinoni  of  previoua  Acta, 
■1  Mmred  on  ihe  ums  Bubjecti,  ihall  Srtt  be 
r«iiL"-~(Sir  Oeorpa  CamptrU.) 

Qasation  proposed,  "  That  those 
■orb  be  there  inserted." 

OoLOBKL  KOL.AN:  The  Amendment 
bn  utterly  absurd  one.  There  can  be 
Pp^ment  until  the  award  is  made. 
Unr  a  drainage  work  ia  executed  the 
Mjw  goes  down  aod  awards  so  much 
Kr-«Mli  proprietor  to  pay.  At  present 
^jnprietora  do  not  know  how  mnoh 


thrown  out  of  woik,  and  all  the  pretest 
evils  increased. 

Mb.  STOREY:  I  should  like  to  ask 
where  is  the  abeurdity  of  the  Amend-- 
meat  ?  We  are  aware  that  there  is  te 
be  an  award,  and  that  the  indiridnal 
proprietors  will  not  know  how  mnoh 
interest  they  have  to  pay  till  the  award 
is  made.  But  we  do  not  ask  individual 
proprietors  to  pay.  We  are  dealing  with 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill ;  and  are  pro- 
moters to  come  to  the  House  and  aak- 
for  loans  and  to  be  so  impecunious  as  not 
to  be  able  to  pay  the  interest  they  owe  1- 
I  ask  the  House  to  reflect  on  what  they 
a^B  doing-  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  the  intereatforthelaet  10  years  ha* 
never  been  apportioned ;  why  if  it  is 
apportioned  it  will  never  be  paid.  We 
are  going  to  carry  this  evil  on  etm 
farther.  There  will  be  no  award  until 
the  works  are  completed ;  and  who 
believes  that  they  will  be  completed' 
with  this  amount  of  money  ?  In  a  year 
or  two  benoe  a  further  sum  will  be  asked 
for,  and  we  shall  be  told  that  until  that 
ie  expended  no  interest  will  be  paid. 
Sir,  I  hope  the  Amendment  will  be- 

Sreaeed  to  a  Division.  We  stand  her* 
etermined  to  show  the  country  that  this - 
is  a  deliberate  attempt  in  an  underhand  ' 
fashion  to  get  public  money  ;  and  we  do 
not  mean  to  be  brow-beaten  by  any  ona  - 

Krson,  or  any  number  of  persona,  or  t^ 
prevented  from  declaring  that  we- 
intend  on  behalf  of  our  ODnstitnents  to 
resist  the  application  of  this  money. 
*Da.  C0MMIN8 :  The  observation  - 
that  this  is  a  deliberate  attempt  to  get" 
public  money  is  an  observation  that- 
might  be  applied  to  every  private  Bill- 
the  object  of  which  is  to  borrow  mon^ 
firom  the  Treasury.  The  hon.  Member 
Bays  he  has  had  no  opportunity  of- 
examining  the  proviaions  of  the  Bill^- 
but  not  a  thing  was  done  to  prevent  any 
Member  examining  the  bill  in  the 
fullest  manner.  It  paseed  through- 
Committee  in  a  most  ordinary  way,  aa4' 
the  subject  bae  been  before  us  since  the 
early  days  of  the  Session.  The  hon.- 
Member  has  dealt  with  the  Bill  as 
though  it  were  a  private  epeeulatioB 
for  the  benefit  of  private  promoters,  but 
that  is  not  the  case,  as  no  one  of  theta' 
whatever  will  zain  a   pennv  by  it—- 
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Mb.  oh  ANOE  :  We  haye  had  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  we 
mnally  do  have  from  him»  an  extremely 
straightforward,  candid,  and  modest  ex- 

Cation  of  the  circumstances  of  this 
He  has  told  us  frankly  that 
nothing  has  been  paid  on  previous  loans 
entered  into  a  considerable  number  of 
years  ago. 

Mb.  J  AOESON  :  I  do  not  know  if 
the  hon.  Member  understood.  I  said 
noting  had  been  paid  because  no  award 
had  been  made.  Until  that  is  done  it 
cannot  be  said  that  the  money  is  due. 

Mb.  CHANGE:  I  quite  understand. 
The  hop.  Gentleman  stated  nothing  had 
been  paid ;  not  a  penny  had  gone  back 
to  the  Treasury,  because,  as  he  said, 
there  had  been  no  allotment  of  land. 
Bat  what  I  should  like  to  know  is  this : 
when  the  original  loan  was  made  by  the 
Treasury  was  that  transaction  complete 
in  itself,  or  was  it  contingent  upon  the 
future  advance  of  this  £115,000  more? 
I  have  heard  of  such  a  transaction 
generally  condemned  as  paying  interest 
out  of  capital,  and  these  financial 
arrangements  seem  to  me  to  be  very 
like  that  of  paying  the  interest  on  old 
liabUities  by  incurring  new  liabilities, 
and  so  we  may  go  on  ad  infinitmm.  The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  has 
apoken  of  this  Bill  having  been  discussed 
in  Oomiuittee,  but  the  only  discussion 
it  received  was  from  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman,  two  other  Members  of  this 
House,  and  your  counsel,  Sir ;  but  I  do 
not  think  the  House  will  consider  that 
discussion  in  that  way  is  altogether 
aatisfactoiy  before  agreeing  to  a  Bill 
on  which  is  to  be  grounded  a  demand 
£or  £50,000  of  public  money.  We  have 
it  from  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means  that  tiiis  Bill  was  smuggled 
through  the  House. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY:  No;  I  said  that 
if  this  Bill  was  smuggled  through  the 
House,  then  every  Sill  was  smuggled 
through  the  House. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  take  it  the  logical 
mind  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
enabled  him  to  see  the  possibility  of 
some  smuggling  transaction ;  the  idea 
of  smuggling  occurred  to  his  mind.  It 
was  smuggled  through  in  some  sense ; 
th»  Oovernment  Bill  was  introduced  as 
a  '<  bonnet "  or  a  stalking  horse,  while 
the  private  Bill  was  preparing. 
«Mb.  SPEAKER;  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  speaking  to  the  Question 


before  the  House,  the  amendmant  U 
Clause  6. 

Mb.  chance  :  U  the  line  I  waa 
pursuing  is  not  open  to  me,  Sir,  of 
course  I  accept  your  ruling.  I  wai  led 
into  it  by  the  fact  that  an  opposite  line 
of  illustration  was  taken  by  the  ngbt 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Wtji 
and  Means. 

«Mb.    SPEAKER:    Not    upon  thii 
Amendment. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  No,  not  on  tUi 
Amendment,  but  the  same  spirit  nms 
through  all  the  clauses.  I  will  only  laj 
that  in  the  statement  of  the  right  lum. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  ofWsystnl 
Means,  when  he  alluded  to  the  logieil 
consequences  of  this,  he  could  not  Aow 
that  the  action  of  the  Gbvemm«ot  in 
this  matter  has  been  fair  and  honeet 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  :  My  hon.  and  gil- 
lant    Friend  the  Member  for  Gdway 
says  the  Amendment  is  absurd  became 
no  money  can  be  paid  on  previouB  BiQi 
because  no  award  has   been  made  or 
can  be  made  until  the  drainage  woib 
are  complete.    But  I  do  not  see  hov 
that  follows,  because    any    com^eteai 
engineer  knows  what  land  he  is  g^i^^ 
drain,  or  he  ought  to  know.    If  iti> 
impossible  for  the  engineer  who  drev 
up  this  drainage  scheme  to  tell  us  i^ 
land  he  is  going  to  drain  and  how  onA 
land  is  to  ^  improved  in  value  bj  vS 
works,  then  I  think  the  scheme  oapt 
not  to  be  accepted.     I  would  ask  A* 
Financial  Secretary  who  has  told  li 
that  interest   has    accrued   on  ImtB^ 
loans,     but    is    not    due     until    the 
works  are  complete,  to    tell   us  wbst 
is  the    amount   of  interest   that  !» 
accrued — ^I  will  not  say  is  due — hutwW 
would  be  the  amount  due  if  the  wU» 
were  finished  to-day  ?     This  is  a  qwi* 
tion  I  think  ought  to  be  answered  beftit 
we  go  to  a  Division. 

♦Sib  J.  SWINBUENB.:  I  beg  !•«• 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  Debito» 
This  Bill  proposes  by  a  side-wind  It 
provide  the  sum  of  £50,000. 

Motion  made,  "That  the  Debale^ 
now  adjourned."— (iSir./bAii  Smnhtrwti) 


And,  it  appearing  to  Mr. 
that  the  Motion  was  an  abuse  of  1^ 
Bules  of  the  House,  he  prooeedsi  ^ 
put  the  Question  thereon  forthwi^ 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  5S;XM 
218.— (Div.  list,  No.  231.) 
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Original  Qaeation  put. 

The  Hoose  divided : — ^Ajes  58 ;  Noes 
SI7.-{DiT.  list,  No.  292.) 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  haye  another  Amend- 
ment which  I  want  to  present  to  the 
critical  consideration  of  the  House.  I 
hare  only  got  one  more.  It  is  in  Clause 
U.  I  have  mentioned  it  privately  to 
tbenffhthon.  Oentleman  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  and  I  am  ex- 
tremely hopeful  tiiat  both  he  and  the 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  will  join  me 
in  aakiog  for  this  change  in  Uie  Bill 
supposing  we  go  to  a  Division.  Clause 
16  reads:— 

"Any  increase  in  the  value  of  the  land  upon 
the  oocopien  interest,  on  which  anv  annuity  is 
6bai]Sed,  whidii  shall  have  resulted  nrom  the  ex- 
eeation  of  Works  hy  the  Board,  shall  be 
ouliided  in  ascertaining  the  value  of  such  land 
lot  any  of  the  purposes  of  the  Land  Act  (Tre- 
l&ad)  1881,  and  any  Act  amending  the  same." 

The  object   of  the  clause  as  I  want  it 
would  be  this — that  the  increased  value 
of  the  land  accruing  from  these  works 
should    not    be    taken    into    account 
in  order  to  increase  the  tenants'  rent  in 
htwte  arrangements.     We  did  this  in 
the  case  of  the  Bann  Bill,  in  regard 
to  which  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Com- 
mittee frankly  admitted  that  I  was  right 
in  regard  to  my  contention,    and   he 
made  the     alteration     desired.      The 
Amendment  which  I  propose  brings  the 
<iihuiseof  theSuck  BiU  exactly  into  the 
fbnn  of   the    dause    which  has  been 

rid  to  in  the  Bann  Bill.  I  submit 
if  that  form  of  clause  be  good  for 
the  Bann  Bill  it  ought  to  be  good  for 
AeSndirBlll.  The  clause  as  it  stands 
ii  the  Suck  Bill  does  provide  that 
Vithin  the  flooded  areas  increase  of 
vilae  shall  not  be  taken  as  a  ground 
isf  increasing  rents  hereafter ;  but  in 
fta  oa«e  oi  the  lands  which  are  im- 
ssdiately  outeide  the  flooded  areas,  the 
a^rorement  which  will  accrue  to  them 
Aom  the  works  to  be  carried  out  might 
nU  be  taken  account  of  in  future 
Nttlemanis  of  rent  to  increase  the 
NBt  That  would  be  extremely 
■SODgf  and  I  think  we  taxpayers  who 
have  to  pay  £50,000  to  be  provided 
Ovlcf  the  Pablic  Exchequer,  should  ask 
B^  whatever  value  accrues  from  these 
baieage  works  should  not  be  reckoned 
by  the  landlords  in  order  to  increase 
m  rents  which  the  tenants  are  to  pay. 
[f    that    be   a     fair    contention,    and 


it  was  felt  to  be  unanswerable  in 
the  other  case,  I  hope  there  will  be  no 
objection  to  my  Amendment — Clause  16, 
page  8,  line  25,  after  ''land,"  to  strike 
out  the  words  ''upon  the  occupier's 
interest  in  which  any  annuity  is 
charged."  I  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN :  This  is  really  a 
very  small  matter,  and  I  hope  the 
Government  will  agree  to  it.  The 
Amendment  involved  reaches  the  vanish- 
ing point,  but  if  these  people  outside 
are  benefited,  it  is  only  right  that  they 
should  pay  for  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  is  a 
very  fair  one,  and  I  trust  the  Govern- 
ment will  accede  to  it. 

^Dr.  COMMINS:  The  Amendment 
provides  for  the  valuation 'of  the  occu- 
piers' interest  as  separate  from  the 
landlords',  and  simplifies  the  working  of 
the  measure  very  considerably. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. There  are  two  classes  of  land 
which  may  be  benefited  by  the  change 
— ^land  speciallj  benefited  without  the 
obligation  of  an  annuity,  and  land  not 
speciallj  benefited.  As  the  clause  is 
drawn,  it  is  confined  wholly  to  land 
specially  benefited — that  is,  land  upon 
which  an  annuity  is  charged.  The  land 
not  specially  benefited  is  within  the 
contributory  area.  That  land  will  derive 
some  trifling  advantage  from  the  drain- 
age works,  yet  it  would,  nevertheless,  be 
subject  to  an  increase  of  rent  under 
this  section,  for  the  clause  only  ex- 
cepts from  increase  land  specially 
benefited.  The  Amendment  will  remove 
an  anomaly,  snd  will  in  reality  do  very 
little  more. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  accept  the  Amendment, 
for  it  would  be  extremely  hard  if  the 
outside  occupiers,  who  will  derive  an 
extremely  small  advantage,  should  be 
subject  to  an  increase  of  rent  hereafter. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJB :  The  matter 
is  very  insignificant,  and  I  certainly,  on 
the  part  of  the  Gh>vemment,  shall  not 
offer  any  opposition. 

Mb.  COUBTNEY:  The  intention  of 
the  promoters,  as  represented  to  mOf 
was  that  no  increase  would  be^  j^  a- 
the  future  valuation  of  rents  i 
quence  of  these  works. 
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Qaestiony  '*  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negalived. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*•  That  Standing  Orders  223  and  243  be  bum- 
pended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (ifr.  titrhirt  Oardn$r.) 

Mb.  STOBEY  :  I  think  I  may  appeal 
to  the  riffhthon.  Gentleman  after  the 
evidenoe  he  has  had  of  the  objections  to 
tins  particular  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
to  postpone  the  Third  fieading.  I  fear  we 
shall  M  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  grant  of  £60,000.  We 
have  done  a  great  deal  to  get  the  Bill 
throuifh  so  far,  and  I  would  suggest 
that  we  Third  Beading  stage  should  be 
held  over. 

CoLovBL  NOLAN :  No,  no ;  pass  the 
BilL 

Mb.  STOBEY  :  II  my  hon.  J'riend 
presses  the  Bill,  he  will  meet  wiUi  no 
small  opposition.    What  I   suggest  to 
the  Qovemment  is  to  hang  this  Bill  as 
it  were  between  heaven  and  earth  until 
he  sees  whether  the  House  will  or  will 
Hot  grant  the  £50,000,  which  is  neces- 
sary for  thepurposes  of  the  Bill. 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  thehoa. 
Gentleman  has  given  abundant  reasons 
why  the  House  should  now  read  the  Bill 
a  third  time.    We  have  been  discussing 
tlie  Bill  for  three  hours;,  he  and  his 
friends  have  made  their  protest  before 
the  public  and  before  the  world  against 
tiie  jBill,  and  nothiog  more  could  be  said 
even  if  we  had  a  Debate  on  the  Third 
Beading.    It  is  obvious  that  it  would  be 
a  useless  expenditure  of  public   time 
were  we  to  postpone  this  Bill,  which  is 
to  ffo  to  another  place,  and  to  be  dealt 
witn  there  according  to  the  Standing 
Orders.    The  hon.  Gentleman  said  they 
will  not  have  an  opportunity  of  discus- 
sing the  Money  Bill.  If  the  Government 
bring  in  that  Money  Bill  this  Session 
fliere  will  be  abundant  opportunity  for 
discussing  it  on  its  sevenu  staees,  or  if 
we  bring  it  in  next  Session  there  will 
also  be  ample  opporttmity  to  discuss  the 
appUoation  of  the  £50,000.  Under  these 
ououmstanoes  I  think  I  shall  carry  with 
me  the  great  majority  of  even  the  hon. 
Members  who  have  supported  the  hon. 
Gentleman  during  the  last  three  hours, 
in  desiring  that  Uie  Bill  dbiould  be  read 
a   third   time,     and   without    further 
Debate,  and  that  it  should  go  to  another 
place. 


SiE  G.  CAMPBELL :  Sir,  theHotton 
before  the  House  is  not  for  the  TbM 
Beading,  but  for  the  suspennon  of  tta 
Standing  Orders.  In  the  case  of  this  most 
extraordinary  and  dangerous  Bill,  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  shoold  tikH» 
and. I  oppose  this  course  mostslNBglj. 
Mr.    PHILIPPS:    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  withdrew  the  Bill,  and  vs 
were  justified  in  thinking  that  it  iroold 
not  be  brought  in    again  until  next 
Session,  but  he  has  brought  it  in  one- 
half  a  private  Bill  and  the  other  hsU 
a  public  BilL 

*Mb.  a.  T.  BALFOUB:  At  the  toie 
I  withdrew  Ae  BUI  I  explaued  the 
course  which  I  intended  to  tske. 

Mb.  PHILIPPS  :  I  am  Sony  tht 
newspapers  did  not  think  the  right  h«u 
Gentleman's  observations  worthy  to  he 
reprinted.  Our  opposition  to  the  BiB 
has  at  all  events  been  justified,  for  ent 
of  the  Amendments  we  proposed  the 
Government  have  acoepted  one.  I 
oppose  this  Motion,  and  I '  shall  vote 
ag^nst  it. 

The  House  divided  :~Ayes  316 ;  Notf 
65.--(Div.  List,  No.  299.) 

IKTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WAUSB). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  pMipoie((, 

«That  the  Order  msdeupDn  the  19di^^ 
Jane  latt,  for  preoenting  to  Her  Mije^Jj^ 
humble  AddroM  that  she  would  be  gyag^ 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  ihosliie 
Idd  bef<»e  this  Hoose  a  Return  leUtive  top* 
termediate  Education  (Wales),  ber«ad.iiA«>* 
charged."— (Jfr.  Jamts  WiUiam  Lowthtr,] 

Motion,  hy  leave,  withdrawn* 

VACCINATION  ACTS    (PEBaOSS 
IMPRISONED,  Ac). 

Address  lor 


•*  Return  ahowing  the  number  of  ,^-— 
have  been  imprisoned  or  fined  for  mm-tam^ 
ance  with  the  provinont  of  the  Ada  n^^K^ 
the  Vaccination  of  Children,  distingutfaf 
imprisonments  and  fines ;  the  length  of  ■* 
pnsonment  undergone  by  such  peraeasty 
number  of  times  any  person  has  boss  i^ 
prisoned  moro  than  once ;  and  of  the  saMp 
aod  amount  of  fines  paid  by  any  pMSOSjOS. 
has  been  fined  more  than  once  for  the  dig 
mentioned  offence  since  the  3 1st  day  eljWfi 
1879  (in  continuation  of  Pii:  '"  *»— - 

No.  389,  of  Session  1881).** 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS 

Seventeenth  Beport  tjsought  vfi  M^ 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  aaLU^ 
printed. 
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BMIGRATION  AND  IMMIGRATION 
(FOREIGNERS) 

fi6iK)rt,'>itli  Minutes  of  EvidencOi 
broaght  up,  and  read. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
hapiMted.    [No.  311.] 

DIVISIONS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Betom  ordered — 

**()!  tlie  Nomber  of  PmBions  of  the  House 

in  tbeSemon  of  1889  :  stating  the  subject  of 

thB  BiyiiioD,  and  the  nnmber  of  Memoers  in 

the  majority  and  minority  ;  TeUers  included  ; 

thsM^ffrqgstA  nnmber  in  the  House  on 

mA  OMm  ;  distingiiishtiig  theJMvisbns  on 

PnUio  BmineM  from  Prirste;  mad  also  the 

AQfflWof  Oirisions  before  and  alter  mi^lnight 

^   oontmnation    of     Parliamentary    Paper, 

«>.  0,141,  of  Session  1888)."- (5ir   Charlet 

PUBLIC  PErtnONS. 
Setom  ordered — 

"Of  the  number  of  Public  Petitions  pre- 
Mted  sod  printed  in  the  Session  of  1889 ;  with 
tlie  total  number  of  Signatures  in  that  year 

§1  continuation     of    Parliamentary    Paper, 
0.  0,114,  of   Session  1888)."— (iSI>  Chm'Ua 
hnltr.] 

SELECT  COMMITTEES. 
Betom,  ordered — 

'/Of  the  number  of  Select  Committees  ap- 

Pmed  in  the  Session  of  1889,  including  the 

gfayding    Committees    and    t^e    Court     of 

Utos;  the  subjects  of  inquiry ;  the  munes 

«fts  Kembera  appointed. to  serre  on  each, 

|wcl  the  Chairman  of  each ;  the  number  of 

Wissch  Committee  met,  and  the  number  of 

dm  sseh  Membtt>  attended ';  the  total  expense 

wflis  attendance  of  Witnesses  at  each  Select 

Owunittee,  and  the  name  of  the  Member  who 

■•^  for  such  Committee;    also,  the  total 

ffibsr  of   Members  who    served  on  Select 

Oomadttees  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentarj 

Jiper,  No.  0,140,   of  Session    1888)."— (Wr 

vUrUt  ForiUv.) 

SITTINGS  OF  tHE  HOUSE. 
Betom  ordered — 

^Of  iha  number  of  days  on  which  the  House 
«lk  the  Seasion  of  1889,  stating,  for  each  day 
wtfltte  of  the  month,  and  day  of  the  week,  the 
Mr  til  the  meeting:,  and  the  hour  of  adjoum- 
HMl;  and  the  total  number  of  hours  occupied 
mUkm  SttUags  of  the  House,  and  the  ayerage 
fci;  and  nowiiiff  the  number  of  hours  oa 
^Mhflia  House  aat  each  day,  and  the  number 
itlouxs  after  midnight ;  and  the  nnmber  of 
jtMiin  each  day'a  Votes  and  Proceedings 
(« i<iUuuation  of  Psrliamentary  Paper^  No. 
>ll^  ol  ScMion  1888)."— (^>  CAor^  F^rtUr.) 

PUBUC  BILLS. 

fifltem  ordered —      • 

''Of  the  immber  of  Public  Bills,  distinguish, 
tif  Gorenunent  from  other  BiUs^  intrtMuced 


into  this  House,  or  brought  from  the  House  of 
Lonis,  during  the  Session  of  1889 ;  idiowingthe 
number  which  received  the  Royal  Assent ;  the 
number  which  were  passed  by  this  House  but 
not  by  the  House  of  Lords ;  the  number  passed 
by  the  House  of  Lords  but  not  by  this  House; 
and  distinguishing  the  sta^  at  which  sud^. 
Bills  as  did  not  receive  the  Royal  Assent  were^ 
dropped  or  postponed  and  rejected  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  (in  continuation  of  Parlia* 
mentary  Paper,  No.  0,143,oi  Session  1888)."— 
{Sir  Chmrie*For$ttr.) 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they  agree  to  certain  of  the 
Amendments  made  by  this  House  to  the 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [LordsJ^ 
with  AmendmentBy  and  with  a  oonse*. 
quential  Amendment  to  the  Bill,  to 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  ot 
this  House;  and  disagree  to  certain 
other  of  the  said  Amendments,  tor  which 
thej  assign  their  Beasons. 

QUESTIONS. 


ADULTERATED  LABD. 

Sm  EIOHARD  PAGET  (Welle) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board' 
of  Trade  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  recent  publication  by  the^ 
Agricultural  Department  (No.  24,  of 
1889),  in  which  quotations  are  made 
from  the  Official  Beport  ol  the  AppriF 
cidtural  Department  of  the  United^ 
States  to  the  following  e£Feot — 

<'That  the  total  Annual  Exports  of  Lard 
from  the  United  States  are  about  320,000,000' 
lbs.,  of  which  about  40  per  cent  are  <*  Com* 
pound  or  Refined"  lard;  that  no  less  thab 
93,000,000  lbs.  were  sent  in  1888  from  the. 
United  States  to  this  Country ;  that  amongst 
the  adulterants  used  in  compound  or  refined 
lard,  *  dead  hog  grease,  or  dead  hog  stearine  is 
one  of  the  most  frequently  mentioned ; '  that 
'  the  term  dead  ho^  grease  is  used  to  indicate 
the  oil  or  lard  obtained  (rom  animals  which  die 
of  disease,  or  are  smothered  in  transportation 
or  die  on  the  way  to  the  slaughterhouses.'  " 

Whether,  in  view  of  these  alamung 
official  statements,  and  the  possible 
danger  to  health  from  the  consumptioii 
of  an  article  of  food  thus  adulterated^ 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  considei; 
the  propriety  of  prohibiting  the  intro* 
duction  of  the  spurious  substance  design 
Bated  ''Compound  or  Befined  Jjard;  " 
and,  whetheri  in  the  event  of  the  im« 
portation  of  artificial  lard  being  stiU 
permitted,  he  will  direct  that  (fouoinng 
the  analogy  of  the  entry  of  margarine) 
a  separate  entiy  shall  be  made  in  the 
Monthly  Betnms  of  the  Board  of  Trad« 
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disiin^shiiig  genuine  lard  from  the 
artificial  compound  ? 
♦The  president  iof  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks  Bsaoh, 
Bristol,  W.):  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  prohibit  all 
adulterations  of  lard,  as  it  would  require 
a  large  and  expensive  staff  to  test  all  im- 
ports, and  there  is  no  evidence  that 
the  bulk  of  such  lard  is  other  than 
harmless.  Whilst  agreeing  with  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Baronet,  I  think  a  closer 
perusal  of  the  Report  shows  that  the 
ingredients  of  these  compounds  are  not 
80  deleterious  as  is  supposed,  consisting 
in  great  measure  of  cotton  seed  oil.  I 
leam  from  the  Customs  that  they  are 
*  prepared,  on  obtaining  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury,  to  assign  a  separate 
heading  for  lardine  in  the  import 
accounts  of  next  year. 

NAVAL    OHIEF    ENGINEERS. 

Sia  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  what  is  the  average 
amount  of  annual  pay  and  allowances, 
if  any,  of  the  Engineer  Officers  in  chief 
charge  of  the  engines  and  machinery  of 
battleships  taking  part  in  the  Naval 
ManoBuvres;  and,  what  is  the  average 
amount  of  annual  pay  and  allowances, 
if  any,  of  the  Chief  Accountant  Officers 
in  charge  of  the  books  and  accounts  of 
those  ships  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Haioltok,  Middle- 
sex,  Ealing^  :  The  average  annual 
pay  and  allowances  of   the  chief  en- 

S'neers  in  charge  of  the  machinery  on 
e  battleships  engaged  in  the  mancou- 
▼res  is  £488,  and  that  of  the  accountant 
officers  £47-5. 


i 


ST.    KATHARINE'S    HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland), 
on  behalf  of  Mr.  Orrmbr  (Shoreditch)  : 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penrith  if,  as  the  representative  of  the 
Oharity  Commissioners,  he  can  state 
whether  the  vacancy  caused  by  the 
decease  of  the  late  Master  of  St. 
Katharine's  Hospital  has  been  filled  up ; 
and,  if  so,  what  duties  the  new  Master 
has  to  perform;  what  salaries  and 
emoluments  the  new  Master  is  to 
receiye;  and,  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  taking  any  steps  to  re- 
form the  management  of  the  hospital. 

Sir  Richard  Paget 


and  to  utilise  for  eduoatioasl  and  other 
useful  purposes  its  increasing  reTeoaes  f 
♦Mb.  J.   W.  LOWTHBR  (Penrith): 
The      Charity      CommiesionerB     are 
informed  by  the  chapter  clerk  ot  8t. 
Katharine's  Hospital  that  the  vacanoj 
caused  by  the  decease  of  the  late  Matter 
has  been  filled  up.  The  duties  attaehing 
to  the  office  are  those  prescribed  in  the 
rules  of  the  hospital,  which  were  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Hooss  in  the 
month  of  June  last.    The  sakry  and 
emoluments  of  the  new  Master  are  the 
same  as  those  of  his  predeceaaor.   Ai 
the  hon.  Member  was  informed  on  tiie 
last  occasion  when  the  matter  was  dif- 
cussed  in  the  House,  the  Charity  Ooffl* 
missioners  have  no  power  to  take  any 
steps  to  reform  the  management  of  the 
charity  except  upon  an  application  fraia 
the  majority  of  Uie  governing  body,  and 
such     application    has    not   yet  been 
received. 

CYPRUS. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Crsmsb)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seore- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  a 
reply  has  been  sent  to  a  memorial  from 
the  Archbishop  of  Cyprus  and  other 
members  of  a  deputation  now  in  thii 
country,  dated   I9th  July,    i^^P^^ 
reforms  in  the  administration  of  QfP^> 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  inform  uie 
House  as  to  the  purport  of  that  reply  t 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovernmenttf 
prepared  to  act  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
High  Commissioner  as  regards  the  oojd^ 
version  of  the  tribute  to  Tari^ey,  by 
which  it  is  expected  that  consideraoM 
economies  may  be  e£fected  in  the  w"*jjj 
payments  charged  on  the  Cypriote  or  the 
English  taxpayers ;  whether  the  recom- 
mendations of  Her  Majesty's  Treaaoryi 
transmitted  last  year  to  the  High  Oon* 
missioner  for  Cyprus,  as  regards  redne* 
tions  in  the  Civil  Service,  have  beei 
acted  upon;  aod,  whether  the  Gofm»* 
ment  will  give  favourable  consideratum 
to  the  appeal  of  the  Cypriote  depataoM 
for  utilisation  and  encouragement  of  v* 
agricultural  resources  of  the  island,  w 
for  lessening  the  additional  burdeQilf*^ 
on  the  inhabitants  since  the  oooupitifl^ 
of  their  island  for  Imperial  purposes  * 

Thb  under  SEORETABT  <* 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  iBaxei 
H.  de  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  T(»ctalh}: 
No  definite  reply  has  yet  been  sent  to 
the  Cyprus  deputation,   aa  their  rapre* 
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sentatioiis  are  still  the  subject  of  discus- 
non  between  them  and  the  Secretary 
a/ State,  with  whom  they  are  to  have  a 
fiirther  interview  on  the  15th  inst.  Her 
HajostT's  Govemmeiit  are  anxious  to 
oommnte  the  tribute,  and  have  the  sub- 
ject under  consideration ;  but  the  matter, 
beio^  an  international  one,  is  of  much 
doUcacy,   and    presents   many  serious 
difficolties.     Economies    were   effected 
this  year  in'the  Estimates  of  the  current 
year  to  the  extent  of  £1,075,  and  it  is 
OQotomplated  that    further    economies 
will  be  effected  as  time  goes  on,  with  a 
viewto  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Tieaaury.  As  renrds  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  qnestion,  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  are  giving  their  best  consideration 
to  the  suggestions  of  the  deputation  on 
allaabjecta  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
iaiand.    Papers  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  will  be  distributed  as  soon 
aa  poaaible,  dealing  with  the  different 
queatione  raieed  by  the  Memorial ;  but 
with  reference  to  the  concluding  words 
of  the  question,  I  may  state  that  since 
tbs  British  occupation  there  has  been  a 
large  remission  of  taxation. 

GOVEENMBNT  CONTRACTORS  AND 

WORKMEN. 
ICs.  FENWICK  (on   behalf  of  Mr. 
OasifSR) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Oom- 
mianoner  of  Works  whether  there  are 
ftny  workmen  employed  at  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,    or    other  Government 
works,  who  are  paid  by  Messrs.  Brass, 
the  Goyemment  contractors,  4\d.  per 
hoar ;  whether  such  workmen  are  fre- 
qoently  engaged  in  cleaning  and  paint- 
ing lofty  parts  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment;   whether    the    contractors    are 
allowed  6d.  per  hour  for  such  men,  and, 
if  so,  why  thej  deduct  1^.  per  hour; 
ttd  whether  the  Government  have  come 
to  any  decision  as  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Oommittee  to  consider  the  desirability 
of  ensaging  directlythrough  their  Clerks 
of  Works  all    workmen    employed    at 
GoTsmment  Offices,  so  that  the  amount 
voted  by  Parlianient  may  be  received 
viUiont  any  deduction  ? 

A  LOBD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.MAXWEIX,  Wigton) :  There  are  only 
four  men  at  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
vhoie  wages  are  as  low  as  i^i,  per  hour, 
ttd  very  few  elsewhere.  Such  workmen 
m  Bet  frequently,  only  occasionally, 
Mgiged  in  cleaning  lofty  parts  of  the 
Booses  of  Parliament,  and  that  at  times 


when  otherwise  they  would  have  to  be 
discharged.  There  is  no  danger  in  the 
work.  The  contractors  are  allowed  for 
these  men  f^d.,  less  16  per  cent,  or 
5  l-26d.  per  hour.  The  present  contoact 
does  not  expire  until  March  31,  189L 
The  Government  have  undertaken  before 
that  date  to  fully  consider  what  modifi- 
cations it  may  be  possible  or  desirable 
to  make  in  the  present  system  governing 
the  employment  of  workmen  in  the 
public  buildings,  and  the  matter  is  now 
engaging  attention.  If  it  should  be 
found  that  the  assistance  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  would  be 
desirable  in  the  investigation  of  the 
question,  the  Government  will  ask  the 
House  to  appoint  one  in  the  course  of 
next  Session.  But  in  the  present  position 
of  the  inquiry  it  is  impossible  to  say 
whether  it  will  be  necessary  to  invite 
the  assistance  of  a  Committee  of  the 
House. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  ACT. 
Sin  R.  PAGET:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the 
House  the  manner  in  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  propose  to  proceed  to  consider 
the  objections  of  traders,  farmers,  and 
others  with  regard  to  railway  rates, 
charges,  and  classification  under  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888; 
whether  the  hearing  of  parties  will  be 
conducted  in  public;  by  whom  the 
hearing  will  be  conducted ;  and  when 
they  will  commence ;  whether  it  is  the 
intention  that  parties  may  be  heard  at 
their  own  discretion  either  in  person  or  by 
counsel ;  and  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
deal,  in  the  first  instance,  with  Imperial 
questions  involving  matters  of  principle 
such  as  terminals  and  short-distance 
clauses;  or  to  deal  with  groups  and 
objections  submitted  by  special  classes 
of  farmers,  traders,  or  to  deal  separately 
with  the  classification  schedule  sub- 
mitted by  each  Railway  Company  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  A  Circular 
explaining  the  procedure  to  be  adopted 
at  the  hearing  of  objections,  of  which  I 
will  hand  a  Copy  to  the  hon.  Baronet, 
will  be  sent  to  each  Railway  Company 
and  each  objector,  and  will  be  given  the 
utmost  publicity.  The  hearings  will  be 
conducted  in  public  by  the  principal 
permanent  officers  of  the  DepartmDent, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh,  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
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to  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  will  have 
each  expert  advioe  as  may  be  neoeesarj. 
Parties  will  be  heard  either  bv  them- 
selves  or  by  representatives,  as  they  may 
deem  desirable.  It  is  proposed,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  deal  with  questions 
involving  matters  of  principle,  oom* 
mencing  with  terminals.  Farther  de- 
tails the  hon.  Baronet  will  find  in  the 
Oiicolar. 

Sib  B.  PAGET  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  say  when  the  parties  will  be 
heard? 

•BoL     M.     HICKS    BEACH  :      On 
October  15. 

CUSTOM  0PPI0ER8,  LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  J.  McOABTHY  (Londonderry) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
out-door  officers  of  Customs  at  Liverpool 
petitioned  the  Board  of  Customs  on  June 
18  last  relative  to  cei:tain  travelling 
allowances  of  which  they  have  lately 
been  deprived  ;  and  if  so,  whether  the 
oflfoers  have  not  yet  received  an  answer 
to  their  petition ;  whetln^r  the  examining 
officers  of  Customs  at  Liverpool  peti- 
tioned the  Treasury  upon  the  same 
subject  on  June  18  last;  and  whether 
the  decision  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
made  known  to  the  officers  interested  ; 
and  if  not,  whether  he  will  explain  the 
cause  of  the  delay? 

The  SECRETARY  to  tob  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  The 
two  Petitions  referred  to  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Customs.  The 
question  raised  by  the  examining  officers, 
whose  Petition  was  sent  to  the  Board  in 
the  first  instance,  is  of  wider  scope  than 
that  to  which  the  Petition  of  the  out- 
door officers  relates.  The  subject  of 
both  is  somewhat  intricate  and  involves 
an  important  principle.  Moreover,  as 
some  of  the  points  have  been  directly 
raised  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Civil  Establishments,  the  Board  had 
necessarily  to  await  the  Report  of  that 
Commission  before  taking  action  in  the 
matter.  Careful  consideration  is  now 
being  given  to  the  subject,  and  a  decision 
may  shoHly  be  expected. 

FEVER  AT  GIBRALTAR. 

SraW.  BARTTKL0T<Su9sex,N.W.) 
on  behalf  of  Sir  Joh.^  Kbnnaway 
(Hoiliton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  in   11  monthsi  in  four  adjoining 
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rooms  on  the  ground  floor  in  the  Spaiiiih 
Pavilion  of  Oibraltar,  there  ha?s  been 
four  cases  of  fever,  two  of  which  h&7e 
been    serious    cases   of   enteric;  and 
whether- he   can    give  assurance  fliat 
the    unsanitary   state  of  the  bnildiiig 
will  be  dealt  with  at  once? 
♦Thb    FINANOTAIi     8B0RETAKY 
TO  THB  WAR  OFHGE   (Mr.  Bm* 
RiOK,  J9urrey,  Outldford) :  There  km 
been   three  cases  of  fever,  of  wUdi 
two  were    enteri<>,  *  in  four  adjoiniBg 
rooms   on    the    ground   floor    of   m 
Spanish  -  Pavilion    during  the  last  11 
months.    The  rooms  of'  the  lower  floor 
have  been  olosedi  and  steps  have  boa 
taken  for  deaiin^p  at  once  with  the  naj- 
tary  defects  of  the  Spanish  Parifioa,  il 
any  remain  after^ifaer  overhaul  it  reesntly 
underwent.    There  has  been  no  cass  A 
fever  since  June. 

LOOAL  TAXATION  dCENCBS. 
CoLOHBL  ANSTRUTHBR  (Wood- 
bridge)  :^  I  beg  ta  atk  the  Presideatof 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether  it 
is  the  case,  that  the  amount  of  annosl 
licences  payable  in  January  by  any  ia- 
dividual  be  paid  into  the  nearest  Post 
Office,  and  the  licences  received  ftop 
the  Postmaster,  that  the  amount  so  paid 
is  transmitted  to  the  General  Post  Mso 
in  London,  and  thus  lost  to  thessmiliy 
in  which  the  money  was  paid,  wkstsas, 
should  the  money  be  paid  into  a  coa^ 
town  to  the  oolleolor  of  Inland  Refsooe, 
that  then  the  county  would  reeeivs  ftt 
beneflt? 

♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RrWBn, 
Tower  Hamlets^  St.  George's) :  Wis 
value  of  licences  taken  out  at  PostOBsM 
is  paid  over  eventually  to  the  credit  of 
the  account  of  the  Inland  Bevenae^ 
the  Bank  of  England,  and  the  law 
Revenue  Department,  ia  the  Quartssfy 
Return  rendered  to  the  Local  Gofsn* 
ment  Board,  appropriates  the  pruussJs 
to  the  credit  of  the  administrative  eooi^ 
in  which  such  Post  Offices  are  locatsi 

EDINBURGH  POST  OPFICB* 

Mr.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh) :  IW 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  Q-eneral  whs4i» 
he  has  received  a  Memorial,  dated  SSiA 
June,  1888,  and  a  further  MoomM 
dated  Ist  July,  1889,  from  Mkli 
Lower  Division  Gierke  in  the  Mb* 
burgh  |Post  Office  on  the  a«hj#4l 
temporary  employment    as 


771  ZdMf 

Olnb;  ind,  if  so,  whatber  he  oad  saj 
abont  *bat  date  lie  maf  beable  to  atate 
to-  tfis  Uemorialiits  if  their  {^evance 
usberemeJied? 

•Thi  postmaster   general 

(Ur.  BUKSB  Cambridge  TJniTeTaity] 
The  Uemoriala  referred  to  b;  the 
hoB.  Uember  vera  dul;  received.  I 
ihuatd  like  to  explaia  that  liata  are 
Buds  out  periodicall;  of  officera  vho  are 
uiioQitobe  employed  in  giving  tem- 
pon^  auistance  to  surrejorR,  and 
whea  iQcb  aaaiatanoe  ia  needed  the 
offiwn  whose  aamea  are  on  the  liata 
in,  prorided  they  are  considered  fully 
qniliGed,  aelected  for  the  purpose. 
Iftar  tbe  receipt  of  tbe  first  Memorial 
Ibe  officers  who  signed  it  wereiaformed 
to  tbii  effect,  and  that  when  oppor- 
tonities  oconrred  they  might  apply,  but 
piuyof  them  omitted  to  do  so  when  laat 
intited.  A  new  liet  for  Edinburgh  will 
temadethia  autamo,  and  the  Merao- 
riiliita'  qn&lificatioQB  will  then  be  care- 
Ally  eomidered. 

TURIN  STREET  BOASD  SCHOOL. 
HK.?ICKEBSaiLL(BethnaI  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  tor 
tfafl  Home  Department  by  whose  autho- 
rity tbe  Turin  Street  Board  Sohool  was 
oenipied  as  a  temporary  barrack  by  tbe 
pohoe  upon  the  occasion  of  tbe  visit  of 
the  Obisf  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  Beth- 
nalGneD  on  the  30th  ultimo  ? 

Tn  8ECHETARY  of  STATE  toe 
wiBOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Mit- 
TBSFs,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
foraed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
tbat  tbe  school  buildings  were  not 
Moupied  by  the  police ;  but,  the  per- 
sutnon  of  the  caretaker  of  the  sohool 
baring  been  first  obtained,  some  police 
*are  placed  in  the  yard  so  as  to  be  out 
of  agnt  and  not  to  attract  a  crowd. 

Kb.  PICKERSGILL:  Is  the  right 
ion.  Gentleman  aware  that  at  the  last 
meettng  of  the  London  School  Board 
Am  statement  was  made  by|a  responsible 
officer  that  anthority  had  not  been 
giyen? 

Uk.  UATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware 
o!  that  tact. 
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sengers,  and  other  out-door  imphyit 
at  Leeds  are,  in  each  case,  less  than 
those  paid  at  Manchester,  Birmingbam, 
Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  Dublin,  and 
Liverpool;  and  if  he  will  coniider 
whether  such  inequality  of  payment 
should  coutinue  for  similar  services  T 
*Mb.  RAIKES:  Tea,  Sir;  I  am 
aware  of  the  fact  stated  by  the  hoc. 
Member.  The  rates  of  wages  vary  in 
different  localities,  as  they  bear  some 
relation  to  the  size  and  importance  of 
the  variiua  offices.  The  office  at  Leeds 
does  not  belong  to  the  same  category  aa 
any  of  the  six  offices  the  hon.  Member 
mentione,  and  I  fear  I  cannot  admit  any 
suffioient  reason  for  altering  the  present 
organisation. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  AOT— ALTBEA- 
TION  OF  BOHODQH  BOUNDABIBS. 
Ma.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets) :  I  beg  to  aak  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  whe- 
ther bis  attention  has  besn  called  to  the 
fact  that  not  withstanding  the  provisions 
of  "  The  Local  Government  Act.  1888," 
requiring  the  Local  Uovernment  Board 
to  hold  a  local  inquiry  whenever  any 
representation  is  made  to  them  that  it  is 
deeirable  to  alter  the  boundary  of  any 
borough,  several  provincial  Corporations 
have,  during  the  present  Session,  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  Bills  for  the  ex- 
tension of  tbeir  boundaries  without  any 
previous  local  inquiry,  thereby  not  only 
imposing  oonaiderable  expense  on  the 
ratepayers  by  a  more  costly  mode  of 
proceeding  in  the  first  instance  than  by 
a  local  inquiry,  but  also  infiicting 
serious  expense  on  landowners  and 
others  opposed  to  the  inclusion  of  tbeir 
property  within  the  borough  boundary, 
and  tending,  by  the  serioua  expense  of 
appearing  before  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee, to  deprive  small  landowners  of 
the  opportunity  of  being  beard  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  proposed  extension ;  and 
whether,  since  oousiderable  eztensiona 
of  boundaries  sought  for  by  provincial 
Corporations  have  been  refused  by  Par- 
liamentary  Committees  on  the  ground 
that  tbe  land  in  question  was  of  a  rural 
character  and  not  fit  or  ripe  to  be  in- 
cluded within  the  limits  of  the  proposed 
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tension  have  great  difficulty  in  recover- 
ing the  costs  to  which  they  have  been 
put,  he  would  consider  if  any  and  what 
further  steps  could  be  taken  to  give 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  "The  Local 
Government  Act,  1888;"  and  to  prevent 
the  needless  expenditure  of  time  and 
money  incurred  by  imposing  upon  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  the  considera- 
tion of  a  question  capable  of  beiog 
dealt  with  more  satisfactorily  and 
economically  by  a  local  inquiry. 

Mr.    EITCHIE  :    It     is    the    fact 
that  in  the  case  of  certain  municipal 
boroughs  durine  the    present  Session 
Local  Bills  have  been  introduced  for  the 
extension  of  the  borough    boundaries 
without    any    previous    local    inquiry 
under  the  Local  Government  Act.    These 
several  Bills  have  been  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  Police  and  Sani- 
tary Begulations  Billp.    The  views  of 
that  Committee  on  the  general  ques- 
tion of  the  extension  of  boroughs  by 
Local  Bills  are  stated  in  the  Report  on 
the  Grimsby  Extension  and  Improve- 
ment Bill,  presented  to  the  House  on 
March  29th  last.    In  that  Beport  the 
Committee      stated,      amongst      other 
grounds  for  their  conclusion,  that  the 
extension  of  the    borough    should  be 
granted ;  that  the  petition  for  the  Bill 
was    lodged  in  Parliament  before  the 
County  Council  can^e   into   existence; 
that    although    the    Act    creating  the 
County  Councils  bad  passed  it  did  not 
come  into  active  opeiation  until  after 
the  time  that  the  promoters  took  steps 
to  obtain  the  Local  Act;  and  that  if 
they  had  been  guided  solely  by  the 
words  of  Section  54  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act.  and  had  not  come  to  Parlia- 
ment,  they,  in    all  probability,  would 
have  had  a  delay  of  12  months  before 
anything  could  have  been  done.     The 
Committee  were  also  impressed  with  the 
undoubted  fact  that  the  promoters  had 
already  incurred  a  large  proportion  of 
the  total  expense  of  obtaining  the  Bill, 
and  that  the  whole  of  that  expenditure 
would  have  been  thrown  away  if  the 
Committee    had  declined  to    entertain 
the  Preamble.    As  regards  the  second 
paragraph  of  the  question,  in  all  cases 
where  an  application  is  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  pursuance 
of  the  Local  Government  Act  for  a  pro- 
visional  order  for    an    extension  of  a 
borough    boundary,    the    Board  will 
direot    the    necessary    local    inquiry, 
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unless  they  are  clearly  of  opinoo,  upon 
the  facts  submitted  to  them,  that  the 
application  should  not  be  proceeded 
wi  th .  In  any  case  hereafter  in  whieh  it 
is  proposed  to  obtain  an  extenfiiouof 
the  boundary  of  a  borough  by  a  Local 
Bill  instead  of  by  application  for  a 
Provisional  Order  under  the  Local  Qof- 
emment  Act,  it  will  be  for  Parliament  to 
determine  what  course  they  wHi  adopt 
with  referent^e  to  the  measure. 

LADY  VISITORS  TO  PRISONS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  will  state  the  names 
of  the  prisons  in  England  and  Wales 
to  which  ladies  have  been  appointed  as 
voluntary  visitors;  and  what  is  the 
number  of  prisons  to  which  such  ap- 
pointments have  for  the  first  time  been 
made  since  September,  1887? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  There  are  26 
prisons  in  all  to  which  ladies  have  been 
appointed  as  visitors.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  show  the  hon.  Member  the  list.  Ap- 
pointments have  been  made  to  two  of 
these  prisons — Devizes  and  Durham 
— since  September,  1887. 

MOVABLE  DWELLINGS. 

Mb.  STEPHENS  (Homsey):  I  b«g[ 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Loeai 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  give  an  approximate  estimate 
of  the  number  of  persons  living  per- 
manently in  movable  dwellings  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE  :  I  am  unable  to  give 
an  approximate  estimate  of  the  sum* 
ber  of  persons  living  permanently  is 
movable  dwellings.  I  may  mentioiif 
however,  that  the  number  of  penoofi 
enumerated  as  sleeping  in  cararass 
and  tents,  and  in  the  open  air  ea 
April  1,  1881,  the  date  of  the  last 
census,  was  as  follows: — Males,  4,668; 
females,  3,901 — making  a  total  of 
8,569. 

Mb.  STEPHENS :  I  beg  to  ask  dit 
President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  whether  the  powers  nndtf 
Section  9  of  *'  The  Housing  of  ^ 
Working  Glasses  Act,  1885,"  over  teais^ 
vans,  sheds,  and  other  similar  BtructaM^ 
for  purposes  of  public  health,  have  baea 
made  use  of  by  Sanitary  AathoritxM  > 
whether  any,  and,  if  so,  how  mUf 
Sanitary  Authorities  have  made  bye*Iif* 
under  Sub-section  (2)  of  Bectiott  9tf 
«The  Housing  of  the 
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&Dt,  1885,"  for  promoting  oleanllneaa 
in,  mi  the  habitable  condition  of  tenta, 
nils,  iheds,  and  aimilar  atraoturea,  uaad 
for hamm  habitation,  and  for  prevent' 
In^  the  spread  of  infectious  diseaie  by 
the  persons  inhabiting  the  lame,  and 
^anllyforthe  prevention  of  nuiaancea 
iQ  oonneation    with    the  lame.     And 
vbethei  the  Local  Government  Board 
hare  taken  etepa  by  circular  or  otherwtee 
to  draw  the  attention  of  Sani tnry.Au thori- 
tiea  to  the  extensive  powers  at  present 
poeseesed  b^  them,  under  Section  9  of 
"TheHonsing  of  the  Working  Clasaes 
Act,  ISSi."  (rith  regard  to  tents,  vana, 
ihed^  and  other  similar  Btrnotnres? 
*Mi.  BITOHIE :   The  Local  Govern- 
msot  Board,  after  the  paaaing  of  "  The 
Hondog  of  th«  Working  Glasaea  Act, 
ISSS,"   broQght    specially  under    the 
attention  of  the  several  Urban  andBural 
Dmitaiy  Anthoritiea  the  provisiona  of 
Section  9  of  that  Aot  aa  regards  the  re- 
relation   of   teats,  todb,    aheds,    and 
smii/ar  srroctnrss  naed  for  haman  babi- 
tatioQ.    With  regard  to  Sab-section   1 
of  that  section,  the  Board  luive  no  in- 
&rmation    as  to    the   extent  to   which 
"»al  Anthorities  hare   availed  them- 
mIpm  of  their   powers  under  the  aub- 
wction.    With  reapect  to  Sub-aeotion  3, 
BO  bj».law8    under   that   aub-aection 
kave  been  confirmed  by  the  Board.     In 
three    instancea    only   have  bye-lawa 
been  proposed  hy  Urban  and  Rural  Sani- 
tary Aotliorities,    and  these    are  now 
uJsr  consideration. 

Ml.  STEPHENS :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
jRoe  President  of  the  Oommitteo  of 
UHineil  of  Education  whether  it  has 
wn  fbnnd  practicable  to  enforce  the 
™ool  attendanca  of  children  travelling 
nth  canal  boats  in  the  district  to  which 
kcanal  boat  ia  registered  as  belonging, 
iKording  to  the  requirements  of  the 
'(Wl  Boata  Aot,  1677;"  whether, 
"iag  to  difficnltiee  connected  with  the 
■foreament  of  the  provisions  of  the 
'QualBoataAct,  1877,"  withregardto 
■a  elementary  eduoation  of  children 
doBgjng  to  canal  boats,  attempta  had 
■■  made, '  ' ^"^ --'  — 


*TiiK  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thi 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  HabtDtkb,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  have  no  information  as  to 
the  last  two  paragrapha  of  the  question ; 
but  Mr.  Brydone's  Beporl,  whidi  will  be 
included  in  the  forthcoming  Blue  Book, 
shows  that  a  great  deal  has  been  done 
to  carry  out  the  "Canal  Boats  Aot," 
and  that  its  euforcemaut  has  in  many 
cases  reduced  the  number  of  children  on 
board  the  boats,  and  there  is  reason  to 
believe  that  the  substitution  of  special 
bye  laws  in  respect  of  such  children,  in 
lieu  of  those  of  the  district  in  which 
they  happen  to  be,  as  is  proposed  in  the 
"Movable  Dwellings  Bill,"  would  be 
of  great  aervice. 

THE  SESSrUNS  BELIEF  AOT. 
Mb.  SWEPENHAM  (Carnarvon):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  tor 
the  Home  Department  whether  hia  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  statement 
of  Mr.  Justice  Kavkina,  in  charging 
the  Grand  Jury  at  Birmingham  on 
Saturday  last,  that  "  The  Sessions  Belief 
Aot,  1889,"  directs  that,  when  prisoners 
have  committed  offences  indictable 
for  trial  at  Quarter  Sessions,  the  wit- 
nesses are  to  be  bound  over  to  Quarter 
Sessions,  unless  the  Justices,  for  "  special 
reasons,"  otherwiae  direct;  that  the  Aot 
did  not  state  what  these  special  reasons 
were,  and  did  not  appear  to  apprehend 
the  eeriousness  of  a  man  lying  in  gaol 
three  or  four  months  at  the  expense  of 
the  county.  In  that  division  of  War- 
wickshire there  were  no  fewer  than  17 
prisoners  awaiting  their  trial  whose 
offences  had  been  committed  since  the 
28th  of  June,  and  who  must  wait  in 
gaol  until  between  the  2od  and  10th  of 
October,  when  the  next  BessioaB  would 
be  held  ;  and  whether,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent ae  far  as  posaibe  the  recurrence  of 
the  cruelty  of  keeping  prisoners  await- 
ing their  trial  in  the  manner  they  are 
bfiing  kept  in  the  division  of  Warwick- 
shire  referred  to,  and  the  expense  to  the 
county,  ha  will  issue  a  Circular  to  the 
Magistrates'  Clerks  of  the  Petty  Ses- 
sional Divisions,  stating  that  the  near 
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ing  my  proper  fuDctions  if  I  issned  to 
Magistrates'  Clerks  a  Circular  professing 
to  give  an  authoritatiye  construction  of 
the  Assizes  Belief  Act,  1 889.  It  is  for 
Justices  to  decide  upon  all  the  circum- 
stances whether  '*  special  reasons  "  exist 
for  sending  any  case  to  the  Assizes,  and 
I  apprehend  they  would  take  into  oon- 
dderation.  among  other  oiicamstances, 
the  comparative  proximity  of  the  Assizes 
and  Sessions. 

H.M.8.  SULTAN. 

Mr.  ISAACSON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he 
has  any  further  information  as  to  the 
progress  made  in  raising  the  Sultan  f 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  No  news 
has  been  received  since  July  28,  when 
a  preliminary  trial  was  made  by  the 
salvors  of  their  pumps. 

SHORT     SIGHT      AND     ELEBiBNTARY 

SCHOOLS. 
Dr.  FARQUHARSON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  he 
has  yet  received  any  reports  from  his 
Inspectors  regarding  the  alleged  in- 
crease of  short  sight  in  the  children 
attending  public  elementary  schools  ? 
♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  As  the  In- 
spectors have  no  previously  ascertained 
data  upon  which  to  form  a  comparative 
judgment  upon  the  point,  a  considerable 
time  would  necessarily  elapse  before 
they  could  be  expected  to  give  an 
opinion  ;  but  the  matter  has  not  been 
lost  sight  of,  and  I  hope  it  may  be  pos* 
sible  to  secure  some  reliable  information 
in  connection  with  it. 

GUNS    IN    BARBETTE. 

COLONRL  NOLAN  (Galway):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
what  proportion  of  first-class  ironclads 
have  guns  mounted  in  barbette,  and  if 
these  would  be  disabled  if  hit  at  the 
hole  and  within  a  few  feet  of  the  muzzle 
by  shot  of  4' 7  guns  when  fired  with  the 
new  powders ;  if  the  4*7  guns  can  fire 
10  shots  a  minute? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Six  of 
the  19  first-class  ironclads  have  their 
main  armament  mounted  in  barbette. 
The  chases  of  these  guns  are  in  common 
with  guns  placed  in  turrets  exposed  to 
injury  by  shot.  As  to  the  probable 
effect  of  a  shot  from  a  4*7  gun  on  the 
chftse  near  the  muzzle,  I  must  refer  the 
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hon.  and  gallant  Member  to  the  answer 
to  a  similar  question  put  by  him  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretaiy  of  State 
for  War  on  Tuesday.  It  has  not  been 
found  practicable  to  give  the  chaee  of 
these  guns  greater  protection,  bnt  as 
they  will  usually  be  pointed  towards 
the  enemy  they  will  present  a  oompan- 
tively  small  target. 

THE  CALEDONIAN  CANAL. 
Mr.   FINLAY    (Inverness,   &c):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  whs&sr 
the  attention  of  the  Gk>vemmeot  has 
been  drawn  to  the  present  condLtLon  of 
the  Caledonian  Canal,  and  espedallj  to 
the  fact  that  traffic  is  much  impeded 
owing  to  the  state  of  Loch  Oich ;  wbeAiei 
inquiries  have  been  made   as  to  the 
works  necessary  to  remedy  the  pToent 
position  of   affairs ;  and   whether  the 
Gbvemment  will  consider  the  propnety 
of  taking  measures,  in  co^operatioii  wi& 
the  Commissioners  with  a  view  to  hav- 
ing the  required  works  executed? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBBRTSON,  Bute) :   As  regards  tiw 
present   condition    of    the   ()aledoaii& 
Canal,  the  Commissioners  have,  withia 
the  last  two  years,  undertaken  ihs  i^ 
newal  of  the  lock  gatep,  in  acooidaaes 
with  a  special  Beport  by  their  Enginsi' 
Superintendent,  which   is  appended  to 
the  annual  Beport  recently  preaentod  i> 
Parliament.    The  estimated  cost  ct  ^ 
work  was  £20,000,  and  ParliamelttlMi 
passed  a  vote  of  £5,000  as  the  first  coft^ 
tribution  towards  this   outlay.    Ovisf 
to  the  severe  drought  this  summer,  ^ 
traffic  on  Loch  Oich  is  much  imprfA' 
and  this  sabject  is  under  oonsideBatiMb 
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VENEZUELA. 
Ifn.  WATT  (Glasffow,    Cai 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whethiff 
Government  have  receiTed  iidi 
that  the  vessel    of  a    British 
named  Philip,  of  Trinidad,  wi 
by  a  Yenesuelan   revenue  eotter» 
threatened  to  shoot  him, 
with  his  boat  and  cargo,  leaving 
a  destitute  condition  on  the  ui  ' 
island  of  Patos ;  whether  a 
official,  sent  to  the  Bocaa  to  hn 
the  facts,   fully  corroborated 
statements;  and  whethor  the 
ment  have  taken  any  stepa  to 
from  Yenesnda  redreas  for  thia 
outrage? 
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♦Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
/.  iteussoN,  MaDoheater,  N;E.):'No 
infbrmatioii  of  such  a  case  havinf^ 
oecorred  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
QoTemment. 

STATEMENTS  BY  PRISONERS. 

Mb.    8WETENHAM     (Carnarvon, 

ftc.) :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Home  Department  whether,  in 

Tiew  of  the  divergent  practice  of  Judges 

in  aUowiog  or  disallowing  a  prisoner, 

who  is  defended  by  counsel,  to  make  a 

0Utement  to  the  jury  in  a  capital  or 

letter  oase,  some  allowing  it  only  to  be 

mtde  before  counsel's  address  for  the 

<bienoe,  and  some,  as  in  a  recent  case, 

after  a  speech  by  counsel  and  evidence 

Mlied  for  the  defence,  and  some  dis- 

tllowing  a  written  statement  to  be  read, 

he  will  confer  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 

ts  to  the  desirability  either  of  calling  a 

meeting  of  Jadges  to  decide    upon  a 

xaitoTmitj  of  practice,  or  of  bringing  in 

a  BUI  next  Session  to  extend  the  practice 

preicnbed  by  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 

meoi  Act  to  all  indictable  ofifences  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  have  both  in  this  Session 
tnd  the  last  introduced  a  Bill  which 
would  remedy  the  anomalies  pointed  out 
hf  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and, 
i^ltkoiugh  warious  circumstances  have 
<Uaj6a  it  so  far,  I  hope  the  next  Ses- 
sion it  may  be  passed  into  law. 

lEBLAND— BOYOOTHNG— CASE   OF 
MELLON    AND    DOltLE. 

Mr.    WILIiLAM  REDMOND  (Fer- 

ttaaagh,  N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

BeaeUaj  to  the  Liord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

li&d  whether  his  attention  has   been 

idled  to  the  case  of  John  J.  Mellon, 

Wim  P.  Doyle,  and  Gregory  Kavanagh, 

tte  were  arrested  in  Gorey,  at  8  o'clock 

the  morning  of  the  12th  July,  on  the 

of  boycotting,  and  detained  in 

iMody  till  8  o'clock  p.m.  when  they 

brought  before  a  Magistrate,  who 

~ed  theniy  accepting  ball  for  their 

ce ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 

h     Uie     Petty    Sessions     clerk 

the  Magistrate  (Colonel  Miller) 

BM  As  baQ  bonds  could  be  prepared 

P|rtbf-past  10  o'clock  a.m.  on  the  13th, 

— As  spplieatioii  of  the  police,  Colonel 

"  r  fixed  2  o'clock  the  next  day  as  the 

for  taking  the  reoognizaaces,  and 

ftit  Iks  aoHeitors  for  the  prisoners,  after 


having  been  three  times  refused  an 
interview  with  them,  was  at  length 
allowed  to  see  the  prisoners  separately 
in  presence  of  Head  Constable 
MKTormick;  and  whether  he  will  give 
directions  that  prisoners  detained  in 
any  Constabulary  barracks  will  be  per* 
mitted  in  future  to  have  private  inter- 
views with  their  solicitor ;  whether  it^  is 
a  fact  that  these  three  prisoners,  in 
spite  of  the  remonstrance  of  a  constable, 
were  ordered  by  the  head  constable  to 
be  detained  on  the  night  of  the  12th 
July  in  a  cell  about  five  feet  by  eight 
feet,  which  was  in  a  disgustingly  filthy 
condition,  drunken  prisoners  having  been 
previously  confined  in  it ;  and  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  guard  against  th^ 
danger  to  prisoners'  health  likely  to  arise 
from  confinement  in  such  dens  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Maochester> 
E.) :  I  understood  that  as  the  1 3th  July'' 
was  a  fair  day,  2  o'clock  was  fixed 
as  the  most  convenient  hour  for  taking 
the  recognisances.  The  police  did  re- 
fuse to  allow  Mr.  Scott,  a  solicitor,  to 
interview  the  prisoners  without  a  Dis- 
trict Inspector's  authority.  Immediately 
upon  Mr.  Scott  applying  to  the  District 
Inspector,  he  gave  him  permission  to  see 
the  prisoners,  but  in  the  presence  of  the 
police,  as  the  men  were  in  custody,  and 
had  not  yet  been  brought  before  a 
Magistrate.  It  is  not  the  case  that  any 
constable  remonstrated  with  the  head 
constable  as  is  alleged  in  the  question  ; 
nor  was  the  lock-up  in  a  dirty  state 
when  the  prisoners  were  placed  in  it. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is 
not  a  fact  that  the  charge  made  against 
these  men  has  since  been  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question  without  notice. 

POSTAL  FACILITIES  IN  IRELAND. 

MR.P.J.O'BRIEN(Tipperary,N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmastei  Genera  1  whether 
he,  some  time  ago,  received  a  Memorial, 
largely  and  ihfluentially  signed,  from  a 
number  of  ratepayers  resident  in  the 
parish  of  Kilruane,  in  the  postal  district 
of  Nenagh,  County  Tipperary,  and  also 
from  a  number  of  merchants  and  traders 
in  the  town  of  Nenagh,  praying  that  a 
post  office  for  the  receiving  and  delivery 
of  letters  might  be  established  at  Kil- 
ruane ;  and,  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  (as  set  forth  in  the  Memorial) 
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that  this  large  and  important  district, 
oomprising  in  its  area  18  townlands,  is 
several  miles  from  the  nearest  post 
office,  whereby  the  residents  are  subject 
to  very  great  inconTenienoe,  he  will  see 
his  way  to  have  the  want  supplied  ? 
;*^Mr.  EAIElES  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Memo- 
rial  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
received  my  careful  consideration  ;  but  I 
was  unable  to  sanction  the  establishment 
of  a  post  office  at  Kilruane,  partly  on 
account  of  the  additional  expense  in- 
volved, and  partly  because  the  arrange- 
ment would  have  rendered  necessary  a 
change  in  the  order  of  the  present  post 
from  Nenagh,  and  excluded  certain 
places  now  within  that  post.  The  letters 
which  would  be  left  to  be  called  for  at 
a  post  office  at  Kilruane  only  average 
two  or  three  a  week ;  and  I  regret  that 
the  circumstances  do  not  admit  of  the 
Memorialists'  wishes  being  complied 
irith. 

COST  OP  DEPENDING  PRISONERS. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th^ 
Xord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
provisions  of  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  for  payment 
out  of  moneys  provided  by  Parliament 
for  the  defence  of  persons  charged  whose 
trial  has  been  removed,  have  been  at  all 
put  into  operation,  and  to  what  extent ; 
whether  any  direction  under  the 
14th  section  of  that  Act  have  been 
rgiven  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  with 
xespect  to  persons  charged  and  their 
<rounsel ;  whether  the  rules  made  under 
the  15th  section  have  been  construed 
by  Crown  Solicitors  as  tying  them 
down  to  the  payment  of  travelling 
expenses  only;  and,  whetheri  having 
regard  to  the  trial  of  a  score  of  poor 
Donegal  peasants  in  Queen's  County,  he 
will  see  that  proper  directions  for  the 
payment  of  the  cost  of  the  defence  are 
given  at  once  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE;  The  pro- 
visions  of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Pro- 
cedure (Ireland)  Act,  referred  to  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  question,  have  been 
put  into  operation.  The  directions  re- 
ferred to  in  the  second  paragraph  have 
been  given.  Crown  Soucitors  have  not 
construed  the  rules  made  under  the 
15th  section  as  limiting  payments  to 
.travelling  expenses  only.  In  addition 
to  those  payments  an  allowance,  accord- 
ing to  a  scale  approved  by  the  Treasury, 
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is  made  for  maintenance  and  lofls  of 
time  to  traversers  and  their  witneases. 
The  necessary  directions  have  ahead; 
been  given  for  the  payment,  according 
to  the  fixed  scale,  of  such  of  tbe  ex- 
penses in  connection  with  the  proie- 
cution  mentioned  as  are  authorised 
under  the  Act. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  in  the  case  of  these 
poor  men  who  were  arrested  last 
February,  whose  families  have  been 
impoverished  by  their  long  impnioa- 
ment,  and  who  are  to  be  kept  io  prison 
till  next  October,  the  trial  has  been 
removed  to  tilie  centre  of  Ireland,  along 
distance  away,  and  the  Oovemment  are 
not  going  to  pay  the  expenses  o{  thssz 
solicitors  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  ha?e  doae 
my  best  to  answer  the  question  on  the 
Paper.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  put  a  question  on  the  Paper,  I  vSl 
do  my  best  to  find  out  what  the  prac- 
tice is. 

EVICTION  AT  ABBEYKEALE. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAM  (lim- 
erick,   W.) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ii^ 
land  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  circumstances  attending  the  eviction 
of  William  Harnett  (aged  87)  on  Fri- 
day   last,    near    Abbeyfeale,    Oountf 
Limerick,  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  JattW 
Esmonde,  J.P.,  when  Dr.  Bolster,  who 
attended  at  the  request  of  the  authori- 
ties,  declared  Harnett's  life  in  danger, 
and  ordered  that  he  should  not  be  re- 
moved, and  the  Rev.   William  Gaisjt 
P.P.,  who  was  present  for  the  p«9*** 
of  administering  the  last  eacraaeattP 
Harnett,  was  twice  forcibly  prenotea 
by  order  of  District  Inspector  Rice  jsna 
will  District  Inspector  ±Uce  be  diieiftfl^ 
not  to    prevent   a   clerg^yman  harim 
access  to  one  of  his  parishioners  unte 
similar  circumstancesr 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Bijv 
William  Casey  t  vice  refused  to  go  oatwi 
the  police  cordon  aloog^  with  the  reai  m 
the  people  assembled,  unless  remom 
by  force.  When  removed  he  snto- 
quently  tried  to  force  his  way  throvg^ 
the  cordon.  He  was  preTentc^Oi 
was  no  necessity  for  hie  presence. 
nett  was  not  removed,  ms  family 
but  at  once  re>admitted  as  caret 
Every  consideration  was  shown  to  Ai 
tenant  and  his  family  in  the  eanyilf 
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out  of  the  eviction,  and  Mrs.  Harnett 
thanked  the  District  Inspector  for  the 
kindness  shown. 

Mb.  ABRAHAM :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  published  by 
Father  Casey,  in  which  the  rev.  gentle- 
man states  that  the  daughter  called  him 
to  administer  the  sacrament  to  her 
dying  parent,  that  he  was  again  pushed 
back  by  Mr.  Wright,  tho  Inspector,  and 
when  the  Inspector  seem  disposed  by 
his  entreaties  to  allow  him,  a  policeman 
with  fixed  bayonet  rushed  up  and  re- 
minded him  of  the  orders  that  had  been 
given?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
giant  an  inquiry  so  that  Father  Casey 
can  give  evidence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  I  see 
&o  reason  for  an  inquiry. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.):  Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  this  case 
before  him  when  he  declared  that  the 
relations  between  the  constabulary  and 
the  people  had  improved  ? 
«liB.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

AOOOMMODATION    IN    VOLUNTARY 

SCHOOLS. 

♦Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
OQ  Education,  if  he  will  state  the  num- 
ber and  the  names  of  the  Voluntary 
Sohools^  where,  as  at  Luton,  the  accom- 
modation provided  has  been  calculated 
on  the  10  square  feet  basis  ? 
«8iB  W.  HART  DYKE :   The  accom- 
modation of  the   voluntary  schools  in 
Ijnton  continues  to  be  calculated  for  the 
ptnpoeee  of  annual  grant  at  eight  square 
mt.     Instances  of  the  wider  computa- 
tkm  of  ten  feet  where  the  question  has 
asiem  of  the  accommodation  to  be  sup- 
vBmd  in  order  tu  cover  a  deficiency  in  a 
dieCsict  are  common,  and  have  recently 
oevurred  at  Nottingham,  Swindon,  and 
Xiiwexaedge.    If  I  were  to  giye  an  ex- 
bsnatiTe  list  I  should  have  to  go  back 
to  tte  eatliest  yeais  after  the  passing  of 
Act  of  1870. 


WESTERN    AUSTRALIA. 

GEORGE  CAMPBELL   (Kirk- 
I  &c.):    I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
of    State  for   the    Colonies 
er  it  has  been   brought  to  the 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
the  settlers  in  Western  Australia 
hjno  means  unanimous  in  accept- 


ing the  proposed  plan  of  responsible 
government ;  and,  whether,  on  the  con- 
trary, he  has  received  representations 
from  the  Albany  district,  in  the  south- 
west of  the  Colony,  objecting  to  the 
proposed  plan. 

Babo.v  H.  dr  worms  :  lA  Petition, 
which  is  from  the  Albany  district,  was 
brought  under  the  notice  of  Parliament 
in  the  Command  Paper,  c.  5,743,  p.  81. 
It  was  signed  by  90  persons.  A  careftil 
consideration  of  it  did  not  lead  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>vernment  to  modify  their 
opinion  that  the  people  of  Western 
Australia  and  of  the  other  Australian 
colonies  are  right  in  advising  the  early 
establishment  of  responsible  government 
in  Western  Australia. . 

Mr.  LEIGHTON :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
can  lay  before  the  House  any  further 
communications  from  the  (Governor  of 
Western  Australia  with  reference  to  the 
granting  of  a  responsible  Constitution  to 
the  colony;  and  whether  he  has  received 
any  further  communications  on  the  sub- 
ject from  the  other  Australian  colonies  ? 
♦Ma.  W.H.SMITH:  A  telegram  from 
the  Government  of  South  Australia  to 
its  Agent-General,  asking  him  to  im- 
press on  the  Imperial  Government  the 
desirability  of  passing  this  Session  the 
Western  Australia  Bill,  has  been  re- 
ceived, and  to-day  a  further  telegram 
has  come  in  from  Lord  Carrington^ 
communicating  an  address  from  the 
members  of  the  Legislative  Assembly, 
New  South  Wales,  relative  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Bill.  The  telegram  is  too 
long  to  read  now,  but  it  haa  been  sent 
to  the  Press. 

OVERHEAD  WIRES  AND  SPIKED  WIRE 

FENCES. 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intend  to  propose 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  overhead 
wires,  or  whether  the  Local  Authorities 
of  urban  municipalities  and  of  counties 
(including  the  County  of  London)  can 
deal  with  these  matters  under  the  power 
of  making  bye- laws  which  the  Legisla- 
ture has  conferred  on  them  ?  I  beg  also 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  growing 
practice  of  erecting  spiked  wire  fences 
of  a  character  dangerous  to  young  and 
old  along  public  roads  and  paths ;  and. 
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disim^ehing  genuine  lard  from  the 
artificial  oompound  ? 
♦Thb  president  '.of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks  Bsaoh, 
Bristol,  W.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  not  prepared  to  prohibit  all 
adulterations  of  lard,  as  it  would  require 
a  large  and  expensive  staff  to  test  all  im- 
ports, and  there  is  no  evidence  that 
the  bulk  of  such  lard  is  other  than 
harmless.  Whilst  agreeing  with  the 
accuracy  of  the  statements  quoted  by 
the  hon.  Baronet,  I  think  a  closer 
perusal  of  the  Report  shows  that  the 
ingredients  of  these  compounds  are  not 
80  deleterious  as  is  supposed,  consisting 
in  great  measure  of  cotton  seed  oil.  I 
learn  from  the  Customs  that  they  are 
*  prepared,  on  obtaining  the  sanction  of 
the  Treasury,  to  assign  a  separate 
heading  for  lardine  in  the  import 
accounts  of  next  year. 

NAVAL    OHIEF    ENGINEERS. 

Sia  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets) :  I  hes  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  what  is  the  average 
amount  of  annual  pay  and  allowances, 
if  any,  of  the  Engineer  Officers  in  chief 
charge  of  the  engines  and  machinery  of 
battleships  taking  part  in  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres ;  and.  what  is  the  average 
amount  of  annual  pay  and  allowances, 
if  any,  of  the  Chief  Accountant  Officers 
in  charge  of  the  books  and  accounts  of 
those  ships  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealinff)  :  The  average  annual 
pay  and  aliowances  of   the  chief  en- 

S'neers  in  charge  of  the  machinery  on 
e  battleships  engaged  in  the  mancdu- 
vres  is  £488,  and  that  of  the  accountant 
officers  £475. 

ST.    KATHARINE'S    HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  FFNWIGK  (Northumberland), 
(on  behalf  of  Mr.  Cbsmbb  (Shoreditch) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for 
Penrith  if,  as  the  representative  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  he  can  state 
whether  the  vacancy  caused  by  the 
decease  of  the  late  Master  of  St. 
Katharine's  Hospital  has  been  filled  up  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  duties  the  new  Master 
has  to  perform;  what  salaries  and 
emoluments  the  new  Master  is  to 
receive;  and,  whether  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners are  taking  any  steps  to  re- 
form the  management  of  the  hospital. 

Sir  Richard  Paget 


and  to  utilise  for  eduoationsl  and  other 
useful  purposes  its  increasing  rerenuest 
♦Mb.  J.   W.  LOWTHEB  (Penrith): 
The      Charity      Commiesionere     are 
informed  by  the  chapter  clerk  of  St. 
Katharine's  Hospital  that  the  vaoanej 
caused  by  the  decease  of  the  late  Master 
has  been  filled  up.  The  datiee  attaching 
to  the  office  are  those  prescribed  in  the 
rules  of  the  hospital,  which  were  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  Honse  in  the 
month  of  June  last.    The  salary  and 
emoluments  of  the  new  Master  are  the 
same  as  those  of  his  predeceaoor,   Ai 
the  hon.  Member  was  informed  on  the 
last  occasion  when  the  matter  was  dia- 
cussed  in  the  House,  the  Charity  Oom- 
missioners  have  no  power  to  tab  any 
steps  to  reform  the  management  of  the 
charity  except  upon  an  application  from 
the  majority  of  the  governing  body,  and 
such     application    has    not  yet  been 
received. 

CYPRUS. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (on  behalf  of  Hr. 
Cbsmbb)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seoe- 
tory  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  a 
reply  has  been  sent  to  a  memorial  fioa 
the  Archbishop  of  Cyprus  and  other 
members  of  a  deputation  now  ia  ^ 
country,   dated   I9th  July,    respecting 
refoimsin  the  administration  of  Oypos» 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  inform  thft 
House  as  to  the  purport  of  that  reply; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  (Jovernmentii 
prepared  to  act  on  the  suggestion  of  m* 
High  Commissioner  as  regards  the  ooflh 
version  of  the  tribute  to  Turkey,  tf 
which  it  is  expected  that  considerahto 
economies  may  be  effected  in  the  ^^^^ 
payments  charged  on  the  Cypriote  orfte 
English  taxpayers ;  whether  the  recom- 
mendations of  Her  Majesty's  Treaaoiyi 
transmitted  last  year  to  the  High  Oo»- 
missioner  for  Cyprus,  as  regards  ledno- 
tions  in  the  Civil  Service,  have  beea 
acted  upon;  and,  whether  the  QvVW' 
ment  will  give  favourable  oonsideraw* 
to  the  appeal  of  the  Cypriote  depntaft* 
for  utilisation  and  encouragement  of  tw 
agricultural  resources  of  the  island,  tm 
for  lessening  the  additional  burdeps  !•» 
on  the  inhabitants  since  the  ocoapanfl^ 
of  their  island  for  Imperial  purposeir 

The  under  SEORETABT  «» 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baioa 
H.  de  WoKMs,  Iiverpool,EastT(ateW 
No  definite  reply  has  yet  been  seat  to 
the  (^prus  deputation,   as  their  np^ 
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Bentations  are  still  the  subject  of  disous- 
non  between  them  and  the  Secretary 
of  State,  with  whom  they  are  to  liave  a 
farther  interview  on  the  15th  inst.  Her 
U^iBfi^B  Qoyemment  are  anxious  to 
oommnte  the  tribute,  and  have  the  sub- 
ject under  consideration ;  but  the  matter, 
being  an  international  one,  is  of  much 
delicacy,  and    presents   many  serious 
difficoltiea.    Economies    were    effected 
this  year  in'the  Estimates  of  the  current 
year  to  the  extent  of  £1,075,  and  it  is 
contemplated  that    further    economies 
will  be  effected  as  time  goes  on,  with  a 
TJew  to  carrying  out  the  wishes  of  the 
Treasury.  ^  remrds  the  lastparagraph 
of  the  question,  Mer  Majesty^s  GK>vem- 
ment  are  giving  their  best  consideration 
to  the  suggestions  of  the  deputation  on 
aU  subjects  affecting  the  welfare  of  the 
ialand«    Papers  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  will  be  distributed  as  soon 
as  poaaible,  dealing  with  the  different 
queationa  raised  by  the  Memorial ;  but 
wfih  reference  to  the  concluding  words 
of  the  question,  I  may  state  that  since 
tbe  British  occupation  there  has  been  a 
hUjge  remission  of  taxation. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTORS  AND 
WORKMEN. 

Me.  FENWICK  (on   behalf  of  Mr. 
Cbucir)  :  I  bee  to  ask  the  First  Oom- 
miiaioner  of  Works  whether  there  are 
auy  workmen  employed  at  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,    or    other  Government 
vorfa;  who  are  paid  by  Messrs.  Brass, 
the  Goremment  contractors,  4\di.  per 
boor;  whether  such  workmen  are  ire- 
jusntly  engaged  in  cleaning  and  paint- 
ing lofty  parts  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
owot;    whether    the    contractors    are 
allowed  6d.  per  hour  for  such  men,  and, 
U  so,  why  they  deduct  l}d.  per  hour ; 
sad  whether  the  Government  have  come 
to  say  decision  as  to  the  appointment  of 
ft  Qommittee  to  consider  the  desirability 
of  ajttaging  directly  through  their  Clerks 
of  Works  all    workmen    employed    at 
Oofsnmient  Offices,  so  that  the  amount 
^'oiedby  Parliament  may  be  received 
vittoat  any  deduction  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THB  TREASURY  (Sir 
H«Maxwbix,  Wigton) :  There  are  only 
&QtaieQ  at  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
whese  wages  are  as  low  as  4id.  per  hour, 
tid  vevy  few  elsewhere.  Such  workmen 
ttS  Bot  frequently,  only  occasionally, 
Mfaged  in  cleaning  lofty  parts  of  the 
Hwises  of  Parliament,  and  that  at  times 


when'  otherwise  they  would  have  to  be 
discharged.  There  is  no  danger  in  the 
work.  The  contractors  are  allowed  for 
these  men  nd.,  less  16  per  cent,  or 
5  l-25d.  per  hour.  The  present  contract 
does  not  expire  until  March  31,  1891. 
The  Government  have  undertaken  before 
that  date  to  fully  consider  what  modifi- 
cations it  may  be  possible  or  desirable 
to  make  in  the  present  system  governing 
the  employment  of  workmen  in  the 
public  buildings,  and  the  matter  is  now 
engaging  attention.  If  it  should  be 
found  that  the  assistance  of  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Oommons  would  be 
desirable  in  the  investigation  of  the 
question,  the  Government  will  ask  the 
House  to  appoint  one  in  the  course  of 
next  Session.  But  in  the  present  position 
of  the  inquiry  it  is  impossible  to  say 
whether  it  will  be  necessary  to  invite 
the  assistance  of  a  Oommittee  of  the 
House. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  ACT. 
Sia  R.  PAGET:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  will  be  good  enough  to  state  to  the 
House  the  manner  in  which  the  Board 
of  Trade  propose  to  proceed  to  consider 
the  objections  of  traders,  farmers,  and 
others  with  regard  to  railway  rates, 
charges,  and  classification  under  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1888; 
whether  the  hearing  of  parties  will  be 
conducted  in  public;  by  whom  the 
hearing  will  be  conducted ;  and  when 
they  will  commence ;  whether  it  is  the 
intention  that  parties  may  be  heard  at 
their  own  discretion  either  in  person  or  by 
counsel ;  and  whether  it  is  proposed  to 
deal,  in  the  first  instance,  with  Imperial 
questions  involving  matters  of  principle 
such  as  terminals  and  short-distance 
clauses;  or  to  deal  with  groups  and 
objections  submitted  by  special  classes 
of  farmers,  traders,  or  to  deal  separately 
with  the  classification  schedule  sub- 
mitted by  each  Railway  Company  ? 
♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH  :  A  Circular 
explaining  the  procedure  to  be  adopted 
at  the  hearing  of  objections,  of  which  I 
will  hand  a  Copy  to  the  hon.  Baronet, 
will  be  sent  to  each  Railway  Company 
and  each  objector,  and  will  be  given  the 
utmost  publicity.  The  hearings  will  be 
conducted  in  public  by  the  principal 
permanent  officers  of  the  Departnf^nt, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh,  the  Parliamentary  Secretary 
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But  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  majorities 
of  98  and  101  against  him.  It  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  House  want  to  pass 
this  private  Bill,  and  hy  what  he  is 
d(Hng  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  only 
sncceed  in  wasting  the  time  of  the 
House  and  prolonging  the  discussion. 
He  has  put  his  case  very  well ;  with  such 
an  extremely  bad  case,  I  wonder  he 
could  do  so  well.  I  can  understand  the 
House  refusing  Ireland  money  or  re- 
fusing it  a  particular  Bill ;  but  for  a  small 
minority  to  prevent  the  Qovemment 
bringing  forward  a  proposition  which 
they  think  they  ought  to  do  in  justice 
to  Ireland,  is  hardly  treating  the  weaker 
•ountry  fairly. 

♦SiE  J.  8WINBUENE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  interest  on  the 
public  money  expended  on  the  Shannon 
has  been  paid  regularly  ? 

*Thb  FIRST  LOED  or  thb  TREA- 
STJEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SicirH,  Strand, 
Westminster):  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  give  notice  of  his  question,  I  will 
endeavour  to  give  him  an  answer. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  I  have  to  congratu- 
late the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
upon  his  championship  of  the  rights  of 
a  majority,  but  I  think  his  observations 
would  have  come  with  better  grace  from 
a  Gentleman  who  was  in  the  habit  of 
being  one  of  the  majority.  I  have  also 
to  congratulate  him  in  his  startling 
novelty.  I  heard  with  surprise  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  say  he  was  afraid 
the  House  would  grant  Ireland  too 
much  money.  I  say  without  fear  of 
contradiction  that  that  is  the  very  first 
time  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has 
been  troubled  with  scruples  upon  the 
point.  I  have  never  known  him  afraid 
that  too  much  money  would  be  granted 
upon  these  semi-chwtable,  and,  I  may 
say,  semi-jobbing  works.  I  do  not  think 
the  Amendment  is  a  frivolous  one,  and 
I  am  strengthened  in  that  belief  by  the 
fact  that  when,  on  the  Estimates,  some 
one  desires  to  object  to  the  insufficiency 
of  the  amount  granted,  the  only  thing 
he  can  do  is  to  move  that  the  Vote  be 
reduced. 

«Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  discuss  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  That  was  what  I  was 

attempting  to  do 

«Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

CeUnel  Nolan 


Mb.  chance  :  The  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  is  a  very  simple 
it  is  that  it  is  unsafe  to  gi?e  power 


one 


to  borrow  £  1 15,000,  and  he  sees  a  lesser 
danger  in  permitting  £100,000  r&thet 
than  £115,000  to  be  borrowed.    I  will 
not  say  more,  but  simply-content  myself 
by  declaring  that  I  propose  to  support 
the    hon.     Member    for    Bunderland, 
whether  my  reasons    commend  t)i«ia* 
selves  or  not  to  the  House. 
*Db.  COMMINS  :  There  is  a  considera- 
tion in  favour  of  this  Bill  which  seema 
to  have  been  overlooked.  It  is  eridently 
forgotten  that  all  these  works  aie  em- 
bankment works.  The  Suck  ruosthroagh 
Eeat  moss,  and  great  mischief  is  done 
y  it  ove^owing  its  banks.    Crops  are 
destroyed,  and  disease  often  dissemi- 
nated.   In  order  to  provide  againsit  tndi 
a  state  of  things,  the  works  so  far  hate 
been  mainly  embankment  works.    The 
money  spent  will  be  lost    unless  the 
works  are  completed.      The  House  ia 
called  upon  to  make  a  beneficial  work 
complete,   and  prevent    it  from  beto^ 
what  it  will  otherwise  be — a  source  of 
danger.     In  fact,  if  the  work  already 
undertaken  is  not  made  complete,  it  viH 
be  a  curse  instead  of  a  blee^g  to  ^ 
people  of  the  neighbourhood,  as  an  orer- 
flow,  if  it  should  happen,  would  be  aU 
the  worse  for  it.     It  is  upon  this  that  I 
shall  support  the  Bill. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  In  the  coum 
of  a  somewhat  long  life  spent  in  admi* 
niatration  I  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleoaa 
has  just  told  us.    A  g^at  deal  of  moaif 
has  been  spent  in  embankment  ntflOi 
and  no  good  done.    I  object  to  tban 
works  being  undertaken  at  the  exfvM  ' 
of  the  taxpayers. 

Mb.  PHILIFPS  :  The  hon.  and  gaSfl* 
Member  for  Gal  way  said  the  House  Vii! 
very  anxious  for  this  Bill.  I  do  Ml  | 
know  what  there  is  to  make  the  HflMij 
anxious  for  the  Bill,  because  this  iaftf  i 
first  opportunity  we  have  had  of  ^| 
cussing  the  Bill  in  the  House,  whib^ 
statement  has  ever  been  made  onbalOT 
of  the  Bill.  It  has  been  said  that  8  ^ 
great  deal  more  money  is  not  ^^H^^^ 
the  drainage  of  the  §ucky  the  MW 
that  has  idready  been  spent  w9  M 
absolutely  wasted.  But  then,  as' 
I  can  understand,  it  is  admitt^  < 
sides  that,  to  complete  the  di 
the  Suck,  not  £115,000,  but  £i65|( 
required*    If  £115,000  is  not 
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to  finisli  the  drainage  of  the  riyer,  I  do 

aof  rappose  we  ehall  do  much  perceptible 

luffmifwe  reduce  the  sum  to  £100,000. 

The  hon.  aod  gallant  Member  also  said 

it  18  only  a  email  minority  who  oppose 

tUsBiU;  but  let  me  point  t>ut  that  it  is 

A  glowing  minority.    Last  year  one  of 

theee  Drainage  Bills  was  opposed  by 

only  three  Members,  but  now  most  of 

the  hon.  Members    who    sit    on   this 

aide  go  into  the  Lobby  in  opposition  to 

AifBiU,   The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 

hot  for  Boeeommon  said  that  disease  is 

generated  and  crops  are  destroyed  by 

TOO  OTerflowing  of  tne  river.    But  surely 

all  these  facts  ought  to  be  put  before  the 

•Hboae.  Some  Member  of  the  Gk>Temment 

should  put  these  facts  before  us  in  an 

anthoritatiye  way.    This  Bill  has  been 

mtrodaced  in  a  priyate  way,  and  by  it 

^^  are  asked  to  lend  money  for  an 

object  in  favour  of  which  not  a  single 

argument  has  ever  been  advanced  by 

M/one  ill  a  position  of  authority. 

Ma,  T.  M.  HEALY :  Should  I  be  in 

2^«f,  Mr.    Speaker,    in  making  the 

AOtion  the  riflpht  hon.  Member  for  Hali- 

fcx  made  on  July  2,  1888  ? 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 

^nmpt  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman, 

hot  I  have  used  a  strong  expression  from 

the  Chair.  I  remain  of  the  same  opinion ; 

hut  I  think  it  would  perhaps  be  well  to 

dow  the  Hoase  to  take  a  Division  upon 

the  Amendment  in  the  ordinary  course 

before  the  House. 

The    House     divided  :*-AyeB    182  ; 
Woes  56.    (Div.  List,  No.  289.) 

Ma.  PHILIPPS :  I  now  beg  to  move 
ftv  omission  of  Sub-section  (a)  of 
QUuse  6.  We  have  not  heard  a  word 
lom  any  Member  of  the  Government, 
ktfiom  any  member  of  the  Select  Oom- 
fifttee,  as  to  the  additional  value  which 
t  to  be  giyen  to  the  lands  specially 
Msfited  by  this  drainage  scheme.  If 
» drainage  is  ^ing  to  improve  the 
ike  of  £e  lands  specially  benefited 
^should  not  these  lands  pay  the  whole 
btnse  of  the  scheme  ?  Sub-section 
0  diarges  the  sum  of  £13,000  upon  a 
a  contributory  area.  I  do  not 
to  be  unfair.  I  do  not  want  to 
is^  the  whole  of  the  cost  on  the  lands 
bflully  benefited,  unless  those  lands 
pgoing  to  receire  large  benefits.  Per- 
wsOBie  one  wHl  tell  us  what  was  the 
HsDoe  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
teesy  and  at  what  amount  the  im- 


provement of  the  lands  specially  bene* 
fited  was  assessed?  Of  course,  if  I 
receive  a  satisfactory  reply  I  shall  be 
ready  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
34,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (a)  of 
Clause  6.— (  Ur.  Fhilippt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  8ub«seo- 
tion  (a)  of  Clause  6  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'^ 

Mb.  chance  :  I  think  that  before 
we  divide  upon  this  Amendment  we 
should  have  some  explanation  as  to  the 
incidence  of  the  charges. 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  May  I  point 
out  that  these  are  questions  which  were 
dealt  with  in  Committee,  and  that  if  our 
private  Bill  legislation  is  to  have  any 
value,  we  must  assent  to  the  verdict  of 
the  Committees  ?  It  is  impossible  for 
this  House  to  go  into  details  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  conclusions  of 
Committees  were  arrived  at.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  the  House  that  if  we  debate 
here  the  details  of  every  private  Bill,  it 
will  be  utterly  impossible  for  the  House 
to  conduct  its  private  legislation  and  any 
legislation  whatever. 

Mb.  storey  :  I  think  that  is  a  fair 
contention  to  make  in  the  case  of 
ordinary  Bills.  The  point  we  make  is 
that  we  ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  details  of  these  Drainage 
Bills  when  we  are  called  upon  to  give 
£50,000  as  a  free  grant ;  but  that  owing 
to  the  peculiar  methods  adopted  by  the 
Government,  we  shall  be  prevented 
from  discussing  the  details.  There 
will  simply  be  a  clause  gpranting 
£50,000  for  the  Suck  drainage, 
and  on  that  clause  it  will  be 
impossible  to  discuss  the  details. 
We  cannot  permit  such  Bills  as  this  to 
pass  without  opposition.  As  to  the  par- 
ticular point  before  the  Committee,  our 
contention  is  similar  to  that  we  urged 
on  the  other  Bill.  We  hold  that  if 
there  are  advantages  accruing  directly 
to  certain  lands,  those  lands  should  be 
required  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  works,' 
and  that  you  should  not  go  to  other 
lands  which  benefit  merely  because  they 
are  in  the  locality  and  compel  them 
to  bear  part  of  the  expense.  That 
is  our  contention,  and  it  is  a  contention 
which,  if  we  had  been  in  Committee  on 
the  original  measure,  we  should  have 
sustained  by  prolonged  argpument.  We 
admit  tiie  difficulty  of  considering  these 
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points  in  a  prirate  Bill,  but  the  blame 
ooes  not  rest  irith  us ;  it  rests  with  the 

Sceasury  Bench,  and  the  Treasury 
ench  alone.  The  right  hen.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuxy  has 
not  defended  it,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  were 
present  he  would  not  defend  this  par- 
ticular provision.  The  only  reason  for 
its  adoption  is  that  they  find  it  ex- 
tremely hard  to  raise  the  money,  and 
they  try  all  sorts  of  Irish  devices 
for  raising  it  instead  of  adopting  the 
old-fashioned  Irish  method — the  method 
practised  before  Ireland  was  debauched 
oy  England — of  making  those  who 
benefit  pay  far  the  benefit  they  receive. 
Mb.  COUETNET:  This  Bill  came 
before  me  in  the  ordinary  way  as  an 
unoroosed  Bill,  and  all  its  details  were 
consiaered.    It  would  have  been  in  the 

Swer  of  hon.  Members  who  object  to 
e  measure  to  oppose  it,  but  it  was  not 
opposed  and  was  committed  like  every 
other  ordinary  unopposed  private  Bill. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Storey)  may 
stake  his  head  as  much  as  he  Ukes,  but 
he  cannot  alter  the  fact  by  so  doing. 
The  hon.  Gentlemen  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  and  the  Speaker's  Counsel  came 
before  me  to  consider  the  details  of  the 
Bill  which  were  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  way.  With  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  now  before  the 
Committee  there  is  a  distinction  drawn 
between  lands  drained  and  benefited 
and  land  benefited  though  not  drained ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  works 
tinder  the  Bill  will  have  a  beneficial 
effect  on  the  slopes  above  the  actual 
drainage  area.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
shakes  his  head  again,  whether  at  the 

{rinoiple  I  state  or  at  the  facts  to  which 
have  referred  I  do  not  know.  I 
should  have  thought  the  principle  com- 
mend^  itself  to  everyone,  and  as  to  the 
facts  they  were  proved  before  me.  Due 
notice  was  given  of  the  Bill  by  advertise- 
ment in  the  district  interested,  and  if 
there  had  been  any  objection  to  the 
scheme  opposition  would  have  been 
offered;  but  there  was  no  opposition. 
The  locality  at  large  must  be  taken  as 
assenting  to  the  Bill,  in  so  far  as  they 
showed  no  dissent.  It  may  be  impos- 
dble  by  arguments  or  facts  to  convmce 
those  who  have  made  up  their  minds 
not  to  be  convinced  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
the  conduct  of  the  Bill  before  me  was 
perfectly  regular. 

Mr.  Stony 


Sm  G.  CAMPBELL:  This  Bill,  a& 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aaye,  las 
treated  as  an  unopposed  Bill ;  oonas- 
quentty,  there  was  no  real  disonnion  on 
it.  We  are  told  that  we  cotildhsTd 
opposed  it  at  an  earlier  stage,  bat  we 
knew  nothing  about  it.  It  was  Bnm|- 
gled  through  Committee.    ['*  Ko,  no.''] 

Mb.  COuSTNET:  Then eveiything 
is  smuggled  through  Oommiltee. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :   Ofoortooilj 
was  given  for  private  individuab  to  op- 
pose the  Bill  if  injuriously  affected  ij 
it,  but  this  measure  affects  the  pockets 
of  the  British  taxpayer,  which  is  a  i9ij 
different  thing.    The  Bill  has  been  des- 
cribed as  a  conjunction  of  the  tettttS 
"JOB  "Hob— but  to  my  mind,  it  is 
something  more  than    a  job— it  is  a 
dodge.    Advantage  has  been  tsken  ot 
a  private  measure  to  get  a  priiud^ 
through  the  House  whidi  could  not  lie 
got  through  in  a  public  Bill.    These  lie 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  SU 
now  appears  before  us,  and  I  say  we 
are   amply  justified   in  discussing  ^ 
details.     We   had  no  opportmuty  of 
knowing  what   was  going  on  in  the 
Private  Bill  Committee ;  and  though  I 
have  every  respect  for  the  opinion  w 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  I  tUak  I 
am  not  wrong  in  saying  that  wken^ 
Bill  has  gone  before  him  as  sa  nnep- 
posed  BUI  it  is   not    his  fasctioa  to 

rise 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  fail  to  sesJw 
the  hon.  Member's  observations  Ut 
relevant  to  the  question  before  m 
House,  which  is  that  of  seonritj  for  Iks 
repayment  of  advances. 

&B  G.  CAMPBELL :  That  queito 
is  most  iniportant  I  understand  IM 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy  ihst  B^ 
interest  on  the  advances  in  oonnsdM^ 
with   the    Suck     drainage    has   bM 

paid 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No  sueh  qM^ 
tion  was  ever  asked.  The  questifla|M^ 
was  in  regard  to  the  Shannon  drsias0» 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  Very  wsll;S 
would  now  ask  if  any  interest  haa  U^ 

Said  on  the  advances  made  for  thsSjJv 
rainage.  I  am  told  the  interest  lllH 
owing ;  and  if  that  is  so,  I  say  it  jMW 
be  wrong  to  (permit  theae  peoilftj^ 
incur  new  liabilitiee  while  UU|f  jM^ 
not  discharged  their  old  ones. 

The  SECEETAEtY  xo  t0X  TSU^ 
8UEY  (Mr.  Jaoksoh,  Leeds.  N.);  M 
answer  the  hon.  Gentleman's  qnsiM* 
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Bie  money  adraneed  has  been  advanced 
00  the  security  of  the  property,  that  is 
to  MT,  the  property  of  the  area  drained, 
andlbelieyo  I  am  justified  in  saying 
tbit  tliat  fiecurity  is  quite  ample  in  erery 
respect. 

Sir  0.  CAMPBELL :  Has  the  interest 
doe  been  paid  ? 

Ml.  JACKSON:  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 

mui  will  give  me  another  moment  I  will 

SAtiafj  his  curiosity.    Until  the  works 

hgre    been    completed    or    stopped — 

tdniittedly  stopped — no  award  can  be 

made  of  the  charge  which  will  come 

tipon  the  different  districts ;  and  until 

that  takes  place  the  interest  upon  the 

flisi  already  advanced  accumulates.    I 

•m  not  aware  that  there  is  anything 

wliatever  unusual  in  that,  therefore  the 

obstruction  now  being  offered  to  this 

Bin-[rrw«  of  "  Oh !  '^]— well,   if  hon. 

Chntlemen  do  not  like  that  word,  the 

dday  which   is   taking    place   in    the 

Pttiing  of  the  Bill  will  delay  the  repay- 

inont  of  the  money.  The  way  to  recover 

&•  money  is  to  pass  this  Bill. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  197 ;  Noes 
W.-(Div.  LUt,  No.  290.) 

Sot  0.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  pro- 
pose an  Amendment  at  the  end  of  Clause 
^t  which,  I  think,  will  be  regarded  as  a 
tevy  reasonable  one.  We  all  know  that 
the  interest  of  these  advances  has  not 
been  paid,  but  has,  as  it  is  emphatically 
called,  been  allowed  to  '*  accumulate.'' 
Under  the  circumstances  I  would  more 
fte  Amendment  which  t  have  placed  on 
fta  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  5,  line 
H  at  the  end  of  Clause  6,  to  insert  the 


^  ^Rovided  that  the  intereet  on  all  moneys 
HBtved  under  the  proyisions  of  preyious  Acte, 
*ai  secured  on  the  same  subjects,  shall  first  be 
fiid."— (5/r  Oeorge  Camphrtt,) 

Qomstion     proposed,     ''  That    those 
be  there  inserted." 


OxLONEL  ^'OLAN:  The  Amendment 
%n  utterly  absurd  one.  There  can  be 
ibjiyment  until  the  award  is  made. 
Mtm  a  dj^nage  work  is  executed  the 
jpllf^Mrgoes  down  and  awards  so  much 
w.iaeh  proprietor  to  pay.  At  present 
ttvftiprietora  do  not  know  how  much 
wijf  have  to  pa  j.  They  cannot^  there- 
imi^y  the  interest— no  matter  how 
VMbg  tiiey  are  to:do  so ;  and  meanwhile 
A  the  works  will  be  stopped,  the  men 


thrown  out  of  work,  and  all  the  present 
evils  increased. 

Mb.  STOBEY  :  I  should  Hke  to  ask 
where  is  the  absurdity  of  the  Amend- <^ 
ment  ?  We  are  aware  that  there  is  te 
be  an  award,  and  that  the  individual 
proprietors  will  not  know  how  much 
interest  they  have  to  pay  till  the  award 
is  made.  But  we  do  not  ask  individual 
proprietors  to  pay.  We  are  dealing  with 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill ;  and  are  pror 
meters  to  come  to  the  House  and  ask- 
for  loans  and  to  be  so  impecunious  as  not 
to  be  able  to  pay  the  interest  they  owe  t 
I  ask  the  House  to  reflect  on  what  they 
afe  doing.  It  is  all  yery  well  to  say 
that  the  interest  for  the  last  10  years  ha» 
never  been  apportioned ;  why  if  it  is 
apportioned  it  will  never  be  paid.  We 
are  going  to  carry  this  evil  on  stUI 
further.  There  will  be  no  award  until 
the  works  are  completed ;  and  who 
believes  that  they  will  be  completed' 
with  this  amount  of  money  ?  In  a  year 
or  two  hence  a  further  sum  will  be  asked 
for,  and  we  shall  be  told  that  until  that 
is  expended  no  interest  will  be  paid«< 
Sir,   I  hope  the  Amendment  will  be- 

Sressed  to  a  Division.    We  stand  here 
etermined  to  show  the  country  that  this  * 
is  a  deliberate  attempt  in  an  underhand* 
fashion  to  get  public  money ;  and  we  do 
not  mean  to  be  brow-beaten  by  any  one.  - 
person,  or  any  number  of  persons,  or  te* 
DO  prevented  from  declaring  that  we- 
intend  on  behalf  of  our  constituents  to 
resist  the  application  of  this  money. 
♦De.  COMMINS:    The    observation- 
that  this  is  a  deliberate  attempt  to  get^ 
public    money  is  an  observation  that- 
might  be  applied  to  every  private  Bill - 
the  object  of  which  is  to  borrow  money 
from  the  Treasury.    The  hon.  Member 
says  he    has    had  no    opportunity    of^ 
examining  the  provisions  of  the  Billy- 
but  not  a  thing  was  done  to  prevent  any 
Member    examining    the    Bill    in   the 
fullest    manner.      It    passed   through- 
Committee  in  a  most  ordinary  way,  anA> 
the  subject  has  been  before  us  since  the 
early  days  of   the  Session.    The  hon.- 
Member  has  dealt  with  the    Bill    as 
though  it  were  a  private  speculation 
for  the  benefit  of  private  promoters,  but 
that  is  not  the  case,  as  no  one  of  them  • 
whatever  will  gain  a  penny  by  it— • 
certainly  not  those  in  charge  of  the  BiU. 
It  is   not  a    Bill  to    promote  private 
interests^  it  is  a  Bill  to  support  publi6 
improvements.  -    - 
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Mb.  MAONEILL:  The  letter  goes 
on  to  state  that  on  the  previous  Wed- 
nesday-my  hon.  Friend  complained  to 
Sir  Hervey  Bruce,  one  of  the  Visiting 
Justices.     He  says  : — 

''  If  the  Prisons  Board  have  no  evidence  of 
the  condition  of  my  eyesight,  it  is  simply 
beoanse  they  have  never  taken  the  trouble  to 
inquire.  The  doctor  here,  so  far  as  I  know, 
has  never  been  asked ;  at  any  rate,  he  has  never 
asked  me  about  my  eyes.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  protest  against  the  whitewashed  cell,  as  I  have 
p^tested  ever  since  I  c»me  here.  My  general 
health  also  is  bad,  and  I  am  nearly  crippled." 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  the  Visiting  Justice 
forwarded  a  Eeport,  and  where  is  that 
report  now ;  and  do  the  Government 
know,  as  a  fact,  whether  Mr.  Cony- 
beare's  eyesight  is  impaired  or  not  ? 

Mr.  W.  McARTHUR  :  Would  it 
not  be  worth  while — if  only  to  satisfy  the 
anxiety  of  the  hon.  Member's  consti- 
tuents— for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  a  proper  Medical  Report  of  the 
health  of  the  hon.  Member  for  0am- 
borne,  and  lay  it  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  BALFOUR:  The  Medical  Offi- 
eer  of  the  prison,  a  most  competent 
man,  has  daily  opportunities  of  seeing 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is  his  business  to 
report  to  the  Prisons  Board  should 
there  be  anything  in  the  gaol  injurious 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  health.  Nay, 
he  has  ample  power,  without  g^ing  to 
the  Board  at  all,  to  see  that  such 
changes  are  made  in  the  treatment  of 
the  hon.  Member  as  would  prevent  any 
injurious  consequences.  Of  course,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  make  further  inquiry, 
but  under  these  circumstances  I  think 
there  is  no  reason  for  any  anxiety. 

THE  MAYBRICK  CASE. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  May  I  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  a  great  many  newspapers, 
that  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges  was, 
at  the  termination  of  a  criminal  trial  in 
Liverpool  yesterday,  followed  and 
mobbed  by  a  hissing  and  hooting 
crowd;  whether  the  jurors  and  wit- 
nesses in  the  case  were  also  hissed  and 
hooted  ;  and  whether  the  prisoner,  who 
had  been  found  guilty  of  poisoning  her 
husband,  was  cheered  when  placed  in 
the  prison  van  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  no  offi- 
cial information  upon  the  points  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentieman  has  referred. 


I  have  seen  the  statements  in  the  news- 
paper, and  I  have  read  with  the 
deepest  regret  that  that  kind  of  popa- 
lar  review  of  the  conduct  of  either 
Judge  or  jury  should  ever  be  witnessed 
in  this  country. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  has 
seen  from  the  papers,  or  learned  from 
any  official  source,  whether  the  polios, 
who  were  in  great  force  on  that  ocea- 
sion,  either  batoned  or  bayoneted  or 
shot  the  people  ? 


RULES  AND  ORDERS  OF  DEBATE. 

Tho  Order  of  the  Day  having  been 
called  for  the  House  to  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  Supply, 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  submit  a 
question  to  you.  Sir,  in  r^ard  to  an 
entry  on  the  votes  as  to  the  proceedings 
yesterday  in  Committee  of  Supply.  At 
half- past  five  o'dook  a  Divi>ion  was  in 
progress  on  an  Amendment  to  redoee 
the  vote  for  the  Irish  Constabnlaij. 
When  the  Division  came  to  an  end,  it 
then  being  after  half- past  five,  the 
Chairman  did  not  leave  tiie  Chair 
according  to  the  established  role, 
but  put  another  Motion  —  namely, 
the  main  question  on  the  Yatt. 
Objection  was  taken  to  that  proceeding, 
it  being  after  half-past  five,  and  tlie 
First  Iy>rd  of  the  Treasury  then  roie 
and  moved  ''that  the  Question  be  nttw 

gut."     The    Chairman    accepted   tiuit 
[otion  and  put  the  question.  On  bein^ 
asked  whether  there  was  a  preoedovt 
for  that  course  the  Chairman  said 
was  a  precedent  on  November  14  oi 
year.     But  there  is  a  difference  ~ 
the  proceeding  on  the  14th  of  NovemlHr 
last  year  and  that  of  yesterday,  bec««i» 
in  the  former  case  no  objection    w«a 
taken  to  proceeding  after  half- past  fit* 
o'clocki   and  no  objection  appeared  is 
the  Beport  of  what  passed.    As 
the  Division  after  half-past  five 
the  Chairman  was  bound  by  the 
in^  Order  to  leave  the  Chair,  and 
objection  was  taken  further  procoediM^ 
with  contentious  business  ought  sc^yf 
ing  to  the  rule,  as  I  understand  it^ 
have  been  abandoned.  I,  therefor*, 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  if  you  are  dispose 
inform  the  House  what  is  the 
step  to  be  taken  by  an  hon.  Memb«f 
have  the  entry  on  the  Votes 
where  the  rule  has  been 
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I  also  object  to  the  entry  as  beiog  in- 
accorate  and  incoherent.      The   entry 

MJB— 

^  It  being  after  half -past  five  o'clock  and 
oljeotioQ  being  taken  to  farther  proceeding, 
the  Chairman  rose  to  interrupt  the  basiness." 

These  words  are  inaccurate^    because 
the  Obairman  rose  to  put  a  new  Motion, 
a  farther  Motion — namely,   the  main 
question,  and  then  objection  was  taken. 
I  sabmitted  that  the  record  ought  to  be 
amended  so   as  to  make    it  either  a 
hithial  or  an  intelligible   representa- 
tion of  what  actually  took  place. 
*M&.  SPEAKER :   I  was  not  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going 
tonuses  point  of  order,  and,  indeed, 
it  is  irregular  to  do  so  after  the  business 
has  commenced,  and  after  the  occasion 
on  which  the  point  of  order  arose.     But 
I  most  respectfully  decline  to  constitute 
myself  a  Oourt  of  Appeal  from  the  de- 
eisions  o[  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 
The  pmnt  of  order  raised  yesterday  was 
eettled;  and  if  any  doubt  lingered  in 
the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
M  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  of 
GMDznittees  it  was  within  his  competence 
to  bring  it  before  the  House  at  the  time. 
The  Chairman  is  perfectly  competent  to 
decide  a  point  of  order  in  Committee ;  and 
I  ne?er  heard  of  an  appeal  being  made 
fitnn  the  decision  of  the  Chairman  to 
the  Speaker.     From  what  I  can  see  of 
As  picoeedings   I  believe    they   were 
perfectly  in  accordance  with  precedent 
and  with  the  common  law  ana  practice 
pf  Parliament.     If  when  half- past  five 
is  reached  an  Amendment  to  a  question 
tt  then  being  decided  by  a  Division,  the 
time  of  the  interruption  of  business  is 
ftiown  forward.     When  the  first  ques- 
tioB  on  the  Amendment  is  decided,  the 
■sin  questioa  is  proposed,  and  if  ob- 
JM&n  is  taken  thereto  it  is  quite  in 
4idsr    to     move     the     closure    pur- 
Mwt  to  the  new  Standing  Order.    As 
^ike  entry  in  the  Votes  I  do  not  ob- 
■Mve  anything  which  is  irregular.    I 
hi  it  states  that  '<  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
soss.in  his  place  and  claimed  to  move 
*ftat  the  Queetion  be  now  put.'  "  It  is 
JAb  competent    for   the    right   hon. 
Oi^tteman  to  move  that  Motion,  at  the 
flM  indicated,  and  it  is  the  form  in  use 
Wfstbu  new  Standing  Order,  **  Sittings 
^Iks  House/'  came  into  force.    But  I 
wm  protest  against  any  reference  be- 
Iv.aade  to  me  against  any  decision 
Urired  at  in  Oommittee;  and  I  have 


only  entered  thus  far  into  the  matter 
out  of  regard  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  out  of  respect  for  the  House 
generally.  No  irregularity  occurred,  in 
ray  opinion,  but  these  proceedings  were 
perfectly  regular. 

Me.  sexton  :  Of  course,  Sir,  I  bow 
to  your  ruling,  and  I  shall  take  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  another  occa- 
sion. But  in  the  matter  of  the  accuracy 
of  the  records  of  the  House,  you  surely. 
Sir,  are  the  guardian  of  the  House. 
The  record  states — 

'*  It  being  after  half- past  five  of  the  clock 
and  objection  being  taken  to  farther  proceed- 
ings the  Chairman  rose  to  interrapt  the 
business." 

This  statement  is  'inaccurate,  and  that 
part  of  it  with  respect  to  objection  being 
taken  is  incoherent  snd  unintelligible. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  will  communicate 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  see 
that  the  record  is  correct,  but  I  have  no 
reason  at  present  to  doubt  its  accu- 
racy. 

Me.  COURTNEY :  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  one  word.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast  has  power  to  arraign  my  conduct 
in  this  particular,  by  a  Motion  made  in 
the  House,  which  is  the  proper  step 
to  take.  What  was  done  yesterday  was 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  prece- 
dents which  have  been  followed  both  in 
Committee  and  in  the  House.  In  the 
particular  point  to  which  he  has  called 
atteotion — as  to  the  word  "rose" — ^he 
is  perhaps  justified  in  his  remark.  The 
exact  situation  may  be  represented 
in  this  way.  The  Chairman  rose, 
and  thereupon  he  would  have  left  the 
Chair,  objection  being  taken  to  further 
proceeding,  had  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  moved  that  the  Question  be 
now  put.  The  only  point  is  that  the 
Chairman  was  on  his  legs  throughout 
the  incident,  and  therefore  the  word 
*'  rose  "  is  inaccurate. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  perfectly  accept  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  explanation,  but 
will  he  be  good  enough  to  see  that  the 
record  corresponds  with  his  narrative  ? 

ORDERS    Of   THE  DAY. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £81,062,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  snm 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Salaries,  Allowances,  and  Expenses  and  Pen- 
sions of  various  County  Court  Officers,  of 
Divisional  Commissioners  and  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Expenses  of  Revision." 

♦Me.  a.  pease  (York) :  The  Motion 
whicli  stands  in  my  name  has  been 
described  in  the  public  press  as  an  attack 
upon  the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ire- 
land.  I  demar  to  that  description  of 
it,  for  it  is  not  my  intention  to  attack  the 
Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland  gener- 
ally, but  rather  to  attack  the  system 
under  which  tl^y  are  appointed,  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
administers  that  system.  So  far  from 
desiring  to  denounce  the  whole  body  of 
the  Besident  Magistracy,  I  would  have 
them  placed  in  a  much  higher  position 
in  the  public  estimation,  where  their 
impartiality  and  independence  would  be 
above  suspicion.  It  will  be  my  dis- 
agreeable duty  to  criticise  the  conduct 
oi  one  or  two  individuals,  but  I  do  not 
desire  to  attribute  the  characteristics  of 
these  to  the  whole  class  to  which  they 
belong.  Indeed,  in  some  parts,  at  any 
rate  of  Ulster,  the  Besident  Magistrates 
are  the  only  Magistrates  now  saturated 
with  Oranee  prejudices ;  and  at  the 
hands  of  the  Stipendiary  there  is  the 
only  hope  for  the*  Nationalist  to  obtain 
that  justice  which  is  the  birthright  of 
every  subject  of  the  Crown.  It  is  my 
sincere  wish  to  ensure  a  respect  for 
constituted  authority,  which  is  now 
impossible.  I  am  aware  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  &  certain  number 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  look 
upon  the  Mr.  Cecil  Boches,  the 
Captain  Segrave?,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge  Webbs — the  latter  of  whom 
earned,  in  some  degree  at  any  rate,  his 
preferment  to  his  present  position 
through  being  assistant  autnor  of 
the  articles  ''Pamellism  and  Crime,'* 
and  who  has  shown  his  gratitude  for  his 
preferment  by  doubling  or  increasing  on 
appeal  the  sentences  passed  on  Members 
of  this  House,  and  other  political  oppo- 
nents of  the  Chief  Secretary — ^I  know 
that  these  men  are  looked  upon  as 
saviours  of  society.  They  are  not 
saviours  o^  society ;  but  I  believe  there 


have  been  Besident  Magistrateft,  Ootmtj 
Court  Judges,  and  Judges  of  tbe  High 
Court,   who  have  stocm  betweon  £e 
Government  and  their  attempt  to  prosti- 
tute and  degrade  the  law  for  political 
purposes.    While  the  Chief  Seotetaxy 
and  a  certain  section  of  Irish  oflSoiils, 
and  those   adventurers  who  may  be 
described  as  men  who  bring  their  lojalty 
to  market,  have  been  eng^g;ed  in  woik- 
ing  the  law  for  their  own  enda,  vA 
to  gratify  a  faction,  and  briDgiog  there- 
by contempt  upon  the  law,  hatred  opm 
its  administration,  making  the  rights  of 
property  intolerable,  and  depriving  the 
people  of  their  Constitutional  hbert^f 
there  have  been  men  in  Ireland  who 
have  resisted  the  pressure  of  the  Ositle, 
of    the  Government,   and   that  sooial 
pressure  of  the   ascendency  cla«  in 
Ireland,   more    potent    because  more 
insidious,  there    have  been  men  who 
have  endeavoured    to    give  the  sam» 
law  to  the  Nationalist  and  tiie  Catho- 
lic as  to   the   Protestant    and    Tory. 
Now,  we  find  from  a  Betum  lidd  before 
the  House  that  all  the  90  and  odd  mem- 
bers of  the  Besident  Magistracy  oocnpy 
their  positions   during   pleasure,  ana 
whose  pleasure?    The  pleasure  nomi- 
nally of  the  Lord  lieutenant,  bnt  the 
pleasure  actually  of  the  Chief  Qecntuy- 
Sir,  they  occupy  their  ponUon  daring 
the  pleasure  of  a  Party  man  and  a 
Member  of  the  Government.   I  imaged 
that  in  no  country  would  such  a  state  oi 
things  be  looked  upon  as  fair,  ei^  to 
the  public  at  large  or  to  that  section  of 
the  judiciary  to  which  these  men  bekMig, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  the  Ban- 
dent  Magistrates  themselves  that  th^ 
should  feel  that  the  retention  of  A«r 
position,  and  in  some  oases  their  veiy 
livelihood,  depends,  not  upon  the  eoa- 
scientious     discharge     of    the    dvnM 
of  their  office,   but   upon  the  fii^viffi 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.     Stidh  a  condi- 
tion of  service  must,  in  the  coursa  w 
time,  degrade  the  Benoh  in  pablio  ^ 
mation,  and  lead  to  a  certain  aervifitf  * 
the  part  of  members  of  the  Bessh-  j 
regard     unquestioning^    obeditfioa   ^ 
the  law  the    state  of    mind  whish  i 
good  Govemment  should  try  to  s*i^ 
vate;  but  the  present  AdminisMiflB 
by  the  methods  they  pnrsae,  eonstiirtj] 
raise  in  the  minds  of  the  poopl*^ 
questions :  Are  the  triads  ftur  tnala^  •* 
the  Justices  who  try  the  cases  fm, 
appointed,  aAd  are  the  aothoritiss  t 
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floziong  to  secure  fair  trial  for  the  pri- 
sonen,  as    they    are    to    secure    the 
convictions  of  the  men  brought  before 
tlie  Goarts?    When   a   Nationalist  is 
brought  before  a  political  opponent  pre- 
iidiogo?6r  one  of  these  Oonrts,  appointed 
partly  on  account  of  his  Party  bias  by 
a  poUtio^  Minister  with  strong  Party 
tiaa,  to  deal  witha  case  into  which  poli- 
tictd  feeling  enters  very  largely,  I  say 
Ae  pabhc  at  large  naturally  ask  the 
question,  is  the  tribunal  a  fair  tribunal, 
nd  is  the  Magistrate  fairly  appointed  ? 
NoW|  let  me  call  the  attention  of  the 
Oommittee  to  the  qualification  of  the 
fiendent  Mag^istrates  for  their   office. 
Of  the  90   and   odd  Besident  Magis- 
trates I  find  that  27  have  served  in  the 
Army,  the  Indian  Army,  or  the  Militia. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  these  are  qualifica- 
tions that  do  not  commend  themselves 
to  the  people,  having    regard  to    the 
tiibnnals  before  which  their  leaders  are 
hronght.    They  savour  rather  of  a  state 
of  Martial  Law  than  of  what  we  expect 
to  see  in  the  United  Kingdom  under 
Oomatitational  Law,  and  under  the  reign 
ol  what  we  regard  as  the  Ordinary  Law. 
If  we  look  to  the  former  avocations  of 
Besident  Magistrates  as  given  in  the 
third  column  of  this  Beturn  we  find 
•ome   very    curious    qualifications    set 
down.    I  will  not  read  the  names  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  but  if  we  com- 
msDoe  with  No.  7  on  this  list  we  find 
the  name  of  a  gentleman  who  is  de- 
scribed   as    having  formerly   been   a 
"resident  county  gentleman  andHono- 
my  Secretary   to  the  Tipperary  Agri- 
tidtnral  Society."    Well,  I  cannot  for 
the  life  of    me  see  in  what  way  his 
having  been  Honorary  Secretary  to  the 
Hffmry  Ag;rioultural  Society  could  be 
*  qualifioatioQ  for  the  position  of  a 
Stipendiary  Magistrate  in  Ireland.   The 
aezt  on  the  list  is  described  as  having 
*^  served  seven  years  in  the  8th  Hussars, 
tad  afterwards  in  the   Militia";  the 
Ant  ''served  in  the  Army,  and  was  after- 
vatds.  Assistant  Commissioner   in  the 
DnUtn.  Police" ;  the  next  ''served  as 
High  Sheriff    in  County  Limerick  in 
1681/'  and  *'  kept  aU  terms  for  the  Bar, 
teftirfamilyreaeons  was  not  called."  So 
IsMit  go  on  through  the  list  giving  the 
yahftnstions  for  these  gentlemen  hold* 
H|Jhg  position  they.do.  There  is  another 
sipwiilion  T  take   to  the  system  under 
wHdb  Itesident  Magistrates  now  act, 
ttAibat  Js  that  there  is  a  confusion 


between  their  judicial    and  executive 
functions.  Under  Lord  Spencer  an  effort 
was,  I  believe,  made  to'  prevent  this 
confusion  in  the  duties  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates  from  arising,  and  to  insure 
that  the  Magistrates  who  made  orders 
in  Court  should  not  execute  the  decisions 
themselves.    But  now  the  spectacle  is 
frequently  seen  of  a  Resident  Magistrate 
adjudicating  on  a  political  case  in  Court  ^ 
and  then  going  out  to  give  effect  to  the 
orders  in    person  at  the  head  of  the 
police,  and  sometimes  with  a  blackthorn 
in  his  hand,  aiding  the  constables  to 
baton  the  people.    Before  I  have  done 
I  shall  allude  to  some  instances  of  this 
kind  in  respect  to  one  Besident  Magis- 
trate ;  but  I  am  glad  to  say  that,  so  it^ 
as  my  own  knowledge  goes,   it  is  the 
only   case    of  a   Besident    Magistrate 
taking  part  in  the  beating  and  batoning 
of  the  people;  there  may  be  other  cases, 
but  they  are  not  within  my  own  know* 
ledge.    I  may  call  attention  to  the  dic- 
tum of  an  Irish  Judge  in  reference  to 
the  Magistracy — it  is  old,  but  it  is  as 
applicable  now  as  it  was  to  the  times 
in  which  it  was  delivered. 

"  Bat  there  is  one  remedy  that  would,  in  my 
estimation,  more  than  any  other,  especially 
contribute  to  soothe  the  minds  of  the  discoo- 
tented  peasantry  and  thereby  enable  tiiem 
patiently  to  suffer  the  pressure  of  those  burdens 
which  cannot  under  existing  circumstances  be 
effectually  removed;  I  mean  the   equal    and 

impartial  administration  of  justice 

It  IS  not  improbable  that  many  men  have  crept 
into  the  Commission  who,  however  useful  they 
might  occasionally  have  been,  ought  not  to 
remain.  The  neeiiy  adventurer, — the  hunter 
for  preferment — the  intemperate  zealot— the 
trader  in  false  loyalty— the  jobbers  of  absentees 
—if  any  of  these  various  descriptiono  are  found 
their  names  should  be  expunged  from  the 
CommissioD." 

♦The     chief     SEOBETABY    fob 

IBELA.ND     (Mr.     A.     J.    Balfoub, 

Manchester,  E.) :  May  I  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  he  is  quoting  fronii 
and  when  and  where  this  was  said, 
and  was  it  in  reference  to  the  ordinary 
Bench  or  to  Besident  Magistrates 
especially  ? 

«Mb.  a.  pease  :  The  learned  Judge 
was  referring,  I  believe,  to  the  whole 
Magistracy  of  the  country.  The  name 
of  the  learned  Judge  was  Fletcher.  I 
cannot  g^ve  the  exact  date,  but  he  was 
delivering  a  charge  to  the  Grand  Jury 
in  County  Wexford. 

Mb.  W.  BEDMOND  :  In  1814. 
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«Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOnS:  That  is  a  long 
time  ago. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:    So  much 
the  better. 

♦Me.  a.  PEASE:  Well,  I  say  some 
of  thoFo  Resident  Magistrates  are  un- 
fitted by  theii'  preyioos  training  to 
adjudicate  on  the  cases  brought  before 
them  under  the  Grimes  Act,  and  many 
others  are  equally  unfitted  for  the 
executive  functions  they  have  to  dis« 
charge.  I  have  myself  seen  what  I  can 
only  describe  as  the  crazy  ferocity  of  a 
Resident  Magistrate  almost  bring  about 
one  of  those  scenes  of  bloodshed  and 
brutality  which  are,  unhappily,  frequent 
in  Ireland,  eyents  which,  however  much 
they  may  gratify  the  appetite  of  Tories 
for  giving  the  Irish  a  lesson,  do  more  to 
stimulate  the  passionsof  the  people  and  to 
degrade  the  Executive,  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law,  and  to  injure  the 
prospects  of  good  orderly  government 
than  any  other  incidents  whatever.  In 
one  particular  instance  I  have  in 
mind  nothing  but  the  good  sense  of  the 
District  Inspector  who  was  at  the 
head  of  a  larg^  force  of  constabulary 
and  who  very  freely  and  liberally 
interpreted  the  orders  he  received 
prevented  an  inexcusable  scene  of 
wanton  bloodshed  and  brutality.  We 
had  yesterday  some  strictures  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  police,  but  I  may  say 
that,  so  far  as  my  own  experience  goes, 
I  have  never  seen  the  police  behave 
badly  except  when  they  have  been 
badly  handled  by  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  altiiough  the  Resident 
Magistrates  who  have  mismanaged  the 
police  do  not  form  a  large  propor- 
tion of  those  whose  names  are  mentioned 
in  this  Return,  yet  there  have  been 
occasions  when  the  mismanagement  of 
Resident  Magistrates  has  brought 
about  scenes  that  are  a  scandal  to  any 
civilised  country.  Such  a  scene  was 
ihat  at  Mitchelstown,  when  Captain 
Segrave  had  command.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opnosite  must  be  aware  of  the 
chronic  disposition  and  mental  attitude 
of  some  of  these  gentlemen  towards  the 
people  at  large.  While  travelling  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  not  so  long 
ago,  I,  for  the  greater  part  of  one 
day,  had  the  companionship  of  a  Resi- 
dent Magistrate,  and  an  agreeable, 
courteous,  pleasant  companion  he  was. 
In  the  course  of  conversation  we  got  on 
to  the  question  of  hunting  in  the  dis- 


trict, and  the  stopping  of  hantiDg  bj 
the  occupiers  of  land  in  several  parte 
of  Ireland,  and  I  asked  if  hunting 
had  been  so  stopped  in  the  district  near 
where  we  then  were.  He  informed  me 
that  an  attempt  had  been  made,  bat  be 
said — 

"  We  gave  them  a  lesson  on  the  fiist  ooet* 
sion  when  they  tried  to  prerent  ns  going  on 
their  land.    We— 

and  I  suppose  he  was  indading  other 
Magistrates ; 

'*  had  the  men  before  us  and  we  gave  them— - 
I  forget  the  exact  sentence, 

'*  but  three  or  nz  months'  hard  labour  for  ob« 
jectiog  to  oar  riding  otot  their  land.** 

Now,  if  there  is  one  amusement  more 
than  another  that  depends  upon  ^ 
good  will  of  the  ag^cultural  oommnmtj 
it  is  hunting.    I  was  shocked,  not  oidy 
by  the  account  of  the  punishment  in- 
flicted— I  cannot  myself  understand  how 
it  could  be  inflicted ;  I  do  not  t\nnk  it 
could  be  legally  inflicted    [Hear,  hear! 
from    Mr.    Balfour]  ;    but  we  hate 
a  reckless  executive  in    Ireland  wlio 
obey   no    law    but  their    will  —  bnt, 
as  I  was  about  to  say,   I  was  more 
shocked  by  the  lightness    with  which 
my     companion      referred      to     the 
whole  proceeding  and  the  punifhrnent 
awarded  to  these  men.     I  can  only  asf 
of  the  part  of  Torksbire  in  whioh  I  to* 
side  that  if  there  were  landlords  who  set 
themselves    to  level    and   destroy  die 
homes  of  the  people  as  some  Irish  land- 
lords have,  then  I  should  say  that  all 
those  enffaged  in  agriculture  would  he 
fully  entitled  to  take  every  legal  means 
in  their  power  to.  prevent  these  exter- 
minators —  the     devastators    of   tiie 
oouatry  and  the  burners  and  leveDece 
of  the  people's  homes — from  the  amuse- 
ment of  riding  over  the  fields  of  those 
whom  they  were  persecuting.     1  AJ 
this,  being  myself  a  strong  supporter 
of  the  sport.    What  shocked  me  more 
in  the  conversation  with  the   Besideat 
Magistrate,  of  whom  I  speak,  was  asi 
so  much  what  he  said  as  the  manner  ii 
which  he  said  it.  An  incident,  of  wtiA 
he  seemed  to  be  particularly   piood, 
was   having   escorted  a    batch  of  40 
evicted  tenants  and  their  sons  to  Sligo, 
where  they  were  sentenced  to  terms  of 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  ft^l^ 
or  18  months.   I  believe  this  gentleosi 
to  be  an  honourable  and  naturally  s 
kindly-disposed    man,     bat    his  nw 
appeared  to  me  to  be  utterly  oorrupto^ 
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hj  the  brutal  system  whioli  he  had  been 
called  upon  to  carry  out  for  a  number  of 
years.   The  system  was    bad    enough 
before  the  Chief  Secretary  touched  it, 
butthe  appointments  madeto  the  Magis- 
tracy since  his  time  have  been  more 
scandalous  than  before.    I  was  about  to 
allude  to  Captain  Segrave,  but  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  his  appointment  was 
not  made  under  the  present  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  so  I  pass  that 
appointment   by,    and    call   particular 
attention  to  that  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche. 
[Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  He  was  not  ap- 
pomted  by  me.]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  told  the  House,  however,  that 
Mp.  Cecil  Roche  had  been  advanced  and 
promoted  because  he  considered  that  his 
wtion  in  Ireland  had  deserved  it.   [Mr, 
Balfoub  :  "  Hear,   hear."]    Who  was 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche  ?  He  was  a  gentleman 
who  at  General  Election  times  was  a 
Jecturer  and  orator  engaged  on  behalf 
of  the  Conservative  Party.    He    was 
engaged  by  the  Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
union  as  an  itinerant  agitator.  It  seems 
to  me,  therefore,  that  while  Houston  and 
^igott  brought  their  loyalty  to  market 
and  sold  it  to  the  I^fiiw,  Mr.  Cecil  Roche 
did  very  much  the  same  thing  in  selling 
hia  loyalty  to  the  Chief  Secretary.    But 
those  qualities  which  make  an  adminis- 
^tor  hated  and  create  ill-feeling  and 
bitterness  among  classes    in    Ireland, 
a^em  to  me   to    be    the  chief  recom- 
mendations to  distinction  in  the  eyes 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  a  speedy 
and  direct  road  to  promotion  and  reward. 
In  the  mere  figures  of  the  convictions  re- 
«ttded  before  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  I  think 
;  *e  have  something  like  a  fulfilment  of 
I  *e  prophecy  held  out  by  Mr.  M.  Blake, 
who  was  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  for 
\  Owk,  and  who   resigned  that  office  on 
|ttd  passings  of  the  (MmesAct.    In  his 
btter  of  resignation  he  said : — 

.^jUie  nature  of  J  the  procedure  under  the 
Mnei  Act  Beexns  to  me  to  deprive  the  Crown 
MWBcntor  of  any  discretion  in  disGriminating 
the  innocent  and  guilty — Vhile  the 
before  which  he  would  have  to  act 
scarcely  to  have  the  independence  that, 
mj  judgment^  ou^ht  to  characterise  any 
It  intrusted    with     the   liberties   of    the 

[  1mv9  not  been  able  to  find  out  the 
Qomber  of  convictions  in  cases  tried 
Mr.  Cecil  Koche  uader  the  Crimes 
bat  between  Maroh   of  last  year 
tile    previous    August    this    Mr. 
JSoche    appears    to  haye    heard 
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charges  against  90  persons,  of  whom  he 

convicted  84.     These  facts  are  surely 

significant  of  the  temper  of    the  man. 

A  learoed  Judge  of  the  High  Court  has 

expressed  something  veiy  lil^o  contempt 

for     these     Courts.       While    Captain 

Pluhkett  has  found  a  motto  suitable 

for  the  Irish  Constabulary  policy  of  the 

Chief  Secretary,  Baron  Dowse  has  found 

one  for  the   right    hon.    Gentleman's 

Coercion  Courts.  Yesterday  he  said  of 

them — 

*'  I  am  no  great  admirer  of  these  inferior 
Courts ;  it  appears  to  me  their  motto  is,  *  1  am 
Sir  Oracle,  let  no  dog  hark.' " 

Now  it  will  be  said  that  in  the  hearing 
of  these  oases  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  had  the 
assistance  of  another  Resident  Magi- 
strate ;  but  everybody  knows  that  every 
Itesident  Magistrate  has  to  play  second 
fiddle  to  Mr.  Boche,  and  in  one  case  he 
openly    denounced    as    too    lenient    a 
sentence  passed  in  his  presence  by  the 
presiding  Magistrate,  Mr.  Kilkelly,  who 
thereupon    asked     Colonel    Turner    to 
relieve  him  from  the  duty  of  sitting  with 
Mr.  Boche  again.     Well,  Mr.  Boche  is 
promoted,  and  Mr.  Kilkelly  is  removed 
to  another  district.    It  is  impossible  to 
review    anything    like   a   considerable 
proportion  of  the  cases  tried  before  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche,  we  shall  never  know  what 
the  common  people  have  suffered  at  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Boche ;  but  we  can  gather 
some  idea  of  it  from  what  has  happened 
in  the  cases  of  Members  of  this  House. 
The* wicked  severity  of  Mr.  Boche  is 
illustrated   by  his  sentencing  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox)  to  four 
months'  imprisonment,  on  the  charge  of 
unlawful  assembly,  in  attending  a  meet- 
ing in  a  proclaimed  district  and  deliver- 
ing a  speech  to  his  own  constituents, 
the    main    burden    of    which    was   a 
denunciation    of    crime    and    outrage. 
The  best  comment  upon  the  sentence  is 
that  the  County  Court  Judge  reduced  it 
to  one  month's  imprisonment  as  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant.      At    the  risk  of 
wearying    the  Committee    to  whom   I 
know  the  reading  of  extracts  is  distaste- 
ful, I  will  read  some  passages  from  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Clare, 
including  the  incriminating  language, 
and  for  this  speech  I  ask  the  Committee 
to    remember   the    hon.   Member  was 
sentenced  by  Mr.  Boche  to  four  months' 
imprisonment.     Here  is  an  extract  from 
the   speech    delivered    to    his   consti- 
tuents:— 
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**  I  would  implore  the  young  men  of  Clare, 
and  I  wish  my  voice  could  reach  the  ears  and 
hearts  of  every  young  man  to-night,  and  this 
lisdoonvama  case  may  point  a  moral  if  it  can- 
not adorn  a  sad  tale  for  them.  Let  them  shun 
outrages  and  avoid  the  tempter  to  evil  deeds  as 
they  would  shun  Satan  himself,  and  if  for  no 
holier  and  higher  motive,  at  least  for  the  selfish 
motive  of  their  own  safety.  There  are  foolish 
people  in  the  country  who  think  revenge  should 
he  wreaked  for  any  petty  act  of  local  tyranny. 
I  do  not  think  the  common  sense  of  the  country 
will  accept  their  opinions  and  views  against 
the  opinions  and  views  of  our  great  leader, 
Mr.  Pamell,  or  the  greatest  statesman  of 
modern  times,  Mr.  Gladstone.  Wherever  and 
whenever  you  meet  with  such  men  avoid  and 
shun  them,  for,  believe  me,  theirs  is  no  good 
purpose.  The  louder  they  boast  of  their  pa- 
triotism and  what  they  are  prepared  to  do  and 
dare  the  more  reason  have  you  to  shun  them, 
for,  believe  me,  nine  out  of  every  ten  of  such 
men  are  in  the  pay  of  our  enemies.  We  have 
now  the  great  Liberal  Party  of  England  at  our 
back,  with  their  great  leader,  Mr.  Gladstone ; 
we  have  the  English  democracy  with  us,  as 
will  be  told  to  you  in  a  few  minutes  by  Mr. 
Gonybeare.  With  such  allies,  nothing  can 
stop  or  stay  our  march  to  liberty,  save  and 
except  the  commission  of  outrage,  which  must 
inevitably  drive  our  allies  from  our  side,  and 
bring  joy,  hope,  and  satisfaction  to^  the  hearts 
of  the  miserable  gang  of  coercionists—the 
CuUinane  Balfour  now  in  office.  Hearken,  then, 
to  the  advice  of  the  great  leader  who  never  yet 
g^ve  wrong  counsel  or  advice :  follow  the 
counsel  of  the  veteran  leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  be  g^uilty  of  no  crime  or  outrage,  follow 
the  open  and  Constitutional  agitation  which 
will  certainly  bring  us  to  the  goal  of  our  long 
lost  right!  *' Adhere  to  the  doctrines  and 
teachings  of  the  National  League  *-but  I  forget 
my  friends.  Balfour  says  the  League  has 
been  proclaimed  in  Clare.    I  ask  you,  is  it  ? 

tLoud  ihouls  #/  •*  No !  "]  I  wish  Balfour  were 
lere  to  listen  to  that  thundering  shout;  he 
would  know  the  value  you  place  on  his  procla- 
mation, i  beseech  you  all,  young  and  old,  to 
adhere  to  the  Constitutional  teachings  of  the 
National  League." 

Well,  these  utterances  are  the  crime  for 

which  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Glare 

was  sentenced  to  four  months'  imprison- 
ment. Next  on  the  list  we  come  to  the 
treatment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Kerry.  Mr.  Koche  sentenced  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Har- 
rington) to  six  months'  hard  labour  for 
reporting  in  his  own  newspaper  a  epeech 
delivered  to  his  own  constituents,  and 
that  sentence  horrified  and  disgusted  a 
good  many  Conservatives  and  honest 
Tories,  and  I  believe  has  done  more  to 
throw  light  on  the  manner  in  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  the  law  administered 
in  Ireland  than  any  other  eeutence 
passed  under  the  Crimes  Act.  The 
non.     Member      for      the       Harbour 
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Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.Harrington), 
who  has  had   no  connection  with  the 
paper  for  years,  although  by  a  clerical 
error  his  name  appeared  on  the  list  of 
proprietors,   was  for  the  same  ofifence 
in    January.  1888,    sentenced^  to    rix 
weeks'     hard    labour  — an    infiwnous 
sentence,    the    appeal     against    which 
has  been   taken    to  the    High  Court, 
without,    however,     any    day    having 
as    yet    been  fixed    for    the    hearing. 
This  is  in  itself  a  significant  commentary 
of  the  High  Court  on  the  action  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  from  the  Magistrate. 
Mr.  W.   O'Brien    was    sentenced    by 
Mr.  Boche  to  six  months    for  alleged 
conspiracy ;    and     the     comment    on 
this  sentence  by  another  County  Court 
Judge  was  the  reduction  of  it  to  rix 
weeks.      There  are  other  cases  on  Ae 
list,  but  I  think  I  have  quoted  enough 
to   show  what  treatment  the   political 
opponents  of  the  Chief  Secretary  have 
at  the  hands  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche.    I 
should  like  to  quote  what  a  London 
Unionist  paper  says    with  regard   to 
some  of  these  convictions— 

"  To  us  it  appears  clear  that  Mr.  Rodie,  the 
Magistrate  who  tried  Mr.  T.  Uarrinffton's  csM, 
decided  it  contrary  to  the  weight  of  evideoee. 
There  is  an  apparent  ?indictiToneas  aboot  tbia 
prosecution  which  is  not  crediUUe  to  the 
Government.  It  will  be  said  thronghoat  Ir©- 
land,  a'nd  with  good  reawn,  that  ^;  /^ 
Harrington  has  been  prosecuted  and  ^^^*J~ 
not  because  he  had  any  connectioa  witlittft 
Keny  Sentin$i,  but  beoause  he  is  Seeretaxy  « 
the  Irish  National  League." 


Then  the  article  goes  on  to  say — 

"  Even  Irish  County  Court  Judges  are  be- 
coming ashamed  of  the  petty  and  contesapGhto 
prosecutions  of  Mr.  Balfour.  Testerdaj  Jadge 
Morris  converted  Mr.  Sheehy  into  a  flnt-etMi 
misdemeanant,  at  the  same  time  atronglj  «s* 

Sressing    himself    against     the   InflictMai   ot 
egrading   and   humiliating   punialiinenfa  M 
poUtical  prisoners." 

This  is  how  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  bfts  Ab 
tinguished  himself  in  endeavouiin^  U 
pa^  humiliating  and  degradin|(  r^""^ 
tences  on  the  political  opponents  of 
Chief  Secretary,  and  for  thia  he 
got  his  reward.  Now,  what  mnt 
example  do  these  gentlemen  ae^ 
of  whose  functions  is  to  sappreai 
practice  of  boycotting  iu  Ireland  T 
hon.  Member  for  West  Kerry  aQi 
yesterday  to  this  matter  of  boyc 
on  tho  part  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche. 
gentleman    was  solicited  in  the 

way  for  his  annual  subscription  tc 

Tralee  races,  but  he  declined   to  Iivf 
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anytiung  to  do  with   the  matter,  and 
htrodaeed  for  the  firet  time  a  political 
ehment  into  these   matters.    He  could 
not,  he  said,  have  his  name  associated 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Eeny.    The  original  letter  of  Mr.  Cecil 
Boehe,  dated  July  26thy  has  been  put 
into  mj  hand,   and  in  this  letter  Mr. 
Soche  declines  a  subscription   on  the 
ground  that  he  does  not  feel  justified  in 
giTinghis  support,  owing  to  the   pre- 
sence on  the  Oommittee  of  an  indivi- 
duil  whom  it  was  his  painful  duty  to 
sentence  to  a  term  of  imprisonment,  and 
who,  in  his  journal,  systematically  in- 
•alted  those  engaged  in  the  mainten- 
anee  of  law  and  order.     At  the  same 
time,  there  appears  to  be  a  letter  from 
Oolonel  Turner,  in  which  he  says  that 
under  ordinary  circumstances  he  would 
hsTO  been  glad  to  subscribe,  but  as  he 
saw  in  the  Use  of  stewards  a  person  who 
had  been  a  persistent  breaker  of  the 
law  and   a   constant  traducer   of  the 
Boyai  Irish  Oonstabulary,  he  must  de- 
dine  to  do  so.      These  two  men,  I  say, 
are  setting  the  example  of  boycotting 
to  th^  country.     I  have  always  thought 
that  even  where   a  man  has    been  a 
criminal,  that    having  been  convicted 
and  suffered  his  term  of  imprisonment, 
he  is  to  be  regarded  as  having  purged 
bimself  of  his  crime.      I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  even  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  in  his 
heart   of  hearts    regarded   the    hon. 
ICemberas  a  criminal.     And,  now,  I 
•hould  like  to  giYO  a  few  samples  of  the 
Mntences  passed  by  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche. 
ffis  sentences  are  the  heaviest  passed  in 
tty  of  the  Coercion  Courts  in  Ireland. 
&  one   case    Dennis    McNamara,  of 
Iftnis,  convicted  of  the  crime  of  selling 
Smt^d  Ireland,  was,  on  November  26th, 
M7,  sentenced  by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  to 
ivvsn  days'  imprisonment.     This  crime 
if  selling  United  Ireland  appears  to  have 
VXD  committed    in  every  part  of  the 
itry,  and  jet  this  man  alone  appears 
^have  been  singled  out  for  prosecution. 
kBMmth  afterwards,  for  a  repetition  of 
same  offence,  the  man  was  sentenced 
[two  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
and  not  long  after  that  for  dis- 
in  the  window  of  his  grocer's 
a  representation  of  a  harp  without 
t,  and  a  shamrock  with  the  motto, 
save  Ireland "  on  it,   he  was 
up    before  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
and  fined  £2.     Sir,  the  device  for 
display  of  whieh  this  man  was  fined 


£2  is  to  be  seen  in  this  Chamber,  and, 
if  it  were  daylight,  it  could  be  seen  in 
the  stained  glass  of  the  windows.  If  it 
is  a  crime  to  display  such  a  device  in 
Ireland,  surely  it  should  also  be  a  crime 
to  do  it  here.  Besides  being  fined  £2, 
this  man  was  subjected  to  a  course  of 
petty  persecution.  Policemen  were  told 
off  to  take  the  names  of  the  people 
entering  his  shop,  and  some  were  per- 
mitted to  ransack  his  little  place,  take 
away  a  part  of  his  stock-in-trade,  the 
object,  obviously,  being  to  ruin  him  in 
his  business.  Then  a  man  named  Bros- 
nan  was  sentenced  by  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
to  one  month's  imprisonment  for  selling 
United  Ireland,  A  man  named  O'Bourke 
was  sentenced  to  the  same  term  of  im- 
prisonment for  selling  the  Cjrk  Mfrald, 
and  Pat  Ferriter  was  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  selling  United  Irehnd,  There  are  a 
number  of  other  cases  tried  by  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  where  the  sentences  were 
equally  atrocious  from  our  point  of 
view.  There  was  the  case  of  Moyna- 
ban  and  Quinlao,  who  were  sent  to 
prison  for  one  month  each  for  "  some- 
thing between  a  boo  and  a  laugh,  in 
fact  a  mongrel  laugh ; "  and  there  is 
the  case  of  McCarthy,  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  14  days'  imprisonment  for 
simply  refusing  to  go  off  the  foot- 
path to  make  way  for  a  policeman. 
Another  man  named  Sullivan  was 
sent  to  gaol  for  three  months  for 
"having  arms  in  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict," the  '*  arms "  consisting  of  a 
"heavy  leaden  bullet,"  which  the 
man — against  whom  not  a  particle  of 
evidence  was  brought — said  he  had 
seen  in  the  road  and  had  picked  up 
for  a  marble.  I  could  mention  many 
other  cases  to  show  that  amongst  the 
most  abominable  and  cruel  sentences 
passed  by  any  Besident  Magistrate 
under  the  Coercion  Act  are  those  of  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche.  But  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  has 
distinguished  himself  in  another  way. 
On  a  good  many  occasions  after  his 
wearying  labours  in  the  Coercion  Court, 
he  has  taken  relaxation  in  batoning  the 

Eeople.  He  did  that  at  Miltown  Mal- 
ay. A  number  of  blacksmiths  had 
been  tried,  or  rather  sentenced— for  no 
evidence  of  conspiracy  whatever  was 
given —to  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour,  and  a  small  crowd  cheered  them. 
The  police  charged  the  crowd,  and  Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  him<ielf  joined  in  the  assault^ 
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BhikiDg  the  pf  ople  with  his  stick.  Then, 
again,  on  12st  January,  1888,  at  Dingle, 
a  number  of  men  were  sentenced  to  im- 
prisonment for  one  month  for  laughing 
and  groaning  at  the  police  on  their  way 
to  prevent  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League.  There  was  the  usual  termina- 
tion to  a  Petty  Sessions — a  number  of 
people  gathered  sympathising  with  the 
prisoners — the  crowd  was  charged,  and 
with  30  constables,  Mr.  Oepil  Boche 
cruelly  attacked  the  defenceless  people 
and  batoned  them  mercilessly.  Then 
at  Bathmore,  on  the  11th  February,  a 
number  of  men  had  been  sentenced  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  for  a  trivial  and  technical  assault 
on  the  police,  and  as  soon  as  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Court  was  over  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  retired  to  the  public  street  and 
batoned  the  people.  I  maintain  that 
this  is  not  only  brutalisingto  the  people, 
but  degrading  to  the  administrators  of 
the  law.  I  certainly  consider  that  this 
gentlqman  whom  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  advanced  and  preferred  on  account 
of  his  services  **  in  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  in  Ireland,"  is,  perhaps,  the  worst 
case  I  could  adduce.  It  is  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  spirit  and  method  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  I  shall  ask  the 
Committee — though  I  will  not  ask  it  to 
endorse  all  I  have  said  in  regard  to  this 
individual  or  any  other  individual — to 
support  me  when  I  move  the  reduction 
of  tliis  Vote,  as  a  protest  against  the 
way  in  which  this  system  is  administered 
by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  against  the 
system  itself.  I  think  that  all  men  will 
in  their  calmer  moments  regard  this 
system  as  one  inimical  to  the  partiality 
and  independence  of  the  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  in  Ireland.  In  order  to 
test  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  on  the 
question,  I  will  conclude  by  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £83,062 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr, 
Alfred  Fease,) 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
Yarious  instances  have  been  given  by 
the  hon.  Oentleman  who  preceded  me 
as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  law 
is  administered  in  Ireland.  He  has 
dealt  with  the  action  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche, 
and  he  has  shown  that  a  state  of  things 
prevails  in  Ireland  which  very  few 
Members  of  this  House  could  conceive. 

Mr.  A,  Pea99 


So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned— 
and  I  think  I  may  say  the  same  on 
behalf  of  my  CoUeaeues  in  this  House, 
and  of  hon.  Menxoers  from  Ireland 
generally — we  should  welcome  heartily 
the  appearance  of  English  gentlemen 
amongst  us,  whatever  their  polities 
may  be. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  proceeded  :  I  think 
if  they  would  only  g^  to  see  the  oountiy, 
they  would  better  understand  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  they  must  not  go  and  stay 
amongst  partisans  on  either  side.  I 
believe  that  if  a  gentleman  goes  there 
and  stays  at  hotels,  he  will  soon  learn 
for  himself  more  in  connection  with  the 
Irish  Question  than  he  could  gain  by  any 
amount  of  reading.  Now,  the  hon. 
Member  for  York  has  done  that.  In 
his  speech  he  referred  to  two  cases 
which  were  tried  before  the  notoriooB 
Cecil  Roche.  I  do  not  propose  to  deal 
with  any  other  oases  which  come  under 
the  notice  of  that  Stipendiary  Magis^ 
trate  for,  probably,  some  of  my  hon. 
Friends  sitting  around  me,  and 
especially  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kerry,  who  has  experienced  the 
leniency  of  that  Magistrate,  will  be 
better  able  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  bis 
administration  of  justice.  I  desire  to 
point  out  this — that  nowadays  in  Ire- 
land they  do  not  go  through  the  form 
of  reading  the  Riot  Act ;  they  declare  a 
meeting  illegal  and  immediately  order 
the  pouce  to  baton  the  people  indis- 
criminately. I  have  in  my  hands  a  case 
tried  by  two  Magistrates,  in  vhich  a 
number  of  people  were  accused  of  un- 
lawful assembly,  and  that  assembly 
consisted  of  a  demonstration  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  families  of  men  who  had 
been  imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act. 
Now,  the  constables  who  gave  evidence 
in  the  case  said  that  no  disturbance  or 
disorder  of  any  kind  occurred.  There 
was  merely  a  procession  of  men  and 
carts  bearing  presents  for  the  famihes 
of  the  imprisoned  men.  But  it 
was  a  glaring  case  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Magistrates,  and  the  result  was  that 
two  men  were  sentenced  to  two  months 
imprisonment  for  taking  part  in  the 
demonstration,  and  a  number  of  other 
men  got  six  weeks'  hard  labour  for  the 
same  so-called  offence.  It  may  be  ancient 
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hlBtorj,  but  I  ahoald  like  again  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
action  of  one  of  the  principal  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  wno  administered 
so-called  jastiee  in  Oork  and  the  adjoin- 
ing connties.  Every  person  interested 
in  our  country  is,  I  think,  prepared  to 
admit  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary,  if 
the  country  is  to  be  prosperous,  that 
respect  for  law  and  order  should  exist, 
but  we  say  that  if  you  want  to  haye 
order  in  any  community,  the  first  thing 
to  do  is  to  appoint  capable  and  impartiiu 
men  to  admmister  just  and  even-handed 
law.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  carried  his  Coercion  Bill  through  the 
House  of  Commons  assured  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  he  had  no  intention  whatever 
of  interfering  with  the  liberty  of  the 
press,  but  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  York  has  pointed  out 
case  after  case  in  which  newsvendors 
have  been  imprisoned  for  long  terms  of 
hard  labour  for  selling  papers  which  can 
be  sold  with  impunity  on  this  side  of  St. 
George's  Channel.  Even  to-night,  ou 
my  road  down  to  the  House,  I  bought  a 
copy  of  United  Ireland^  which  contained 
reports  of  meetiogps  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League.  The 
rendor  of  that  paper  to  me  wiu  certainly 
not  be  prosecuted,  but  people  selling  a 
copy  of  the  same  paper  in  Ireland  are 
subject  to  prosecution.  But  now  I  wish 
to  call  attention  to  the  case  of  Captain 
Segrave.  I  may  be  told  that  Captain 
Segrave's  case  is  still  under  considera- 
fiouy  but  may  I  point  out  that  there  are 
scores  of  people  in  Ireland  who  are 
aufferiog  long  terms  of  imprisonment, 
many  with  hard  labour,  and  who  have 
been  sentenced  by  benches  of  Magis- 
trates on  which  this  gentleman  occu- 
pied the  principal  position?  Unfor- 
tunately we  hear  no  expression  of  hope 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
persons  who  have  been  so  sentenced 
shall  be  set  at  liberty.  One  of  the  most 
disastrous  occurrences  in  Ireland  was 
that  at  Mitchelstown,  and  at  the  inquest 
which  was  held  in  connection  with  it, 
touching  the  murder  of  the  three  people 
who  lost  their  lives  on  that  occasion, 
Captain  Segrave  was  called  as  a  witness, 
and  I  propose  now  to  quote  the  account 
which  this  gentleman  gave  of  himself  on 
oath,  and  I  will  then  ask  the  House 
whether  they  expect  the  people  of  Ireland 
or  of  any  other  country  to  respect  the 
law  which  is  administored  by  a  gentle- 


man of  that  description.  Captain  Se- 
grave was  first  asked — *'  Where  did  jou 
get  your  legal  training  for  the  posi- 
tion of  Stipendiary  Magistrate?''  and 
he  replied  that  he  had  no  legal 
training  for  that  position.  Then 
he  was  asked,  '*  Where  did  jou  get 
your  military  training?"  His  answer 
was,  "  In  South  Africa,"  and  my  hon. 
Friend  who  was  cross-examining  him 
on  that  occasion  very  properly  remarked, 
"  And  a  good  place,  too.  to  teach  men  to 
deal  with  an  Irish  crowd."  It  appears 
there  was  a  little  irony  in  that  remark, 
for  it  was  about  that  time  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  shown  his  good  taste  bj 
speaking  of  the  Irish  as  a  nation  of 
Hottentots,  and  therefore  Africa  must 
have  been  a  good  place  to  which  to 
send  a  Stipendiary  Magistrate  in  order 
to  teach  him  how  to  deal  with  Hotten- 
tots.   The  examination  continued  :— 

*'  Q.  Did  you  erer  get  a  commimon  in  the 
Army  P  A.  Ko.—Q.  Did  you  try  P  A.  I  did. 
^Q.  IMd  you  iailP  Idid.-Q.  Did  you  try 
once  moreP  A.  I  tried  once  more  for  the 
preliminary  examination.  I  passed  the  second 
time.^Q.  Did  you  try  again  for  the  Commis- 
sion P  A.  I  did.-Q.  Did  you  fail  P  A.  I  did, 
but  not  very  ignomtniously. — Q  How  long 
after  that  did  you  go  to  the  GapeP  A.  Not 
long  after.  I  went  into  the  Frontier  Mounted 
Police  there.  I  remained  there  a  little  oyer 
three  years,  and  then  left.  I  left  the  force 'a 
prirate.  l*hey  did  not  seem  to  appreciate  ser- 
vice there,  for  promotion  was  not  rapid.-— Q. 
Would  a  policeman  be  guilty  of  dereliction  of 
his  duty  if  he  did  not  give  your  message  to 
the  County  Inspector  P  A.  I  do  not  know.  1 
suppose  he  would. — Q.  Then  you  don't  know 
anything  about  constabulary  law  P  A.  No. — 
Q.  Had  you  the  command  of  the  constabulary 
that  day  P  A.  Tee.  I  was  in  oommand  on 
that  day.-Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  Police 
Code  P  A.  No.— Q.  Were  you  ignorant  of  the 
instructions  in  the  Code  as  to  firing  P  A.  Yes ; 
I  was. 

Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  let  me  point  out  to 
the  Oommittee  that  this  is  not  the  des- 
cription given  by  one  of  us  of  this 
Magistrate.  It  is  a  description  which 
he  gave  of  himself  upon  oath,  and  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  talk  to  us  about  our 
want  of  respect  for  law  and  order  in 
Ireland,  I  ask  them  whether  they  them- 
selves could  respect  law  if  it  were  ad« 
ministered  by  men  of  this  description, 
and  whether  they  would  think  of  in- 
sulting the  people  of  this  country  by 
allowing  such  men  to  administer  the 
English  law.  I  could  give  instance 
after  instance  of  the  doings  of  this 
gentleman,  but  I  shall  be  followed  by 
some  of  my  hon.  friends,   who  have 
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had  more  experience  of  the  way  in 
which  coercion  is  administisted  in  Ire- 
land, and  to  them  I  will  leav6  the  duty 
of  further  dealing  with  this  tonic.  Un- 
fortunately the  Stipendiary  Magistrates 
have  not  only  our  liberty  in  their  hands, 
but  they  have  likewise  the  levying  of 
the  taxep.  Hon.  Members  may  not 
agree  with  that,  but  I  say  it  is  so,  be- 
cause they  get  up  riots  and  then  bring 
down  the  police  and  military  at  enor- 
mous expense  to  the  people,  without 
consulting  the  local  Magistrates.  I 
could  give  a  case  which  occurred  in  the 
city  of  Waterford  in  which  the  Sti- 
pendiary Magistrates  disregarded  the 
views  of  the  entire  Bench  of  local  Magis- 
trates— of  Conservatives  as  well  as  of 
liberals — who  wished  that  a  certain 
demonstration  should  be  allowed  to 
continue,  as  it  always  had  been  allowed 
— namely,  a  celebration  in  honour  of  the 
Manchester  Martyrs.  But  the  Stipen- 
diary Magistrates  disregarded  the 
unanimous  vote  of  the  local  Magistrates, 
and  insisted  that  if  a  meeting  were  held 
it  should  be  broken  up.  What  was  the 
result  ?  The  meeting  was  held,  and  a 
violent  collision  took  place  between  the 
people  and  the  police.  Now,  in  the 
Debate  which  took  place  yesterday,  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  aUunion  to  the 
trial  which  took  place  at  Carrick-on-Suir, 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  was  concerned, 
and  he  gave  the  House  the  impression 
that  my  hon.  Friend  deliberately  left 
the  Court  before  the  proceedings  termi- 
nated. Now,  I  was  present  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  I  say  that  the  course  which 
was  taken  was  brought  about  by  the 
conduct  of  the  Besident 'Magistrates, 
and  was  not  pre* conceived  or  pre- 
arranged in  any  way.  In  the  first 
instance,  as  we  approached  the  Court  we 
found  that  a  large  cordon  of  police  had 
been  drawn  across  the  street,  and  these 
men  placed  their  bayonets  against  our 
breasts  as  we  approached  them.  My 
hon.  Friend  was  grossly  assaulted. 
Several  times  he  was  thrust  back  with 
the  butt- end  of  muskets,  while  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford,  who  was  attend- 
ing in  his  legal  capacity  to  defend  the 
hoD.  Member  for  North- East  Cork,  was 
also  assaulted  in  a  most  aggpravated 
form.  At  last  we  got  into  the  Court, 
where  the  two  Removables  were  sitting. 
The  Court  was  by  no  means  an  open 
one,  and  the  public  were  excluded.     A 
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lady,  the  sister  of  the  late  JohEHaad«- 
ville,  who  was  sent  to  an  early  g[raye  bj 
the  action  of  the  Government,  sought 
admission,  but  I  suppose  as  it  was  known 
she  was  in  sympathy   with  my  hon. 
Friend  she  was  refused    the  right  to 
enter,  and  it  was  not  until  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
himself  went  out  of  the  Court  and  in- 
sisted on  her  admission  that  she  was 
allowed  to  enter.      What  caused  m^ 
hon.  Friend  to  leave  the  Court  was  thii. 
A  slight  demonstration  took  place  in  the 
gallery;  I  have  heard  demonstrations 
more    pronounced    at    the  New  Iaw 
Courts  in  London.      The  Stipen^ 
Magistrates  at  once  ordered  thegallerief 
to  be  cleared.      My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Longford  asked  the  peoj^o 
not  to  make  any  further  demonstration, 
and  assured  the  Bench  that  if  they  weia 
allowed  to  remain  they  would  aooede  to 
his  request.  But  it  was  of  no  use.  The 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  insisted  on  the 
galleries  being  deared.  My  hon.  Friend 
said : — 

*<If  this  is  not  to  be  an  open  Goiirt,and^ 
the  people  are  to  be  batomed  out  of  the  gu" 
leries,  tnen  I  also  will  leave  with  them.** 

And  I  believe   I   never  saw   a  more 
pronounced  specimen  of  incapaaty  on 
the  part  of  the  Magistrates  than  that  I 
witnessed  on  that  occasion,  for  my  boa* 
Friend    the  Member    for    North-Bsit 
Cork,  in  spite  of  the  order  of  the  Magia* 
trates,    which  somehow   was   not  eon* 
veyed  to    the  police,    walked    quietly 
away,   and   soon  afterwards   left  the 
town.    The  Magistrates  at  once  issued 
a  warrant   for  the  arrest  of  my  hoB« 
Friend,  and  then  adjourned  the  Oo^ 
until  the  following  day.     In  that  Wl» 
town— in  this  country  you  would  on^ 
call  it  a  village— there  were  180  armed 
policemen,  and  the  Stipendiary  MaM- 
trates,  finding  they  could  not  secure  ilia 
arrest,  gave  orders  for   150  additional 
policemen  and  two  companies  of  nin^ 
tary  to  be  drafted  into  the  town  on  ft* 
following   morning.      What   was  tte 
result  ?    The  Court  sat  the  next  mo» 
ing.    The  Court  House  was  sorronnM 
by  this  large  force  of  police  and  laS* 
tary.     My    hon.    Friend's    name  Vti 
called  inside  and  outside  the  Gouxt.    Afc 
that  time  he  was  many  miles  away  * 
his  road  to  Manchester  to  address  At 
constituents  of  the  right  hon.  C^tkoM 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    Bfll 
what  I  wish  to  point  out  more 
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laiij  18  that' this  little  oommunity  was 

pnt  to  great  expense  by  the  action  of 

the  Stipendiary  Magistrates,  and  this,  I 

tidnkt  justifies  my  assertion  that   the 

Ibgistratee  not  only  have  the  lives  and 

iibtttiee  of  the  people  in  their  hands, 

but  they  have  also  the  imposing  of  taxes 

upon  them.    I  wish  further  to  point  ont 

that  the  present  coercion  is  aimed  not  at 

crime  and  criminals,  but  at    political 

opponeDta  and  at  political  organisations, 

and  its  main  objects  are  to  break  down 

orfanisations  which  have  been  found  to 

be  abeolutely  necessary  for  the  preser- 

Tatioii  of  the  lives  of  the  people.     Now, 

I  ihaald  like  to  read  to  this  Committee 

a  statement  made  by  the  County  Court 

Judge  at  Waterford.      In    addressing 

the  urand  Jury  at  Quarter  Sessions  the 

learned  Judge  said : 

ThiTt  examined  the  records  of   the  past 

7*tf » and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  tell  you,  as 

yoQ  wiU  be  glad  to  hear,  that  the  amount  of 

crime  in  the  county  and  city  of  Waterford 

iaTMtigated  in  this  Court  during  the  year  1887  is 

▼eiylftht— I  may   say  insignificant.    It  con- 

riitf  of  only  15  cases  of  the  ordinary  nature 

which  reqoire  no  comment  from  me,  and  con- 

■idering  that  the  population  of  the  county  and 

the  eity  Mt  the  last  census  was  1 12,768,  the 

number  of  16  cases  may  reasonably  be  called 

■■aU.    Bat,  gentlemen,"  added  the  learned 

Ja4gt,  ''you  have  no  reason  to  pride  your- 

J^M  in  this  county  on  being  exceptionally 

ye  from  crime.     1  am,  as  you  are  aware, 

^onoty  Court  Judge  for  two  other  counties, 

Oana  and  Leitrim,  and  1  am  sorry  to  tell  you 

mths  record  in  Waterford,  Ught  as  it  is,  is 

toehesriest  of  the  three.    In  Caran,  with  n 

population  of  129.000  people,  there  were  only 

Uoises;  while  in  Leitrim,  with  a  population 

^^,000f  I  had  only  11  cases  returned  for 

m1«    The  total  of  the  three  counties  is  40 

^■M^aod  it  may  be  observed  that  the  cases 

^Ijfaniad  for  trial  to  Quarter  Sessions  do  not 

yeseut  the  criminal  state  of  the  county.    I 

||M  also  obtained  the  number  of  cases   re- 

■Bsed  for  trial  to  the  Assizee  of  each  county, 

•id  I  find  they  are  fully  as" 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  do  Dot  see  how  that  is  cocneoted  with 
ftfaTote. 

Ma.  IP.  J.  POWER:  I  am  endea- 
^vuiag  to  connect  it  in  this  way:  I 
vUi  to  prore  that  there  is  little  or  no 
^lae  in  the  county,  but  that,  owing  to 
fto  representations  of  these  Stipendiary 
Ihgistrates  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
■jiu,  we  are  deprived  of  the  ordinary 
pjribges  of  a  Oonstitutional  people. 
Ivffl  not  much  longer  dilate  upon  this 
■Wujt,  but  I  ehouldnke  todraw  attention 
^t^*tte  fact  that.owing  to  the  representa- 
Itea  of  these  Stipendiary  Magistrates, 
tttay  people  who  are  returned  for  trial 


by  these  Magistrates  are  drafted  to 
Belfast  and  elsewhere  to  be  tried.  I 
wish  to  prove  that  there  is 
absolutely  no  need  for  the  services  of 
the  Stipendiary  Magistrates.  So  far 
from  repressing  crime,  they  stimulate  it. 
I  should  like  to  quote  some  further 
remarks  by  this  County  Court  Judge 
with  regard  to  how  the  juries  do  their 
duty.     He  said— 

**  I  haye  made  an  examination  of  the  criminal 
btatistios  of  England  and  Scotland,  and  I  find, 
Strang  to  say,  that  the  rate  of  convictions  to 
committals  in  Waterford  bears  exactly  the 
same  proportion  as  it  does  in  England  and 
Wale«,  while  in  Leitrim  the  perc.entage  of 
convictions  as  compared  with  committals  is  82, 
and  that  is  a  greater  percentage  than  is  to  be- 
found  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain.*' 

Owing  to  the  representations  of  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  we  have  been 
called  upon  in  Waterford  to  pay  a  sum 
of  over  £800  for  special  police  purposes. 
Now  the  principal  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trate in  my  district  is  Captain  Slack, 
one  of  the  best  men  to  ride  to  hounds  in 
the  South  of  Ireland,  and  that  is  his 
principal  qualification  for  the  post  he 
holds.  How  does  he  use  the  extra 
police  which,  owing  to  his  representa* 
tions,  are  drafted  into  this  part  of  the 
country?  Many  hon.  Gentlemen,  I 
know,  are  fond  of  the  sport  of  fox* 
hunting,  but  they  wish  to  enjoy  it  in  the 
ordinary  way  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  farmers  and  the  people.  But  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  in  my  part  of 
the  country  carry  on  their  sport  only 
through  the  assistance  of  these  extra 
police,  and  there  has  hardly  been  a 
hunt  lately  in  that  part  which  was  not 
followed  by  the  police  on  outside  cars. 
I  think  very  few  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
in  this  House  would  care  to  carry  on 
their  sport  under  such  humiliating  con- 
ditionp.  They  would  prefer  to  hunt 
over  the  land  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  farmers  and  of  the  people.  I  may 
add  that  the  Marquess  of  Waterford  has 
never  consented  to  hunt  under  these 
humiliating  circumstances.  It  is  only 
since  he  left,  and  since  these  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  have  been  left  to  themselves 
that  the  hunting  has  been  of  this 
nature.  In  conclui>ion,  allow  me  to  say 
in  regard  to  the  suggestion  which  is 
often  made,  that  the  same  law  prevails 
in  England  as  in  Ireland,  that  I  foresee 
one  great  difficulty  with  which  we  shall 
have  to  contend  when  we  obtain 
the  management  of  our  own  afifairs,  and 
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that  diffionltj  is  that  we  shall  have  to 
wean  the  people  from  the  idea  that  the 
law  is  not  eyen-handed,  for  owing  to  the 
administration  of  these  Stipendiary 
Magistrates  no  one  can  possibly  believe 
that  justice  is  even-handed  in  Ireland. 
Mb.  WADDY  (Linoohishire,  Brigg)  : 
I  desire  to  state  to  the  House  not  mere 
theory,  but,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to  do  so 
quietly,  I  desire  to  describe  what  I  my- 
self have  seen  in  Ireland,  and  I  do  so 
because  one  of  the  difficulties  we  are  in 
in  this  House  is  this,  that  whenever  any 
facts  are  stated  or  are  contained  in  a 
question  asked  from  these  Benches,  the 
answer  we  are  invariably  met  with  is, 
''  According  to  my  information  it  is  not 
so."  What  that  information  is  we  can 
never  ascertain,  and  we  can,  therefore, 
only  state  here  over  and  over  again, 
npon  our  honour  as  English  gentlemen 
and  as  Members  of  this  House,  that 
which  is  within  our  knowledge.  We 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao 
the  Ohief  Secretary  is  often  deluded  by 
the  information  given  him,  and  that  he 
publishes  to  the  country  reports  which 
are  absolutely  false.  This  is  not  a  wholly 
financial  question  which  we  are  dis- 
cussing ;  it  involves  an  important  pric- 
oiple  connected  with  the  system  of  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates,  who  are,  after  all,  a 
necessary  part  of  a  system  which  is  bad 
as  bad  can  be.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
find  so  much  fault  as  some  people  with 
the  Government  for  having  Itesident  or 
Bemovable  Magistrates ;  they  could  not 

Set  on  without  them.  Of  course,  if 
ley  were  carrying  on  Constitutional 
Government  they  would  not  need  such 
weapons  as  these.  Let  us  look  a  little 
at  the  details  of  this  Estimate.  I  pre- 
sume we  are  dealing  with  the  items 
under  letters  D,  E,  F,  G,  and  H  on  page 
311  of  the  Estimates.  If  so,  we  are  m 
this  position.  We  have,  first,  Executive 
officers,  then  we  have  Magistrates,  and 
both  for  the  Executive  officers  and  the 
Magistrates  you  are  asking  not  only 
salaries  and  incidental  expenses,  but 

Sou  demand  also  travelling  expenses  for 
[agistrates  whom  you  call  Besident 
Magistrates,  and  who  naturally  would 
not  be  expected  to  need  much  in  the 
way  of  travelling  expenses.  But,  as  a 
faot|  they  are  not  Besident  Magistrates ; 
they  are  Magistrates  sent  about  from 
one  part  of  the  country  to  another  for 
the  special  purpose  of  turning  the  regu- 
lar,   the  recognised,   and   the  legally 
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appointed  Magistrates  out  of  thdr  isiti, 
in  order  that  they  may  do  the  special 
work  for  which  they  are  appointed,  and 
for  which  they  are  supposed  to  be  qnafi- 
fied.    Why  do  the  Government  send  the 
men  up  and  down  the  country  in  thii 
fashion  ?    Why  do  they  take  two  gen- 
tlemen far  away  from  their  hornet  to 
do  this  work  ?     Why  do  they  not  trott 
it  to  the  people  on  the  spotf   If  itii 
because  they  must  have  men  of  saperioi 
capacity  and   with  a   most  profound 
knowledge  of  the   law,   persona   well 
acquainted  with  the  natures,  feehngs,  and 
idiosyocracies  of  the    people   amongat 
whom  they  livo— if  that  is  the  leaaon 
for  the  appointment  of   these  Magii- 
trates    then    we    can    understand  the 
action  of  the  Government.    Bat  lei  xa 
look  at  the  qualifications  of  tiieee  men. 
There  are  76  of  these  officials.    Five  of 
them  are  described  as  practising  ba^ 
risters,  how  much    practice  they  erer 
had  I  do  not  know.     In  additbnto 
that  six  others  have  been  called  to  the 
bar;   that   they  may   well  have  been 
and  not  have  got  much  farther.  At  any 
rate,  I  will  assume  that  they  got  aoma 
knowledge  of  law  before  being  called  to 
the  bar.    Now  these    1 1   are  ail  oat 
of  the  76  who  can  be  said  to  hate^ 
any  definite  and  distinct  legal  training 
for  this  work  for  which  they  are  bq(- 
posed  to  be  so   speciadly  fitted  aa  to 
justify  their  being  sent  rampaging  19 
and  down  the  country,  and  turning  tb 
proper  Magistrates  out  of  their  seala 
13  others  of  these  Magistrates  had  been 
in  the  Oommission  of  the  Peace.    Ivo 
of  them  had  modesUy  fitted  themself« 
for  this  work  by  having  had  previoaatf 
no    vocation    at    all,   three    had  beaa 
specially  prepared  by  oooupying  poA* 
tions  in  connection  with  the  ooUeeBaa 
of  taxes,  27  were  broken  down  faiioiea 
from  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Militia,  aal 
22  had  been  in  the  Constabulary,  thsa 
making  49  militiamen,   policemB&t  ^ 
diers,  and  sailors. 

Admibal    field      (Soaaex, 
bourne)  :  Do  not  say  sailors. 

Mr.  WADDT  :  I  am  not  at  aH 
prised  to  hear  an  hon.  auid  gaBsal 
Member  who  is  such  an  omamsAk  to 
his  profession  say,  in  a  piteous  and  b* 
seeching  way,  "not  aadlors."  Oi 
course,  they  are  not  such  aadlors  as  hi 
commandea;  they  are  the  failvaa 
Yet    this    principle     of    selection    i 
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atiU  gtnng  on.    I  find  on  pa^  23  there 
is  a  yeiy  singular  entry.    It  is — 

"iUowance  to  four  County  Inspector! 
it  head-quarters  of  Divisional  Commis- 
nonen,  £50  per  annnm  each,  and  two  ditto  at 
10a.  per  day  each  when  acting  as  Divisional 
Vagutrates  in  the  Northern  and  Western 
DiTiriooa." 

TMb  is  not  yery  dear,  but  it  is  not 
the   policy    of    the     Government    to 
make  these     things    clear.       All    I 
can  saj  is   that   there   exists    a    dis- 
graceful system  which  must    produce 
disgraceful  results.    We  know  beyond 
ill   possibility    of     doubt    that    the 
traTesty  of  justice  which  takes  place  in 
this  country  of  Ireland  is  simply  and 
ahsolately    disgraceful.      It   is    quite 
powible  that  some  of  these  Magistrates 
uosire  to  do  what  is  right  and  proper, 
hot  it  is  difficult  to  haye  faith  in  some 
of  them.     What  took  place  at  Kilkeel 
<n\j  the  other  day  ?    There  had  been  a 
series  of   evictions  carried  out  in  the 
UBmediate  neighbourhood,  and  a  sum- 
aiODs  had  been  issued — rightly,  I  dare 
say— by  the  police  against  those  who 
had  been  defending  their  houses.  Well, 
some  of  the  people  ima^ned  that  they 
had  ground   of  complaint  against  the 
pdioe,  and  they  consequently  applied 
to  two  Magistrates  to  issue  a  summons. 
Ihe  applicatioQ  was  refused,  one  of  the 
IbgistrateB  ssmng  he  was  present  at 
^  toe  the  o£&noe  was  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  ;   he  had  as  much  to 
io  with    it    as    anybody.      He  could 
^sanely  be  expected  to  issue  a  summons 
ifainst  persons  who  had  been  acting 
^Ah  him.      He,  therefore,   suggested 
jtlii  the  application  should  be  made  to 
ttother   Magistrate.     This  was  done, 
ttd  the  sammonses  obtained.  But  when 
tinj  came  on  for  hearing  the  police  did 
ftot  attend.      Of  course,  had  an  Irish 
Ksmber    of    Parliament    so  acted    he 
VonldhaTe  been  arrested.      But  with 
fle  police  such  conduct  did  not  matter. 
Ihe  cases    stood    over,    and    at    the 
i$oumed       hearing      two     Besident 
Hagistratea     pat   in     an    appearance, 
insamably  on  the  ground  that  the  local 
httkee  were  not  qualified  to  or  justified 
m  ti^g  offences  under  the  Grimes  Act. 
IVWa  the  summonses  came  on  a  solicitor 
atoednp  and  said  he  had  instructions  from 
IMilin   Castle   to  protest  against  the 
iiSBS  being  g^one  into.    He  was  asked 
yxpon  what  ground,  and  he  exclaimed, 
^*  What !  put  the  Constabulary  on  their 


trial  ?  It  is  monstrous  and  ought  not  to 
be  allowed."  That  reason,  however,  did 
not  seem  quite  satisfactory  even  to  a 
Besident  Magistrate,  and  accordingly  an 
effort  was  made  to  find  another.  The 
summons  itself,  which  was  legally  issued 
and  properly  signed,  was  examined,  and 
the  presiding  Magistrate  said,  ''  It  onght 
to  have  been  obtained  in  this  Court." 
The  explanation  was  tendered  that  it 
was  applied  for,  but  on  the  suggestion 
of  one  of  the  Magistrates  the  applica- 
tion was  withdrawn. and  made  in  another 
Court.  Tet  the  Besident  Magistrate' pre- 
tended to  believe  that  this  afforded  a 
sufficient  reason  for  not  calling  on  the 
constabulary  to  answer  the  charge.  He 
said  he  should  dismiss  the  summons.  It 
was  pointed  out  that  he  must  give  the 
grounds  for  dismissal,  but  he  declined 
to  do  that,  and  simply  wrote  upon  the 
summons  the  words,  ''  No  rule  "  or  "  No 
order."  Not  even  a  witness  was  sworn, 
nor  was  the  prosecuting  counsel  heard. 
Is  that  even-handed  justice?  Now.it 
appears  to  me  that  the  ground  of  com- 
plaint against  Uie  police  was  a  perfectly 
good  and  satisfactory  one.  It  was  this, 
that  at  the  scene  of  the  evictions  there 
were  two  women  living,  both  bearing 
the  same  surname,  and  the  battering 
ram  was  used  by  the  police  on  the  door 
of  the  wrong  woman's  house.  She 
naturally  objected  and  asked  for  the 
summons.  If  that  had  been  heard  it 
may  have  been  that  the  Magistrate 
would  have  deemed  a  small  fine  suffi- 
cient, or  even  the  payment  of  the  damage 
actually  done,  but  the  Court  refused  to 
hear  the  summons,  and  I  say  that 
refusal  was  a  denial  of  justice  which 
no  lawyer,  and  indeed  no  man  of  sense 
and  honesty  will  attempt  to  defend* 
Now  that  is  not  a  solitary  case,  sudi 
things  occur  in  every  direction.  I  have 
stat^  the  facts  calxnly  and  deliberately 
and  without  colouring,  and  I  invite  an 
answer.  These  people  were  poor 
people  and  they  could  not  afford  to 
appeal.  Tou  are  doing  in  Ireland  that 
which  is  most  fatal  to  be  done  in  any 
country.  You  may  tyrannise  over  people 
and  yet  not  do  a  fatal  wrong,  but  the 
one  thing  which  must  be  fatal  to  that 
peace  between  those  two  countries  is 
this :  if  you  once  saturate  the  people  of 
Ireland  with  a  conviction,  that  not  only 
you  do  not  care  for  them,  but  that  you 
deliberately  poison  the  foimtains  of 
justice  and  refuse  them  their  ordinary 
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rights  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  it  will  be 
impossible  to  presenre  peace.  By 
giving  the  people  cause  to  distrust 
your  administration  of  justice — as  I 
am  sorry  to  say  you  are  doing — 
by  this  system  of  appointing  Besident 
Magistrates  who  are  utterly  unfit  for  the. 
work,  but  who  are  at  your  beck 
and  call,  and  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
openly  in  Court  that  they  are  specially 
sent  to  try  particular  cases — ^you  are 
prepariog  for  yourselves  or  for  others  a 
narrest  of  hatred  which  may  become 
far  more  like  a  revolution  than  anything 
whioh,  thank  Qod,  we  have  seen  during 
the  last  20  years. 
♦Mb.  p.  J.  O'BEIEN  (Tipperary,  N.): 
On  a  recent  occasion  I  attempted  to 
brine  under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  who  is  responsible  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  Ire- 
bmd  a  case  of  cruelty,  hardship,  and 
injustice  perpetrated  on  one  of  my  con- 
stituents by  a  gentleman  who,  unfortu- 
nately for  them,  occupied  a  position  of 
Besident  Magistrate ;  and  on  that  occa- 
sion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a 
distinct  denial  of  the  facts  I  laid  before 
him.  I  now  intend,  Mr.  Courtney,  to 
go  more  fully  into  the  case,  in  the  hope 
that  I  may  still  be  able  to  get  some  re- 
dress. The  case  I  refer  to  is  one  which 
was  tried  before  Colonel  Waring  and 
Mr.  Meldon  at  Cloughjordan,  County 
Tipperary,  and  it  was  a  charge  against 
a  trader  named  O'Heilly,  who  was 
charged  with  using  violence  and  intimi- 
dation towards  one  Thomas  Fox,  an 
emergency  bailiff  and  caretaker,  who 
was  at  the  time  in  charge  of  a  farm 
lately  in  the  occupation  of  Mrs.  Angelina 
Moroney  and  others.  Mr.  George  Bol- 
ton, who  generally  takes  charge  of  pro- 
secutions in  this  county,  was  present, 
and  in  his  statement  on  behalf  of  the 
Crown  he  said — 

"O'Reilly  was  manager  of  his  father's  public- 
honse,  had  been  for  some  time,  and  had  entire 
control  of  the  business.' ' 

He  continued : — 

*'  When  this  man  Fox  went  into  the  shop  he 
called  him  a  blackguard  and  a  bailiff,  and  shoved 
him  from  the  honse,  using  a  considerable  amount 
of  violence.  I  am  ver^  sorry  that  this  should 
have  occurred,  as  this  has  been  in  the  past  a 
most  peaceable  district.  In  fact,  the  most  peace- 
able portion  of  the  county.  But  this  is  no 
excuse  for  the  conduct  of  the  defendant." 


*<  I  am  a  Shenr  s  bailiff :  I  reside  at  Tharlei;  I 
was  at  Coolnagown  farm  on  the  2l8t  liaj,  whea 
the  Sheriff  got  possession,  and  I  was  placed  there 
as  caretaker:  I  remained  Uiere  until  ueftthJaly, 
on  which  day  I  came  into  Cloughjordan  tonaks 


John  Fox  was  then  examined  and  de- 
posed:— 

Mr.  Waddy 


an  hour*s  time ;  1  went  away  then  and  returned 
in  an  hour's  time  "  he  was  then  standing  behind 
the  counter  ;  I  asked  him  for  a  bottle  of  porter , 
he  said,  'What  brought  you  in  here,  yon8cam;d 
you  blackguard,  you  l>ailiff  P*  he  oaUod  me  a 
ballad  singer,  too.— Mr.  Kolan:  May  bem 
are  a  ballad  singer. — Witness  (continung) :  He 
came  from  behind  the  counter  and  caught  nft 
by  the  breast  and  shored  me  ont ;  he  then  gan 
me  two  boxes  of  his  clinched  fist  on  thebreait; 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  cause  for  this  except  thit 
I  am  a  Sheriff's  bailiff  and  acting  at  caretaker 
oyer  those  lands ;  Constable  Earrell  was  is  the 
shop  looking  on ;  I  then    went  to  the  poUei 
barrack  ;  the  defendant  followed  me  om ;  be 
repeated  the  names  again  which  he  called  ms 
in  the  shop,  and  said  if  ever  he  caught  me  then 
again  he  would  kick  me  ont ;  I  was  neTff  a 
ballad  singer ;  I  earn  my  living  honestly.— *&• 
Nolan :  That  is  a  slander  on  the  fraternity  at 
ballad  singers." 

Fox  was  then  cross-examined  by  Mr. 
Nolan,  solicitor  for  the  defence,  and  I 
think  I  cannot  do  better  than  quote 
the  newspaper  report.     He  said :— ^ 

'*  I  am  living  in  this  locality  since  the  SUt 
May,  and  no  person  molested,  me,  excei^vDA 
shopkeepers  who  insulted  me.    It  is  a  peaoe^ 
and  respectable  locality.    I  am  Sheriff's  bailff 
for  eight  years ;  I  was  a  basket-maker  up  to 
that :  I  was  not  in  jaU.— Mr.  Nolan  :  Did  I  net 
see  you  in  the  dock  myself  P    Tou  did,  I  «•> 
there  for  drunkenne«s,  I  swear  that  I  wu  w> 
drunk  more  than  five  times ;  I  was  in  ^^^^ 
^ail  several  times ;  I  was  never  in  Clonmd  i^ 
it  is  ten  years  since  1  was  in  jail ;  I  was  tarn 
6s.  6d.  in  Dundmm  for  being  drunk ;  the  ^hflOB 
brought  me  here ;  1  n^ver  spoke  to  Mr.  O'Befflf 
in  my  life  until  Uie  5tii  June ;  he  was  Ut^^ 
the  snop  with  a  book  in  his  hand ;  when  IW 
Mr.  O'Reilly's  I  did  not  go  into  another  ptffe* 
house  during  the  hour :  it  was  not  to  get  i^ili 
prosecution  against  himi  went  in ;  I  wenttkM 
for  porter ;  my  demeanour  was  not  offensite  ■» 
him.—Mr.  Nolan :  Did  he  not  sav  yon  hids 
great  deal  of  impertinence  to  adar««s  Imn  MS 
wa^  you  did  while  he  was  engaged  transantiH 
business  with  a  commercial  genUeman?  On^ 
oath  he  did  not.— Witness  (continuing) :  V 
said  that  if  there  was  nobody  else  to  do  asy 
with  me  he  would.     There    was  a  poKMA 
there.-* Mr.  Bolton  (re-examined):  I  wsnliiil 
two  other  houses  that  day  for  tobaeoe|I 
tendered  the  money  for  the  goods  aadgi^ 
refused  supplying  me. — Mr.  Ncuian  :  ^^'^ 
is  not  charged  with  conspiracy. — ^To  Mr,Nota> 
—I  got  no  porter  that  day  in  town. — Qa 
solemn  oath  now  did  you  P     X  do  not 
catch  you.    I  did,  I  got  one  pint  of  _ 
the  public-house  next  the  barraok.    It 
the  evening." 

This  eonduded  his  exaniinalicMiy  tfi 
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CbaaiaUe  Patrick    Farrell   was    next 
ttxaminedby  Mr.  Bolton.  He  said  :— 

"Im  a  constable  in  the  B.I.O.  stationed  at 
OioQgbjordan.  He  then  handed  in  two  copies  of 
HaMtin  Gas$tte,  one  the  23rd  July,  '87,  and 
the  other  the  I6th  July.  '87,  containing  the 
pn)cIamation  of  the  County  Tipperary  and 
notice  thereof  under  the  Criminal  taw  Proce- 
rfore  (Ireland)  Act,  '87.    I  was  in  O'Reilly's 

JnbUe-hooae  on  duty  on  the  5th  June ;  I  saw 
^hn  Fox  going   in   there :    I  saw  Michael 
(yEaOj  in  the  house ;   he  waa   outside    the 
counter  to  the  best  of  my  recollection ;  Fox 
Mked  for  a  bottle  of  stout,  but  did  not  get  it  ; 
he  atked  Michael  O'Reilly  for  the  stout.    Mr. 
O^fiefllj  put  his  two  hands  on  his  shoulders, 
iiidtoldhimtQ  leave  the  shop,  that  he  was  a 
icamp  or  a  bailiff,  or  something  like  that,  and 
that  he  waa  interfering  with  his  business.    Fox 
wat  then  quietly  ahoyed  out,  and  I  followed  him 
»  the  door.      Mr.    O'Reilly  seemed  to   be 
tutted ;  IfoUowed  him  to  the  door  and  saw  him 
go  m  the  direction  of  the  barrrck.    In  my 
Cfiaiom  ie  asked  for  the  porter  in  a  rather  per- 
jnptofy  tone.  There  was  nothing  else  disorderly 
mFox'a  conduct.— To  Mr.  Nolan :  It  was  about 
m  o'clock  p.m.,  when  Fox  came  in,  and  he 
™*»W  to  get  porter  in  a  peremptory  manner. 
I  would  not  ask  it  the  same  way  myself.    U 
J^d  exate  a  man  the  way  he  asked  it ;  Mr. 
^^Mlly  did  nothing,  only  put  his  hand  on  his 
»^dtr  and  ordered  him  out ;  I  was  stationed 
MiwJeiaad  I  know  Fox^'s  character,  which 
lit  had  one;  Iheardhim  say  that  Mr.  O'Reilly 
came  at  him  like  a  lion.  There  is  not  one  word 
of  truth  in  that ;  he  did  not  strike  him ;  hedid 
BOt  make  use  of  the  words—*  I  will  do  away 
▼wk  you,'  which  is  unknown  to  me." 

SergeantShumacker  was  next  ezaminedy 
ft&d  lie  deposed : — 

''Isin  stationed  at  Thurles ;  on  the  5th  June 
ra  came  to  the  barrack  to  make  a  complaint ; 
^^Mr  followed  him  and  said  he  was  a  scamp, 
^jjMtaiard,  and  a  ballad  singer.— To  Mr. 
y«a :  I  do  not  know  about  his  being  a  bad 
jpmttor ;  I  fonnd  him  in  company  with  a  bad 
■HMer  woman  one  night  when  I  was  stationed 
v^nvrles ;  he  waa  often  up  for  drunkenness ; 
Ik  (yEieaUj  came  to  the  barrack  to  complain 
v^condoct. 

ttmfbre  tlie  OTidence  of  the  proseou- 
tirin  this  case  was  most  distinctly  con- 
MSeted  bj  the  testimony  of  the  police. 
B^  in  addition  to  that,  we  have  the 
jmiuiieiorthe  defence,  for  Mr.  William 
OUnzEy  ToomaTarai  was  examined  by 
Vk»  N(^n,  and  deposed  : — 

^I  WMin  Mr.  O'Reilly^s  public-house  on  the 

;  he  (Mr.  O'Reilly))  was  transacting 

with  a  commercial  man,  when  Fox 

h  and  asked  for  porter  in  an  authoritatiTS 

Mr.    0'£eilly    told    him    he   was 

.  Fox  gaTe  Mr.  O'Reilly  some  back 

;  and  he  (Mr.  O'Reilly)  pushed  him  out ; 

NanrFox  go  to  the  barrack ;  I  did  not  hear  Mr. 
ntBty  say  he  wcnld  do  away  with  Fox  before 
wAoTsd  him  out." 


The  Magistrates  retired  to  consider  their 
decision,  and  after  a  short  absence  re- 
turned to  Court,  when  Major  Waring 
said : — 

^  **  We  take  into  account  the  peaceable  con- 
dition of  the  district,  and  will  require  the 
defendant  to  give  bail,  himself  in  £40,  and  two 
sureties  in  £20  each,  of  in  default  one  month's 
imprisonment. 

The  consequence  was,  Mr.  Oourtney, 
that  this  unfortunate  map,  who  waa  the 
only  person  in  charge  of  the  establish* 
ment  at  the  time,  his  aged  father  being 
very  sick,  had  to  decide  whether  he 
would  go  to  gaol,  and  shut  up  the  shop 
with  a  probable  result  of  bankruptcy^ 
or  whether  he  would  give  bail.  He 
gave  the  bail,  and  I  now  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  having  heard 
the  true  facta  which  I  have  narrated^ 
aud  what  I  believe  to  be  a  verbatim 
report  of  what  occurred  at  the  hearings 
he  will  give  his  attention  to  the  casOi. 
and  take  from  this  unfortunate  mail 
the  stigma  of  having  had  to  give  bail 
when  he  had  oommittod  no  offence  what* 
soever  ?  Before  I  sit  down,  I  wish  to 
illustrate  still  further  the  class  ol 
gentlemen  who  act  as  Besident  Magia« 
trates.  The  circumstance  I  now  desire 
to  bring  under  the  attention  of  thft 
Committee  occurred  in  the  town  ot 
Nenagh,  where  two  priests  were  charged 
before  the  Bemovable  Magistrates  under 
circumstances  which  naturally  excited 
intense  indignation  in  the  district.  The 
town,  on  the  occasion  of  the  trial,  waa 
crowded  with  people  from  the  surn 
rounding  districts.  It  so  happened 
that  as  usual  the  worst  possible 
man  was  put  in  oharpe  ^of  tilie 
Constabulary  on  that  occasion.  Major 
Waring  was  placed  in  authority^ 
and  I  propose  to  endeavour  to  describe 
his  conduct  on  that  day.  He  was  ob* 
served  riding  up  and  down  the  towa 
from  early  morning,  trying  to  find  out 
some  excuse  for  batoning  the  people* 
Eventually,  in  the  evening,  when  ha 
found  that  the  conduct  of  the  people, 
afforded  him  no  opportunity  of  assami- 
ing  them,  he  detailed  a  force  of  cavalry^ 
and  ordered  them  to  parade  up  and 
down  the  roadway,  thereby  driving  all 
the  people  on  to  the  footpaths,  and 
while  they  were  crowded  on  the  foot- 
ways, he  (Major  Waring)  gave  ordera 
to  the  Lancers  to  charge  on  to  the  de* 
fenceless  people,  and  had  they  not  taken 
refuge  in  the  shops  adjacent  bloodshediif 
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not  murder,  would  haye  been  the  result. 
This,  Sir,  is  the  conduct  of  one  of 
the  men  in  whose  hands  the  Govern- 
ment place  the  lives  and  liberties  of  our 
people.  It  is  only  natural  that  such 
conduct  should  excite  general  indig- 
nation, and  I  have  brought  this  case 
before  the  Oommittee,  in  the  hope  that 
it  will  have  some  effect  upon  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  influence  him  to  relieve 
Mr.  O'Beilly  from  this  injustice  done 
him — as  also  to  modify  his  general 
course  of  action,  namely,  oppression  of 
the  Irish  people. 

♦Me.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Holmflrth,  W. 
B.,  Yorkshire) :  I  wish  to  state  one  or 
two  things  that  have  come  under  my 
observation  in  Ireland.  I  was  in 
Ireland  at  the  time  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Boecommon  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  was  tried,  and,  without  going 
into  the  details  of  the  charge  against 
liim,  I  may  say  he  was  charged  with 
eonspiracy,  and,  among  other  things 
evidence  was  given  of  meeting  his 
friends,  and  it  was  suggested  by  a 
policeman  who  had  been  looking  through 
a  window  at  the  time,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  be  taking  tea 
with  some  of  his  constituents.  I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  had  given  advice  to 
his  constituents,  such  as,  I  hope,  I 
ahould  have  the  courage  to  give  to 
mine  under  similar  circumstances.  But 
the  particular  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  direct  attention  is,  that  the  constable 
who  gave  the  evidence  read  from  a  small 
bit  of  paper  the  names  of  the  persons 
who,  he  said,  were  present  at  one  of  the 
meetings  the  hon.  Member  had  ad- 
dressed, and  when  asked  whether  he 
made  that  list  out  at  the  time  he  stated 
lie  had  not.  He  was  then  asked  when 
did  he  put  the  names  on  the  paper,  and  he 
■aid  on  the  previous  evening.  When 
asked  what  he  had  copied  it  from,  he 
■aid  from  his  book.  Where  was  his  book? 
was  the  question  next  put  to  him,  and 
he  replied,  it  was  at  the  barracks.  An 
appeal  was  then  made  to  the  Bench  that 
the  constable  should  be  ordered  to  pro- 
duce the  book,  and  the  Bench  directed 
that  it  should  be  produced  on  the  fol- 
lowing day.  When  the  next  morning 
oame,  and  the  book  was  called  for,  the 
Oounty  Inspector  came  forward  and 
■aid  he  had  received  a  telegram  from 
Dublin  Oastle  stating  that  the  book  was 
not  to  be  produced.  Now,  I  have  no 
great  knowledge  of  the  law ;  I  have  not 

Mr.  P,  J.  O'Brien.     ' 


specially  studied  it ;  but  I  know  lome- 
thing  of  the  practice  of  the  Boroagli 
Bench  of  Sheffield,  on  which  I  ha?e  the 
honour  to  have  a  seat,  and  I  ha?e  alao 
consulted  persons  of  experience  in  thii 
country,    and   I   have   found  no  one 
who  has  any   idea  of   the  possibility  ' 
of  such  a  thing  occurring  in  Englnndt 
as    that    a    Bench     of     Msgiibttoi 
should  order   a    book  to  be  produced 
and  that  it  should  be  refused  b j  orden 
from  any  authority.  Though,  of  ooone, 
in  this  case,    where    the   Magietxttei 
were  removable  by  the  authorities  tt 
Dublin  Castle  it  may  easily  be  under- 
stood that  they  would  not  feel  inclined 
to  disobey  the  orders  of  their  superior!. 
But  I  ask  what  would  any  Bench  d 
Magistrates  in  England  say  if  they  were 
dealt   with    in    a  similar  manner,  no 
matter  where  the  order  came  from  t  I 
have  looked  at  one  or  two  of  the  manotl! 
that  have  been  published  for  the  nee  ot 
police  officers,   and  I  find  that  in  the 
manual    written    by    Major    Biekndi 
and  which  is  very  extensively  used  bj 
the  police,  it  is  stated  that — 

'<  If  a  constable  refers  to  his  notai  intte 
witness  box,  it  is  competent  to  theprnoaflri 
ooonsel  to  examine  the  note-book  sod  cnfl- 
examine  him  on  its  contents." 

Now,  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  such  a   procedure  ss  I 
have  described  is  justified  by  the  CodeiA 
use  among  the  Irish  police  as  to  whk^  I 
have  already  vainly  endeavoured  to  ob- 
tain information  from  him  ?    If  that  be 
the  case  we  ought  to  know  it    I  ash'' 
Mr.  Wellington  Colomb,  who  is  a  hi^ 
authority  in  Dublin  Oaatle,  whether  tiui 
alleged  right  on  the  part  of  the  Iiiih 
Executive  had  ever  been  brought  betoit 
the  higher  courts,  and  be  told  mehs 
was  no:  aware  that  it  had,  and,  thei^ 
fore,   was  unable  to  refer  me  to  any- 
thing of  the  kind ;  but,   he  addedt  ^ 
would  be  exceedingly  inconvenieiit  Itf 
the  Executive  to  prodnoe  such  bosb 
No  doubt  it  would ;  but,  I  Baid,ialiK* 
land  we  do  not  consider  the  coniuuiiiM 
of   the   Executive;    we   only    ooBste 
what  is  just  to  the  accused.     I  wiA  ^ 
mention  another  matter,  and  woold  t»^ 
mind  the  Oommittee  that  a  straw  tl 
show  how  the  wind  blowe.     I  allodi^ 
the  way  in  which  the  Oouita  in  Irelw 
are  arranged.     The  police  stand  ia  < 
row,  with  their  helmets  on,  betwesaAc 
Bench  and  Counsel,  and  ^e  people,  whs 
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alAoQgh  deeply  interested  spectators, 
are  almost  blotted  from  sight  and  almost 
agoallj  cut  off  from  sound — a  thing 
whioh    we     in    this    country     would 
be  yery  sorry    to   see.    I    may    also 
point  out  that  there  is  in  this  Yote 
a  Tery  large   sum   charged    for    the 
trayelliDg  expenses    of   the    Besident 
Magiatrates.  No  less  than  £17,000  is  put 
down  under  this  head,oneitem  of  £8,200 
being  for  travelling  allowances  in  lieu 
of  forage,  and  the  other  £8,800  for 
trBveUing  and   personal  expenses.    It 
aeema  to  me  that  this  is  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  these  gentlemen  to  spend  in 
nmning  about  the  country,  and  as  I 
csooot  understand  it,  I  should  like  to 
hare  some  information  from  the  right 
Hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  as 
to  why  these  charges  have  run  up  so 
enormously.     I  find  that  though    the 
saUmee  have  actually  fallen  since  1 886-  7 
from  £43,000  to  about  £40,000,  and  the 
sUowanoe  in  lieu  of  forage  remains  the 
Mme,  the   charge    for    travelling  and 
personal  expenses  has  increased  from 
£4,500  to  £8,800.    I  should  be  glad  of 
Ao  axplanation  of   this.    Besides   the 
cpAt,  look  at  the  enormous  waste    of 
time  that  must  take  place  while  these 
tf  agiatrates  are  racing  up  and  down  the 
country.    I  find  Mr.  Irwin,  R.M.,  who 
la  obiefly  engaged  about  Limerick  and 
(^^,  going  ofif  by  Cork  and  Bandon, 
109  miles,  to  Ballinspittle,  and  then  back 
agab  159  miles  to  Miltown  Malbay, 
sad  then  back  to  Cork  again.    Then 
there  ia  Mr.  Cecil  Boche.    In  1886  he 
was  making  wiolent  partisan  speeches 
^  tbe  constituency  in  which  I  live. 
Now  he  is  dispensing  what  is  called 
"justice"    in    Ireland.     I    trace   him 
traveUing  from  Castleisland  to  Ennis, 
^d  afterwards  back  again  to  Killamey. 
^h  o(  these  joumies  is  rather  more 
tlian  100  miles,  which  is  not  serious  on 
a  good  English  railway,  but  the  trains 
Are  so  timed  on  those  Irish  lines  that 
Moh  of  those  joumies  would  occupy 
from  8  in  the  morning  till  5  or  6  at 
night,  and  thus  he  must  spend  three 
^ys  to  do  one  day's  duty.    This  seems 
to  show  bad  organisation  and  arrange- 
iMol    A    great   deal  of  the  time  so 
^psnt  might  be  economised,  and  if  this 
wave  done  a  smaller  number  of  Magis- 
tates  would  suffice.      Of   course,  the 
szpenditure  and  loss  of   time  on   the 
part  of  the  Magistrates  also  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  applies  to  the  police. 


I  do  not  know  how  many  constables 
have  to  attend  upon  the  Resident 
Magistrates  when  they  travel ;  but  I 
remember  when  I  was  at  Ballinasloe 
seeing  a  Kesident  Magistrate  there 
attended  by  a  little  guard  of  honour 
of  the  constabulary,  one  man  taking 
his  hat-box,  and  another  his  trunk, 
while  others  stood  admiringly  round  the 
door  as  he  entered  the  omnibus.  If, 
therefore,  all  these  expenses  were 
added  together  they  would  make  a  very 
considerable  sum.  I  will,  however, 
minimise  my  remarks.  [Cheers  from 
the  Ministerial  Betiches,"]  I  shall  not 
bring  my  remarks  to  a  close  because  of 
those  cheers,  which  would  rather  induce 
me  to  go  on.  [^Cries of  **  Oto  on^^  from 
below  the  Opposition  Gangway, 1  I  do 
not  wish  to  go  on.  All  I  will  say  in 
conclusion  is  that,  I  want  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  first,  as  to  why  and  how,  if 
the  law  be  the  same  in  the  two  countries, 
a  telegram  from  Dublin  Castle  privileges 
a  note-book  and  prevents  its  being  pro- 
du  ed ;  and,  secondly,  why  the  Besident 
Magistrates  do  not  stay  and  administer 
the  law  in  their  own  districts  instead  of 
running  about  all  over  the  country  at 
an  immense  cost  to  the  taxpayers  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
asked  for  information  on  two  specific 
points  and  with  regard  to  one  of 
those  points — namely,  the  travelling 
expenses  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
I  think  the  same  point  was  taken 
up  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lip- 
colnshire,  and  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  offer  explanations  which,  if  not 
wholly  satisfactory  to  them,  at  any 
rate  ought  to  satisfy  the  Committee, 
A  criticism  was  passed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  reduction  of 
the  Yote  on  the  fat)t  that  under  the 
present  system  in  Ireland  executive  and 
judicial  functions  are  vested  in  the  same 
individual.  Now,  it  is  the  particular 
desire  of  the  Government  to  prevent  in 
any  case  the  same  Magistrate  having  to 
carry  out  both  official  and  judidal  func- 
tions in  respect  of  one  transaction,  and 
in  order  to  effect  that  object  it  may 
obviously  be  necessary  to  bring  into  the 
district  of  one  Resident  Magistrate 
another  Resident  Magistrate  who  has 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  case  on 
which  he  is  asked  to  adjudicate. 
An  hon.  Member  :  No. 
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*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Well,  it  is  a 
general  rule.  Of  course,  the  Magis- 
trate who  is  brought  in  from  the  outside 
has  to  travel,  and  he  sometimes  has  to 
travel  by  branch  lines,  a  fact  of  which 
complaint  is  made  on  the  ground  of  the 
length  of  time  consumed.  The  other 
point  made  by  the  hon.  Member  had 
reference  to  proceedings  of  which  he 
appears  to  have  been  an  eye-witness 
on  the  occasion  of  a  trial,  proceedings 
which  he  has  said  are  without  ex- 
ample in  this  country.  Now,  what  were 
those  proceedings?  A  certain  public 
document  was  regarded  as  privileged, 
and  was  not  therefore  produced  in 
Court. 

Me.  E.  HARRINGTON :  No,  no ;  it 
was  not  a  public  document,  but  the 
policeman's  notes  about  the  case. 

♦Me.  A.  J.  BALFO  UR:  Thereport  which 
appeared  in  the  FreeiMuCe  Journal  states 
that  Mr.JCarson  said  he  found  that  those 
books  were  confidential  documents  for 
the  use  of  the  superior  officer,  and  were 
therefore  piivileged. 

Mr.  LEAMY  :  What  was  the  date  ? 

*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  doeaj  it 
matter  about  the  date  ?  It  is  a  report  of 
the  particular  case  to  which  attention 
has  been  directed  and  appeared  in  the 
Jf'ttemaiCe  Jeumal. 

Mb.  LEAMY  :  Read  the  whole  report 
then. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  really  expect  me  to  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
eits  near  him  and  read  the  whole  of  this 
report  ? 

Mb.  LEAMY :  Yes ;  I  expect  you  to 
read  the  whole  of  it. 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order  ; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
interrupt.  He  must  reserve  what  obser- 
vations he  has  to  make  until  he  addresses 
the  Committee. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.  H.  J.Wilson)  gave 
me  no  notice  that  he  intended  to  call 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  when  it  was 
referred  to  I  immediately  endeavoured 
to  obtain  the  best  information  in  my 
power,  and  I  believe  the  information 
1  have  obtained  refers  to  the  case 
which  was  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  I  have  6tated  the 
leport  appeared  in  the  Freeman^  e 
Journal^  and  the  words  were  that 
Mr.  Carson  said  he  found  that  those 
books  1^  ere  privileged  documents. 


Mb.  LEAMY :  You  are  only  stadng 
what  Mr.  Carson  said. 
♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Thai  was  the 
contention  of  counsel  in  the  case,  and— 

Mb.  LEAMY :    I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.     Is  it  not  a  fact  that — — 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order, order! 

Mr.  LEAMY :  I  rise  to  order. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  what  is  a  point 
of  order.  It  is  not  a  point  of  order  to 
correct  a  statement  made  in  the  oonrse 
of  debate.  The  hon.  Gentleman  mnst 
reserve  what  he  has  to  say  until  the 
proper  time. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether, 
when  an  hon.  Member  rises  in  his  place 
and  says  he  wishes  to  speak  to  a  point 
of  order,  he  is  not  entitled  to  state  what 
that  point  of  order  is  before  vou  stop 
him? 

The  chairman  :  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  I  have  misapprehended 
what  he  rose  for,  that  is  so. 

Me.  W.  REDMOND :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  has  not  raised  the  point  yet 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  lean  only  wj 
on  the  question  of  whether  an  bon.  Mem- 
ber can  rise  on  the  plea  of  order  whenem 
he  wishes  to  correct  a  statement  v&i0& 
he  deems  to  be  inaccurate,  that  if  I  *^ 
to  adopt  that  practice,  then  I  should  be 
so  constantly  rising  to  points  of  order 
that  hon.   Gentlemen    opposite  wonw 
not  be  able  to  get  through  many  of  thw 
speeches  without  interruption.   Tnn- 
ing  again  to  the  point  we  were  dii- 
cussing  before  the  hon.  Member  inter- 
posed, I  will  read  not  merely  the  woari 
of  Mr.  Carson  but  that  which  precede* 
it  in  the  FreemafCe  Journal,  wluch  ii  to 
the  effect  that  the  police  constable  was 
recalled  and  cross-examined  as  to  we 
notes  he  took  on  the  night  Mr.  O'Kel^ 
was  at  the  place  mentioned  and  askedte 
produce  his  note-book.     Mr.  Carson  ok- 
jected  that  this  was  a  confidential  doeii| 
ment,  the  entries  in  which  were  mads fV 
his  superior  officers,  and  thatitwastiNi*' 
fore  privileged.    Now,  this  is  an  incM** 
which    the    hon.    Qentleman  oppoi^ 
thinks  could  only   happen    in  IxAtm 
and  for  which  there    is  no  preoed»t 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  clearly  deriving 
his  legal  knowledge  from  what  hapfV 
on  the  Sheffield  bench— doubtless  an 
excellent  though  narrow  legal  schoe^^ 
but  I  can  assure  him  that  for  ofiw 
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docamenU  to  be  regarde  1  as  privileged 
18  a  perfectly  faiiiliar  practice  in  the 
Eo^Iish  Oourts. 

♦Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  :  But  that  does 
sot  extend  to  a  policeman's  posket- 
book. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  So  much  for 
thetwo points  dealt  with  by  the  hon.Gen- 
tleman.    I  now  pass  to  the  most  im- 
portant speech  in  this  debate.     I  refer 
to  the  speech  delivered    by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tork  (Mr.  A.  Pease)  who 
mored  the  Amendment  for  the  reduc- 
tion of  this  Vote.   Although  that  speech 
was  delivered  to  an  almost  empty  House 
thehon.  Oentleman  went  into  a  great 
many     important       and     interesting 
oiicumstances      with      which     it    will 
be  proper  that  I  should    attempt  to 
deal  in  some  detail.    The  hon    Gentle- 
man appears  to  have  derived  his  im- 
pressions  as    to    the    Magistrates    of 
Ireland  from    the  speech  of  a  certain 
Judge  Fletcher  delivered  in  the  year 
1814.    I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that 
that  learned  Judge  made  remarks  which 
^n^  extremely    appropriate    to    the 
occasion,  but  they  are   certainly    not 
appropriate  to  a  Vote  for  the  Irish  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  at  the  present  day, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  delivered  more 
than  70  years  ago,  before  the  system  of 
Berident  Magistrates  was  invented,  I 
think ^e  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
made  himself  better   acquainted  with 
the  institution  he  attacks,  before  quot- 
iflg  the  remarks   made  by    a  Judge 
who  lived  in  the    year    1814.      The 
hon.  Qentleman  was,   no  doubt,  per- 
fectly hond  fide   in  relating  the    anec- 
dotes he  has  g^ven  to  the  Committee ;  but 
I  think  he  went  to  Ireland  in  a  very 
oednlouB  spirit.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  seem  to  have  taken  sufficient 
p*ins  to  sift  the  evidence,  and  that  is 
^  the  more  serious,  when  I  reflect  on 
the  kind    of    charges  he  has  hurled 
gainst  the  Magistrates.  The  hon«Qentl« 
iBao's  manner  was  as  quiet  as  that  of  any 
•peaker  I  have  ever  heard  in  this  House, 
mtt  his  language  was  as  violent  as  any 
I  ever  listened  to.    There  is  hardly  any 
ctims  of  which  he  did  not  accuse  the 
BMident  Magistrates. 

•Ma.  A.  PEASE :  I  directly  repudiated 
fiom  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  my 
^eech  that  the  httack  I  made  was 
aguast  the  whole  body.  I  attacked  the 
qrBtem  under  which  they  are  appointed 


and  the  manner  in  which  it  is  worked 
by  the  Chief  Secretary. 
♦Mr. A.  J.BALFOUR:  I  fully  acquit  the 
hon.  Gentlenian  of  the  charge  of  attack- 
ing the  whole  body,  but  he  did  un- 
doubtedly hurl  charges  against  members 
of  that  body.      He  accused  them  of 
grossly  corrupt  administration  of  justice, 
and  I  say  that  that  is  not  an  accusation  to 
be  lightly  made  against  a  judicial  body, 
and  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
make  himself  better  acquainted   with 
the  facts  before  coming  here  to  prefer 
such  a  charge.    He  stated  that  these 
Magistrates  acted  on  suggestions  from 
the  tentral    Government,    and     upon 
intimations  received  from  Dublin  Castle. 
Sir,  not  only  is  that  charge  absolutely 
false  [criee  of  *  *  Oh, ' '  from  the  Oppoeition 
Benehee'^—l  say,  absolutely  false,  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  a  particle  of 
evidence  in  support  of  it  [renewed  criee 
o/*  '*0h !")  not  a  single  particle.  I  say  that 
charges  of  this  kind,  which  involve  not 
merely   the    honour    of  the    Resident 
Magistrates,  but  the  honour  of  every 
official  connected  with  the  Government 
of  Irelcmd,  is  not  one  that  ought  to  be 
made  lightly  by  one  who  occupies  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Member.     There 
are,  no  doubt,  other  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  from   whom  accuaations  of 
this  kind    fall    so    glibly   that    when 
making  them  they  hardly  realise  the 
gravity  of  what  they  allege ;  but  I  am 
unwilling  to  see  the  hon.  Member  asso- 
ciating   himself  with    those   to  whom 
I    re&r,     or    adopting   the    reckless 
methods  with  which  they  are  familiar. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  himself 
very   merry  over  the  qualifications  of 
these  Resident  Magistrates,  and  he  read 
out  from  a  printed  Return  that  has  been 
laid   before    Parliament    the    various 
avocations    which      those    Gentlemen 
pursued  before  they  were  placed  in  the 
offices  which  they  now  hold.    Now,  the 
vast  majority  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates have  not  been  appointed  by  me, 
nor  by  a  Conservative  Government,  but 
by  a  Radical  Government.    The  House 
may  take  it  from  me  that  the  enormous 
majority  of  these  men,  whoae  qualifica- 
tions the  hon.   Member  for  York  has 
denounced,    were    appointed  by  those 
of  whom  that  hon.   Member  is  proud 
to     reckon    himself   the  faithful    fol- 
lower.    It  appears   to   me  that  if  we 
adopt  the  same  method    of  procedure 
with  regard  to  Members  of  Parliament 
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OS  has  beeo  adopted  by  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man  respecting  the  BsBident  Magis- 
trates some  very  siegular  deduotions 
might  be  made.  I  presume  that  the 
qualifications  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment are  not  less  importaot  than  those  of 
B«aident  Magistrates.  In  their  hands 
lies  not  merely  the  whole  legislation  of 
the  country,  and  a  great  deal  of 
its  administration,  but  apparently 
also  the  revision  of  all  the  judicial 
eentences  passed  in  Ireland ;  end 
therefore  the  qualifications  required  ia 
them  are  not  smaller  than  tboae  re- 
quired for  a  Rnsideot  Magistrate.  Well, 
if  I  trere  to  take  the  book  with  which 
we  are  all  familiar,  and  to  read  out  the 
antecedents  of  the  Housa  generally, 
and  treat  them  in  the  manner 
the  hon.  Member  treated  the  ante- 
cedents of  the  Bedident  Maiciatrates, 
I  could,  if  it  were  vorth  while,  bring 
out  mote  ridiculous  results  than  the  hon. 
Qentlemaa  has  done.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tork  has  thought  fit  several 
times  to  quote  the  epiuions  of  the 
Superior  Courts,  I  may  call  his  attention 
to  the  pinion  on  tEiis  very  point  of  Mr. 
baron  Dowse,  who  said  yesterday: — 

"  Ab  far  aa  I  am  ccmoemed  I  would  rather 
have  a  Bendant  Magistrato  with  whoia  I«gal 
capacity  the  Lord  LieuteDaat  ii  aatliified  than 
a  Member  of  Parliameot  with  whoM  legal 
capacity  nobody  is  uiiafieJ." 

I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  wisdom 
in  the  learned  Judge's  remark. 
Then  I  pass  to  the  next  point  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  York.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  prove  his  case 
against     the     Beeident    Magistrates, 

S noted  a  private  conrersation  which  he 
ad  with  one  of  that  body,  whose  name 
he  did  not  give.       I  do  not  know  what 
view   that  Uagistrate  may  have  of  the 
use  to    which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
put  a  private  conversation  which  had  all 
the  privileges  that  ought  to  appertain  to 
""""♦*'  conversation,    which  obviously 
!r  intended  to  be  quoted  in  this 
ind  the  accuracy  of  which  there 
portunity  of  testing  if  the   hon. 
8  version  of  it  is  incorrect.     I 
J  that  the  boo.    Member   for 
all  persons  should  have  lent 
o  a  proceeding  of  that  kind; 
aore  so  because  on  the  face  of 
locount    of    the   conversation 
to  be  inaccurate,  since  he  said 
Magistrate  told  him  that  he 
persons  in  prison  for  three  or 
A.  J.  B.ljoMr 


six  months  for  the  oSsnce  of  tijing 
to  stop  other  persons  from  hoDtiiig 
over  their  land.  That  is  in 
extravagant  and  absurd  statement.  It 
is  perfectly  legal  to  prevent  people  ficm 
hunting  over  your  laud;  and  we  ante 
be  told  that  that  ridiculous  seatence  irsi 
actually  given,  and  that  it  wu  aerer 
thought  worth  while  by  anyWj  to 
bring  that  sentence  before  a  Saperior 
Court  and  have  it  quashed  and  the 
Magistrate  who  passed  it  diacredited. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  also  comiaentsJ 
with  much  severity  on  the  light  toss  in 
which  the  Magistrate  described  hsviiig 
escorted  to  gaol  certain  prieoDen  wbe 
were  sentenced  to  12  or  18  monthi'  im- 
prisonment. Why,  those  men  who  vsn 
sentenced  to  12  or  18  months'  impRHH- 
ment  were  not  tried  before  a  Crimes  Act 
Court,  aa  the  hon.  Oentleman  appeanto 
think. 

•Mb.  a.  pease  :  I  aaid  thej  irete 
esoorted  to  Sligo,  and  I  ought  to  have 
added  to  undergo  their  trial  at  the 
Assizes. 

*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUK:  I  oonfeei  I 
rather  fail  to  underatand  what  tiu 
accusation  is.  Apparently  we  areaikM 
to  condemn  absent  men,  Beeident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland,  becanae  one  ti 
their  body  in  a  private  oonveraation  iljo 
not  speak  with  sufficient  graritjot  the 
duty  of  esoorting  to  their  trial  ceitau 
men  who  were  afterwards  oondemed  bj 
an  Irish  Judge  and  jury  to  13  w  1* 
months'  imprisonment  for  a  veiy  brotsl 
and  horrible  offence. 

*Mr.  a.  pease  :  I  am  unwilling  le 
interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  I 
did  not  use  the  converaation  which  tow 
place  between  the  Resident  Uagistnt* 
and  myself  as  in  any  way  an  aocnutiDa 
against  that  partionlar  Magiatrate,  or 
against  Magistrates  ia  general,  but  )■ 
an  illustration  of  the  diepositioa  SM 
attitude  towards  the  people  of  many  of 
those  gentlemen. 

•Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  enti»lf 
accept  the  hon.  Gentleman's  expU- 
nation;  huti  confess  my  inabili^toM* 
how  that  affects  the  argument  V' 
are  asked  to  condemn  tfae  Magi^nt* 
because  he  did  not  apeak  in  a  safl* 
ciently  solemn  tone  about  escorting  <■■■ 
Co  be  tried  tor  a  very  brutal  oSmM 
before  a  Judge  and  a  Jury.  Suralytkis 
is  sufficiently  absurd.  Then  the  boa- 
Gentleman  went  on  from  jfeneralitiM  lo 
discuss  particolan.  &ad  the  putiMltf 
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fiobject  which  he  chose  for  discussion 
was  the  merits  of   Mr.  Cecil  Boche. 
This,  he  said,    was    the    worst    case 
of    Irish     misgoyerament.       Let    us 
ezamine  the  case.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man described  Mr.  Oecil  Boche  as  an 
itinerant  agitator.      He  did  not  state, 
Iu>we?er,  that  Mr.  Boche  was  appointed 
and  twice  reappointed  by  Lord  Spencer 
aa  Bub-Commissioner  under  the  Land 
Act,  l^and  we   know  on  the  authority 
of  the  right  hoD.  Gentlemanfthe  Mem- 
ber for  Bridgeton  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan) 
that  in  selecting    Sub-Commissioners, 
Lord  Spencer    had    special  regard  to 
the  jnmcial    fitness.      Then   the  hon. 
Member    mentioned    as    an    example 
of  the  iniquity  of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  the 
seatenoe  passed  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clare  (Mr.  Cox).    The  sentence  of 
four  months  was  passed  by  two  Magis- 
trates, of  whom  Mr.  Boche  was  one. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Clare  appealed 
to  the  County  Court  Judge,  who  dimin- 
ished the  sentence  to  one  month,  and 
made  him  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
Tlua  is  said    to    be   the   worst   case. 
But,  amazing    as    it    may    seem,  the 
hoo.    Gentleman   has    not   taken  the 
trouble  to  examine  what  passed  at  the 
trial  before  the  County  Court  Judge.  In 
diminishing  the   sentence    the  County 
Court  Judge  said : — 

**Tlie  Kagistrates,  when  the  sentence  was 
ongiuUy  inflicted,  were  probably  justified  by 
the  ttttaof  the  countrjr  at  the  time  in  imposiDg 
the  term  of  four  months.'* 

In  Tiew,  however,  of  the  altered  state  of 
things,  he,  reduced  the  sentence.  So 
that  the  County  Court  Judfi^e  entirely 
•cquitted  the  Magistrates  of  having  in 
^7  ^^7  exceeded  the  duty  imposed 
upon  them.  This  is  one  of  the  worst 
cases  and  one  of  the  worst  Magistrates 
which  the  researches  of  the  hon.  Gen  tie- 
man  have  enabled  him  to  discover. 
Then  there  is  the  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kerry.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss 
that  ease  again,  for  we  had  a  long 
Debate  upon  it  on  the  Address,  but  I 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  of  this. 
His  accusation  is  that  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
Oeeeded  his  magisterial  duty  in  passing 
fta  sentence  of  six  months  on  the  hon. 
Heoiber  for  Kerry.  It  was  an  appeal- 
*ti9  sentence,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
M  supposed  that  the  County  Court 
'■dge  would  reverse  the  sentence  of 
tiiia  unjust  Magistrate  no  doubt  he  would 
have  appealed .     The  fact  that  he  did  not 

VOL.  OCGXXXIX.  [THIBD8SB1S8.'] 


is  a  conclusive  proof  that  Mr.  Boche  was 
not  acting  upon  any  inspiration  derived 
from  the  Castle,  but  that  he  passed  a 
sentence  which,,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kerry  and  his  Friends, 
would  have  been  upheld  by  the  County 
Court  Judge  on  appeal.  The  third  ex- 
ample given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  judicial  work  of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche, 
and  I  do  not  know  how  it  is  relevcmt  to 
theVote  before  the  Committee.  It  appears 
that  Mr.  Boche  and  Colonel  Turner 
were  asked  to  subscribe  to  some  races  in 
Kerry.  They  declined  to  do  so,  and  the 
reason  given  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harrington)  was  on 
the  Committee,  and  in  their  opinion  he 
had  used,  and  was  in  the  habit  of  using, 
in  his  newspaper  language  against  them 
and  the  police  which  made  it  impossible 
for  them  to  take  an  active  part  in  sup- 
porting any  institution. with  which  the 
hon.  Member  was  nearly  connected. 
That  is  not  a  subject  on  which  I  think 
it  my  duty  to  pronounce  any  opinion, 
because  it  is  not  connected  with  the 
discharge  of  official  duties.  But  to 
say  that  they  were  not  to  give  a 
vote  for  Besident  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land because  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  and 
Colonel  Turner  objected  to  subscribe  to 
some  races  which  are  managed  by  a 
gentleman  who  in  theiif  opinion  is  in  the 
habit,  through  his  newspaper,of  describ- 
ing them  and  the  police  as  cowards, 
liars,  and  uniformed  bloodhounds  I 
think  is  rather  really  absurd. 

Mr.  E.  HABBINGTON  :  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  to  specify, 
and  not  shield  himself  behind  Boche 
and  Turner,  where  I  ever  referred  to 
the  police  in  the  language  he  describes 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  What  I  said 
I  have  on  the  best  authority. 

Mr.  E.  HABBINGTON :  What  is 
your  best  authority  ?  [Here  the  hon. 
Member  moved  in  a  threatening  manner 
from  his  seat  to  the  Gangway  in  the 
direction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  immediately  afterwards  returned  to 
his  place.] 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  Order,  order !  I 
believe  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
reading  an  extract  from  a  letter.  {Vries 
of  **  He  did  not,"  and  uproar,'] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Get  Balfour  to 
keep  quiet,  or  else  we  will  make 
him. 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  use 
such  language. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Hq  made  an 
insulting  gesture.  Sir.  [Cries  of 
"Order!"  and  **Name!"] 

The  chairman  :  It  will  be  impos- 
sible to  maintain  any  degree  of  order 
unless  hon.  Members  co-operate  with 
the  Chair,  and  attempt  to  restrain  the 
feelings  which  they  may  not  unnaturally 
entertain.  I  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  quote  the  expressions  of 
some  other  persons.  [Cries  o/'^No!" 
and  loud  cries  of  "  Order ! "]  If  it  was 
language  of  his  own,  then  undoubtedly 
he  ought  to  give  his  authority. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Court- 
iioy,  you  are  quite  right.  With  regard 
to  what  the  hon.  Member  described  as 
an  insulting  gesture,  it  was  not  in  the 
least  intended 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON:  Menacing 
gesture. 

♦Mb. A.  J. BALFOUR:  Well, menacing 
gesture.  [Cries  of  *<  Menacing  and  in- 
sulting."] I  assure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  that,  as  far  as  I  am  con- 
'  cemed,  I  have  not  the  slightest  desire 
to  insult  him  by  any  gesture  of  mine. 
It  is  not  my  habit  to  insult  anyone  by 
any  gesture. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  have  too 
much  of  that. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order.'order ! 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  stoted 
to  the  House  was  said  with  the  view  of 
describing  the  motives  which,  I  under- 
stood, and  I  know  for  a  fact,  did  actuate 
the  two  gentlemen  in  question — namely, 
that  they  believed  that  the  expressions 
which  I  have  quoted  to  the  House  were 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  with  regard  to 
them  and  the  police,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  anything  more  can  be  said  on  the 
matter. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  fair  play, 
to  give  his  authority.  I  will  apologise 
to  you.  Sir,  for  the  heat  I  displayed.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  shameful  of  me  to 
apologise  ;  but  allow  me  to  explain  that 
I  understood  the  gesture  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  a  menacing  and 
insulting  gesture,  and  that  gesture  I  was 
on  the  point  of  resenting  by  bringing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  below  the 
Bar.  [Loud  laughter ^  intemiptitny  and 
cries  of  y  Order  !*"]  With  regard  to  the 
expression  **  uniformed  bloodhounds,"  if 


it  has  appeared  in  my  newspaper  those 
men  cannot  be  in  any  uncertainty  aboot 
it,  for  it  is  in  print ;  if  it  appeared  in  a 
speech  of  mine  it  is  in  print.  Where 
did  the  right  hon.  G^ntieman  see  it? 
It  is  not  in  these  gentlemen's  letters,  for 
I  hold  copies  of  those  letters  in  mjhand. 
I  ask  him,  where  does  he  get  that  ex- 
tract? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  told  Ae 
hon.  Member  that  I  got  the  views  of 
the  two  gentlemen  I  have  quoted— Mr. 
Roche  and  Oolonel  Turner— on  the  best 
authority ;  but  when  I  said  the  words 
'^uniformed  bloodhounds,"  "cowards," 
and  "liars"  were  used  in  the  jonnW 
which  is  associated  with  the  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman's name,  I  do  not  think  the  state- 
ment is  so  intrinsically  absurd  that  it 
should  bring  down  upon  me  the  wrath 
of  the  hon.  Member,  because  hon.  Gentle- 
men  are  aware  that  the  epithet  "mnr- 
derer,"  which  is  even  stronger  than 
either  of  the  expressions  I  have  referred 
to  has  certainly  been  applied  to  me. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  ask  th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  wishes  to 
establish  his  character  for  veracity,  to 
specify  the  authority  on  which  he  states 
that  I  ever  called  the  Irish  Oonstahnlaij 
"  uniformed  bloodhounds,"  or  that  I  erer 
called  him  a  murderer.  . 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  dsspairo/ 
making  my  meaning  clear  to  hon.  Ksm- 
hers. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS :  Give  yowr  au- 
thority. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  never  a^ 
cused  him  of  oallinfl;>  me  a  morderv- 
With  regard  to  the  descriptions  of  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche  and  the  pohce  the  hem* 
Member  asks  whether  they  had  been 
made  by  him. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON :  What  i« 
your  authority  ?  . 

♦Mrt  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  staked 
was,  that  that  was  the  impression  of  Mr* 
Cecil  Roche  and  Colonel  Turner  wh« 
they  refused  to  subscribe  to  the  Eenj 
luLoes 

Mr*  E.  HARRINGTON :  I  feel  w» 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  answtf 
me  when  I  ask  him  to  spedfj  ^ 
authority  on  which  he  made  that  eto^ 
ment.  I  think  before  his  goes  casia^ 
further  we  ought  to  know  that.  I  hoi 
in  my  hand  copies  of  the  letters  6*^ 
those  men,  and  they  have  no  atf* 
accusations  as  he  has  stated.  Ji  ^ 
accusation  is  contained  in  any  pritate 
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tdegiaois  or  letters  I  ask  him  to  rise  in 
Ills  place  and  say  so.  I  claim  that 
he  wall  not  stand  up  in  this  House 
and — 
The  chairman  :  *  Order,  order ! 
Mb.  E.  HAERINGTON  :  Well,  Sir, 
I  am  satisfied  to  let  the  House  and  the 
ooontry  judge  of  his  veracity  in  this 
matter. 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir,  if  I  have 
misrepresented  the  feelings  and  reasons 
of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  I  have  undoubtedly 
been  guilty  of  a  want  of  aocuracn^;  but 
liOfrlia?e  I  wronged  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kerry  ?  I  have  not  misrepresented 
those  feelings,  and  it  is  those  feelings 
abne  that  are  in  question. 

Mb.  E. HARRINGTON :  The  words! 
loioim  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
shall  gi?e  his  authority. 

Tm  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  at  all  en- 
titled to  make  any  such  claim.  The 
light  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  re- 
presentation as  to  the  state  of  opinion 
of  these  two  .Magistrates,  Colonel  Tur- 
ner and  Mr.  Oeoil  Roche ;  to  them,  un- 
doubtedly, he  is  responsible  for  that  re- 
presentation ;  but  he  is  not  responsible 
to  the  hon.  Member  so  as  to  be  com- 
pelled to  verify  bis  statement. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  In  the  interests  of 
the  order  of  Debate — fZimd  cries  of 
"Ordw!"] 

Mb.  SExTON  raddressing  Oolonel 
Saonderson) :  I  told  you  my  opinion 
about  you  once  before. 

Thi  CHAIRMAN:  If  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  will  address  the  Chair 
^  complain  ol^  any  specific  act  of  dis- 
Ofder  be  will  be  listened  to;  but  he 
must  know  that  when  he  addresses  an 
hoo.  Member  across  the  House  the 
oiaintenance  of  order  is  not  possible.  I 
do  beg  the  hon.  Member  to  address  the 
CSudr. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  When  a  Member 
who  has  insulted  me  before  in  this 
House  interrupts  me  in  a  disorderly 
XDanner,  it  puts  my  patience  to  too 
M^ere  a  strain. 
CoLOKBi.       SAUNDERSON  :      Mr. 

CbnrtneVy  I  rise  to  order 

Thb  OHATRMAN  :  Mr.  Sexton. 
He.  sexton  :  In  the  interests  of 
Aa  order  of  Debate,  which  appear  to 
IBS  to  be  fi^ravely  imperilled  by  the 
hngaage  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
to  say  nothings  of  the  gesture,  I  humbly 


submit  to  you,  Sir,  that  the  imputation 
he  made  at  the  Table  was  this — that 
Colonel  Turner  and  Mr.  Roche  had 
complained  to  him  that  in  the  journal 
conducted  by  my  hon.  Friend  he 
described  the  police  as  '*  uniformed 
bloodhounds."  I  think  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  the  order  of  Debate, 
and  would  commend  itself  alike  to  all 
parties,  if  you  were  to  request  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  he  is  in 
possession  of  evidence  that  any  such 
language  was  used  by  the  Gentleman 
in  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  regret  very 
much  that  such  grave  language  should 
be  used.  [_Interruption,']  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers cannot  restrain  themselves  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  go  on.  I  regret  that 
such  language  should  be  used ;  but  it  is 
used  on  the  responsibility  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  responsible,  not 
to  this  House,  but  to  the  gentlemen  to 
whom  he  attributes  it  in  conveying  his 
impression  of  these  motives  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  have  raised  this  storm  ; 
but  I  believe  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
not  doubt  my  word  when  I  say  that  the 
last  thing  I  should  have  expected  was 
that  indignation  would  have  been  ex- 
hibited at  my  remarks,  since  the  violence 
of  the  language  habitually  used  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  and  the  Nationalist  Press  is 
matter  of  common  notoriety.  Surely  in 
the  columns  of  United  Ireland  and  other 
papers  language  not  less  violent  has 
been  freely  used.  Nay,  in  many  cases 
language  exceeding  this  in  violence  has 
been  used,  and  it  never  occurred  to  me 
that  I  should  be  interrupting  the 
harmony  of  the  evening's  proceedings 
by  calling  attention  to  it.  But  I 
pass  from  that  <  to  make  a  mild 
protest  against  the  use  of  the  word  boy- 
cotting by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
It  is  not  boycotting  in  the  Irish  sense  of 
the  word  to  refuse  a  subscription  of  a 
few  sovereigns  to  the  fund  of  a  race 
meeting,  and,  as  used  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, the  phtane  is  misapplied,  and  he 
misleads  himself  and  everyone  who  ac- 
cepts his  version  of  the  facts.  Butlask  the 
Committee,  in  concluding  a  speech 
which  has  been  lengthened  by  the  inter- 
ruptions to  which  I  have  been  subjected, 
I  ask  ihe  Committee,  is  the  broad  indict- 
ment brought  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
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York  sastainable?  I  have  examined 
and  refuted  point  by  point  the  specific 
charges  he  has  made,  and  if  we  survey 
the  subject  generally  is  there  anything 
to  sustain  the  hon.  Member's  accusationj? 
There  is  a  broad,  simple,  and  conclusive 
test  of  the  action  of  these  Courts,  and  that 
is  how  their  decisions  have  been  treated 
by  superior  Courts.  We  have  had  every 
opportunity  of  applying  this  test,  for 
there  have  been  an  enormous  number  of 
appeals.  I  believe  in  1888  there  were 
201  appeals  from  the  decisions  of  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
and  of  these  only  19  were  reversed.  In 
the  half-year  from  January  I  to  June 
30,  1889,  there  were  121  appeals,  and 
of  these  only  10  decisions  were  re- 
versed. Therefore  in  18  months  from 
January  1,  1888,  to  June  30,  1889, 
there  were  322  appeals  against  the 
decisions  of  the  Magistrates,  and  in  29 
cases  only  were  the  decisions  altered, 
or  only  9  per  cent  of  the  whole. 
I  am  speaking  in  tho  presence  of  many 
lawyers,  and  I  have  the  Chief  Baron  on 
my  side  when  I  say  that  is  a  record  that 
cannot  be  approached  by  any  other 
Oourt  of  First  Instance  in  the  world. 
The  Chief  Baron  has  pointed  out  that 
the  enormous  proportion  of  decisions 
sustained  by  Courts  testifies  to  an  im- 
partiality no  man  can  doubt,  and  is  con- 
clusive proof  that  the  Besident  Magis* 
trates  are  not  open  to  the  accusations 
made  against  them.  That'  being  so, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tork  and  others 
were  guilty  of  bringing  forward  unjust 
accusations  against  men,  who,  under 
circumstances  of  difficulty,  imperfectly 
appreciated  by  their  accusers,  and  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  with  experience 
derived  from  the  Sheffield  Bench  has 
no  conception  whatever — have  carried 
out  their  duties  in  a  manner  that  need 
make  no  man  ashamed  who  has  the 
interests  of  justice  at  heart.  Technical 
reasons  have  now  and  then  been 
brought  up  to  show  that  the 
"Courts  ought  not  to  have  come 
to  the  decisions  they  did;  but  it  has 
never  been  maintained  that  the 
defendants  were  not  guilty  of  the 
offences  with  which  they  were  charged, 
or  that  the  innocent  have  been  subjected 
to  punishment.  That  being  so,  the 
House  ought  to  reject  by  a  large 
majority  an  Amendment  which  is 
intended  to  call  in  question  the  action 
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of  the  Resident  Magistrates  ia  fhiit 
which,  after  all,  is  the  most  important 
of  their  functions — namely,  the  pare  and 
impartial  administration  of  jastice. 

Mb.  LEAMY  (Sligo,  8.) :  I  do  not 
know   what    are    the    more  impoitaiit 
functions  of  these  gentlemen,  whether  it 
is  giving  judicial  decisions  or  in  order- 
ing the  police  to  baton  the  people;  it  is 
not  very  easy  to  discriminate  between 
the    two    functions.      The   right  hou. 
Gentleman  found  some  fault  with  me 
this  evening  for  interrupting  him  while 
he  was  making  a  statement  in  respect 
to  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Yorkshire  (Mr.  Pease)  in  referrence 
to  the  incident  that  occurred  on  the 
trial  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
HoscommDU.    The  right   hon.  Gentle- 
man was  quoting  from  what  was  sup- 
posed to  be  a  report  of  the  trial,  bat  he 
took  care  to  read  only  that  part  whioh 
told  in  his  own  favour.     Now  that  I  do 
not  think  is  a  sthiightforward  way  of 
dealing  with  the  House,  but  I  suppose 
it  is  more  or  less  characteristic  of  him, 
and  his  allusion  to  **  uniformed  blood- 
hounds" is  sufficiently  recent  on  oox 
memories.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  this  note-book  which  has  been 
referred  to  was  not  produced  because  it 
was  a  privileged  document,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  they  are  never  produced.   But 
what  are  the  facts  ?    On  the  first  day  of 
the  trial  the  note-book  was  called  fot 
and  the  Magistrate  ordered  its  prodac- 
tion  on  the  following  morning.    Bat  on 
the  following  morning'   the  book  tras 
not    produced,    and    the      reason  was 
because  in   the  meantime  instructions 
had  been  received  from  Dublin  Castle. 
Now,  the  Solicitor  General  for  England, 
without  caring  to  inquire  into  the  cha- 
racter of  this  note-booky  g^ave  his  a>b||^^ 
to  the  statement  that  it  was  a  pn^* 
leged  communication.     But  the  polka 
officer  admitted  that  he  had  used  the 
book  for  the  purpose  of  reft^shing  his 
memory  while  giving^    eridence,  so  I 
maintain  the  counsel    for   tlie  defsBca 
was  justified  in  calling^  for  it.     I  think 
before  giving  his  opinion  the  SoIicUoi 
General  might  have  waited  till  he  knows 
what  happens  in  an    Irish    Ooait  of 
Justice.    I  do  not  know   wbo   is  lA' 
structing    the    Chief     Secretary   now, 
but    he    appears    to     have     a   oovi 
of    instructors    legal     and     otherwiaa 
But  I  think  it  wiU  be  found  that  my 
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oonteDtion  is  a  right  one.    At  another 
prosecution  which  took  place  at  Castle- 
leogb,  and  in  which  I  was  counsel  for 
the  defence,  a.  policeman  was  ordered  by 
the  magistrate  to  produce  a  note-book 
under  precisely  similar  circumstances, 
and  the  point  has  been  raised,  I  believe, 
be/ore  Chief  Baron  Palles,  and  in  his 
judgment  a  note- book  of  the  kind  was 
declared  not  to    be   privileged.      The 
Chief  Secretary,  in    referring    to   the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  began 
this  discussion,  complained  that  he  had 
referred  to  private  conversations  which 
had  taken  place  between  himself  and  a 
Bemdent  Magistrate,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  shocked  that 
the  hon.  Member  shoidd  have  made  use 
of  such  a  conversation  in  the  House. 
But  what  has  the  Chief  Secretary  to  say 
in  reference  to  a  recent  police  circular 
sent  round  to  all  the  police  stations  in 
the  country,  advising  the  police  to  seize 
upon  innocent  strangers  nom  England 
sod  give  their  information  of  the  right 
sort  in  reference  to  evictions?    What 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  to 
that  ?  The  Chief  Secretary  went  on  to 
say  that  it  was  quite  untrue  that  men 
ha? e  ever  been  sent  to  gaol  for  prevent- 
ing hunting  over  their  lands.    On  this 
pomt  I  should  like  to    refer    to  one 
mstance   within   my  own  knowledge. 
Waterford  is  a  great  hunting  county, 
tnd  it   used    to    be  hunted  by  Lord 
Waterford.      In  the  beginning  of  the 
land  agitation    in    1880  or    1881,  the 
people    of      the    county   objected    to 
illowing  the  hunt  to  go  over  uieir  land, 
•nd    they    assembled    and    they    did 
no  doubt  brandish  sticks,  and  I  be- 
lieve some  stones  were  thrown.    Now, 
this  was  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
tenants  asserted  their  right  to  say  that 
no  one  should  hunt  over  their  land,  and 
these  men  were  brought  up  before  a 
Magistrate     charged     with    unlawful 
assembly.      Of  course  the  Magistrates 
were  too  cute  to  charge  them  with  sim- 
ply obstruoting  the  hunt;   thev  were 
charged  with  unlawful  assembly,  and 
Captain  Stack,   an  intimate  friend  of 
Lord  Waterford  and  other  members  of 
the  hunt,  sentenced  the  men  to  terms  of 
imprisonment  from  two  to  three  months. 
This  was  on   Christmas    Eve,  and    a 
peculiar  thing  in  connection  with  this 
trial  was  that  the  warrants  were  filled 
op   before     the   sentences  were   pro- 


nounced.   The  defending  counsel  hap- 
pened to  pick  up  one  of  the  warranto, 
and  when  he  asked  for  an  explanation 
he  was  told — "Of  course  we  are  only 
having  them  ready."     This  prosecution, 
however,    killed    hunting   in     County 
Waterford.       I    speak    as  a    Water- 
ford man  within  the  hearing  of  other 
Waterford    men.      I    will    say    that 
if    there    had     bisen     a     Magistrate 
of  common  sense  on  the  Bendi,  and 
with  a  genuine  interest  in  hunting  and 
at  the  same  time  recognizing  the  tenanto' 
rights,  hunting  might  have  gone  on  to 
this  day  in  County  Waterford,  and  Lord 
Waterford  would  be  a  happier,  merrier 
man  than  he  is  to-day.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  spoken  of  administra- 
tion as  being  the  most  important  duty 
incumbent  upon  Besident  Magistrates. 
What  has  he  to  say  of  the  conduct  of 
Divisional  Magistrate  Cameron  or  Divi- 
sional Inspector,  I  believe  he  is  called — 
I  really  cannot  distinguish  these  grand 
titles  ?    When  the  evictions  took  place 
on  the  Olphert  Estate  last  January,  will 
the  House  believe  that  one  morning, 
about  4  o'clock,  the  agent  found  that 
some  tenanto  had  re-entered  the  house 
from  which  they  had  been  evicted,  and 
immediately  got  the  aid  of  some  20  of 
the   Lish    Constabulary,    visited    the 
house,  knocked  at  the  door,  and,  not 
beinff  admitted,  went  at  once  to  the 
Magistrate  and  swore  that  the  house 
was  being  forcibly  held  against  him  ? 
Divisioniu  Lispector  Cameron  then  ap- 
peared on  the  scene  and  the  door  was 
opened  by  a  woman,  the  house   was 
then  taken  possession  of  by  the  nolioe 
and  used  as  a  temporary  barrack  for 
which  a  shilling  was  paid  to  the  agent. 
Is  that  the  conduct  of  a  Magistrate  who 
wishes  to  act  impartially  between  the 
people  and  the   police?     There  have 
been  other  and  similar  cases;  on  one 
occasion  the  Inspector  broke  open  a 
house  in  the  early  hours  of  the  morn- 
ing and  found  it  occupied  by  a  poor  old 
woman,  cowering  over  the  embers  of  a 
fire,  and  in  every  case  of  this  kind  where 
warranto  were  issued  by  the  Magistrate 
and  executed  by  the  police,  prosecutions 
were  afterwards  instituted,   but    were 
dismissed  for   want  of  evidence.    The 
Chief    Secretary    has    explained    why 
Colonel  Turner  and  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
refused    subscriptions    to    the    Tralee 
Baces.    The  letters  from  these  gentle- 
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men  enclosed  in  one  envelope  have  been 
put  into  my  hands.  The  letter  from 
Uolonel  Turner  is  to  the  effect  that 
while  under  ordinary  circumstances  he 
should  have  been  glad  to  subscribe  to 
the  races,  he  declined  to  do  so  because 
upon  the  list  of  Stewards  was  the  name 
of  a  person  who  was  a  persistent  breaker 
of  the  law,  and  a  constant  traducer  of 
the  constabulary  and  their  officers. 
The  second  letter  says — 

^*  I  am  in  receipt  of  yours  of  this  date  apply- 
ing for  the  usual  subscription,  but  I  regret  to 
state  that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  subscribing 
to  the  Tralee  races  this  year,  owing  to  the 
pretence  on  the  committeie  of  an  individual 
whom  it  has  been  my  painful  duty  to  sentence 
to  a  term  of  imprisonment,  and  who  systemati- 
cally insults  those  who  are  endeavouring  with 
me  to  preserve  law  and  order  in  this  country." 

\Che9rB,\  I  welcome  the  cheers  uttered  by 
Aon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  and  I  tell  hon. 
Members  that  those  letters  will  be  read 
from  hundreds  of  platforms  in  Ireland, 
and  if  they  are  not  greeted  with  cheers 
like  those  given  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, at  any  rate  the  advice  which  will 
follow  the  reading  of  the  letters  will  be 
received  with  cheers.  That  advice  will 
suggest  to  the  people  to  take  a  leaf  out 
of  the  book  of  the  Eesident  Magistrate 
in  the  matter  of  boycotting  political 
opponents.  In  Ireland  people  often 
seek  for  a  neutral  platform  on  which 
political  opponents  may  meet,  but  if 
this  is  to  be  the  course  of  action  adopted 
by  the  Resident  Magistrates,  the  Lrish 
Members  and  those  who  support  them 
will  find  many  opportunities  of  seeing 
that  their  political  opponents  shall  not 
have  as  much  favour  in  non-political 
matters  as  has  hitherto  been  extended 
to  them.  I,  for  one,  believe  that  boy- 
cotting is  a  perfectly  justifiable  weapon. 
I  know  that  last  night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
it  had  been  invented  by  our  Party.  As 
a  fact  it  was  not  invented  by  our  Party, 
for  it  was  practised  against  our  people 
many  years  before  they  adopted  it.  Now 
I  wish  to  make  a  few  observations  upon 
another  point.  The  Chief  Secretary  has 
quoted  a  statement  made  by  Chief 
Baron  Palles.  I  wish  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  quote  all  the  state- 
ments made  by  learned  Judges.  He 
has  also  quoted  a  statement  by  Baron 
Dowse,  but  he  has  only  quoted  the 
statements  which  tell  in  his  favour. 
Now,    we    have    the    case    in    which 
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the    Resident  Magistrate   pronouneed 
sentence    on    Dr.    Tanner,    and   the 
Superior  Court  have  quashed  that  Ben- 
tence  on  the  ground,  I  understand,  that 
these  two  Magistrates  who,  according  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  were  acqoaiiM 
with  the  law,  did  not  know  the  lar. 
We  surely  ought  to  have  some  explana- 
tion on  this  point  from  the  Chief  Seora- 
tary.    It  would  appear  that  Dr.  Tanner 
declined  to  recognise  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Magistrate  who  tried  him,  and  he- 
cause  he  held  their  Court  in  contempt, 
these  men  who  did  not  know  the  laVf 
and  who,  as    we  now  know,  illegally 
sentenced  him  to  a  month's  impneon- 
ment,  are  held  to  be  empowered  to  call 
upon  the  hon.  Member  to  g^ve  seenritieB 
to  keep  the  peace,  and  they  adopted  thu 
course  because  they  well  knew  that  he 
would  prefer  to  remain  in  g^l  for  three 
months  rather  than  give  such  soretiee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
been  in  the  habit  of  getting  up  here  and 
saying 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  maS:e  his  Report  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  rit 
again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY  [7th   AngMt] -CIVIL   8BRV1CB 

BSTIMATB8. 

Resolution  reported. 

Class  III. 

**That  a  eum,  not  exceeding  ^6889,371,  be 
granted  to  Her  Mageity,  to  oomplete  Uie  fov 
neceaaary  to  defray  the  charge  wmoh  will  oani 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  endiflf 
on  the  3lBt  day  of  M&r^,  1890,  for  tbi 
expenses  of  the  Royal  Iridi  Ccmstabuliry." 

Eesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Hesolution." 

♦Mb.  pierce  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.): 
Owing  to  the  application  of  the  Glosox* 
last  evening  I  was  prevented  making  a 
few  remarks  on  this  Vote,  which  I  hid 
been  anxious  to  make,  and  which  I  had 
risen  more  than  onoe  for  the  purpose  of 
making.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  delivered  two  speeohes  in  tbi 
course  of  the  Debate  on  this  subject 
The  first  was,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to 
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ny  80,  in  his  best  possible  style — his 
own  peculiar  style.  But  the  second  was 
in  loA  wont  possible  style.  He  does  not 
diine  in  a  conciliatoiy  attitude  at  all. 
Ee  was  in  admirable  form  in  his  first 
q»06oh ;  indeed,  his  form  was  so  admir- 
able that  when  he  sat  down  he  was 
appealed  to  by  his  Oalleagues,  and  es- 
pecfallj  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 

leads  this   House,    and  who    always 
treats  his  opponents  with  courtesy,  to 
withdraw,  and    apologise   at  the  first 
opj^ortonity  for  the  most  insulting  obser- 
Tsnons  wmoh  he  addressed  to  the  right 
hon.    Qentleman     the    Member     for 
Bnd&ird.    He  did   apologise  for  the 
obsOTations,  but  he    did   not  appear 
particularly  to  like  the    performance. 
I  naturally,  as  an  Irish  Member,  have 
closely  observed  the  Chief  Secretary's 
oondoot  since  I  have  been  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  have   never   seen    one    single 
trace  of    that     good      feeling     and 
magnanimity  which  is  generally  sup- 
posed   to    be    characteristic     of     the 
Ei^lish  gentleman.     I  hope  that  the 
TOffki  hon.    Gentleman    who   received 
tlie  Chief  Secretary'  apology  yesterday 
will,  should  he  have  occasion  to  visit 
Ireland  during  theBecess,  exercise  more 
than  ordinary  caution,    because  I  am 
F^feotly  certain  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the   Ohief  Secretary    only 

Ets  a  chance  he  will  make  the  right 
B<    Gentleman      the    Member    for 
Bradford  pay  dearly  for  that  apology. 
Ihe  right  hon.   Gentleman  took  great 
credit  because,  as  regards  some  parti- 
oolars,   over    which    he    said    he  had 
special  control,    with  regard  to  police 
c^cpenditure,  he  had   effected  a  reduc* 
ticm,  and  he  attributed  that  reduction 
to  the  improved  state  of  the  country 
under   the    Coercion   Act.     I  do  not 
attribute  it  to  that.     I  attribute  the 
reduction  to   tiie  fact  that  there  have 
been   fewer  evictions  during  the  past 
12  months.      Why   have   there    been 
ftwer   evictions?     Because   there  are 
fewer  properties  on  which  the  landlord 
and   tenants     are     in     conflict    with 
one    another.      And     why   are   there 
fewer  properties  on  which  there  is  this 
ooofliet  ?    Not  because  of  the  admini- 
stration of  the    Coercion    Act  by  the 
right   hon.     Qentleman,    but   because 


there  has  been  a  system  pursued  by  the 
Nationalist  Party  in  Ireland  with  the 
express  purpose   of  leading   to  settle- 
ments  between  landlords  and  tenants. 
I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  dispute  the  fact   that  the  Plan   of 
Campaign  has  led  to  more  settlements 
between    landlords     and    tenants    in 
Ireland  than  anything  else.    Whereas 
last  year  the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  in 
operation    on     about    140    estates   in 
Ireland,  now  it  is  only  in  operation  on 
about  30.    What  have  become  of  the 
110  estates  ?    Why,  Sir,  the  fact  is  that 
the  Plan  of    Campaign   has    led    to 
a     settlement      on       these      estates, 
and  there  the  landlords  and  tenants  are 
no   longer   in  conflict.    But    for  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled 
to  any  credit ;  indeed,  he  has  done  his 
best    to     prevent    settlements     being 
brought  about  by  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign.   Nor  is  credit  due  to  Members 
who,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Hunts,  have  gone  out  of  their  way  to 
prevent  these  settlements.     Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary is  particularly  proud  of  his  statis- 
tics with  regard  to  boycotted  persons  in 
Ireland.    I  do  not  attach  much  impor- 
tance to  statistics  produced  by  the  Irish 
Government,  because  I  happen  to  know 
something  of  the  way  in  which  they 
are  collected.    If  the  Government  want 
crime  to  rise  up,  up  it  goes.      When 
they  want  it  to  occur,  it  does  occur ; 
and  when  they  want  undetected  crimes 
to  multiply,  they  do  multiply  at  the  mere 
nod  of  the  head  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Boycotted  persons  in  Ireland  are  fewer 
now,  because  there  are  fewer  estates  on 
which  there  is  a  conflict  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.     The  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  stopped  the  conflict  on  a  large 
number  of  estates,  and  therefore  there 
is  no  longer  any  necessity  to  boycott 
certain  persons.     I  said,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  when  it  was  the  desire  of  the  Irish 
Government  that  the  statistics  of  un- 
detected crime  should  go  up,  that  result 
was  easily  obtained.  I  am  not  in  the  habit 
of  making  statements  without  having 
some  ground  for  them,  and  I  intend  to 
quote  three  cases  in  which  the  police  ap- 
parently failed  to  make  any  effort  what- 
ever to  detect  crime,  although  they  had 
every  warning   that  it  was  likely   to 
occur.    There  is  a  certain  agent  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  who  made  himself  very 
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unpopi^lar.     One  Friday  nighfc  a  boy- 
coHiDg  notice  of  a  very  violent  character 
was  posted  on  a  gate  about  four  miles 
from  Listowel.     This  boycotting  notice 
appears  to  have    been  the    only    one 
posted  on  that  night,  but  the  fact  that 
it  was  posted  came  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  agent  during  the  following  day,  and 
he  immediately  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  notice  had  been  posted  up  by 
mistake,  and    that    a    great    body    of 
similar  notices  would    be    posted    up 
on    the    following    night.      He    sent 
information    to   the    police    of    what 
had    occurred,    and    told    them    what 
he     believed    was    likely      to    occur. 
Though  they  were  cautioned  to  watch 
carefully  during   the    Saturday    night 
and  Sunday  morning,  and  though  the 
Police  Barrack   is    in    the  Square  of 
Listowel,   there  was   scarcely  a   house 
in    the    square    which    had    not    one 
of  these  notices  posted  upon  it,  and  the 
person  who  posted  them,  having  more 
than  he  cared  to  dispose  of,  threw  the 
remainder  of  the  bundle  of  notices  into 
the  police  barrack-yard.    The  police,  al- 
though warned,  never  detected  the  person 
who  posted  these  notices.  In  the  samejdis- 
trict  there  was  a  farm  from  which  the 
tenant  had  been  evicted,  and  the  agent 
had  reason  to  think  that,  on  a  certain 
night,  the  crops  would  be  removed  from 
the  farm,  which  was  in  the  possession 
of  a  caretaker.    He  informed  the  police 
what  he  expected  would  ensue,  and  upon 
what  night  it  was  likely  to  be  done.  As 
a  fact,  on  that  very  night  the  crops  were 
removed  and  the  police  detected  nobody. 
In  the  same  district,  during  the  same 
summer,  the  police  were  informed  that 
an  effort  was  to  be  made  within  the  next 
few  days  to  drive  away  and  kill  a  num- 
ber of  cattle  belonging  to  an  unpopular 
person.  The  effort  was  made;  the  cattle 
were  driven  away  and  killed,  and  no- 
body was  detected.      Thus  you    have 
three  cases  in  a  small  area  of  four  or 
five  miles,  in  which  the  police,  although 
warned  that  outrage  was  likely  to  take 
place,  failed  to  detect  anyone  commit- 
ting it.    And  yet  for  these  men,  who  so 
fail  in  their  duty,  this  Committee  is 
asked  to  pay  close  upon  two  millions  a 
year.     We  have  grave  reason  to  believe 
that  the  police  are   at  the  bottom  of 
many  outrages.     They  know  that  their 
living  depends  upon  the  continuance  of 
outrages,  and  therefore,  so  far  from  try- 

Mr.  Fierce  Mahony 


ing  to  prevent  them,  they  wink  attihem. 
We  shall   not  forget  the  case  whidt 
occurred  in  the  Oastle  Island  DiBtrlot, 
in  which  a  policeman,  having  bj  acci- 
dent shot  in  the  legs  a  man  whom  he 
was  engaged  in  protecting,  sabseqaently 
broke  a  pane  of  glass  and  tried  to  make 
out  that  an  outrage  had  been  com- 
mitted. It  was  proved  afterwards  that  he 
had  done  this  and  he  was  disoiissed  from 
the  force.      The  Chief  Secretary  ha» 
said  he  was  anxious  in  regard  to  the  case 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Norfti- 
East  Cork,  to  so  arrange  his  trial  that 
he  would  be  able  to  take  part  in  this 
Debate.     But  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
he  did  not  take  the    steps   which  he 
could  have  taken,   in  order  to  prevettt 
my  hon.  Friend*  making  a  useless  jour- 
ney to  Ireland.    I  should  also  like  to 
know    why  he  had    my    hon.  Friend 
arrested  at  the  Cork  Railway  Statiwi. 
Why  could  he  not  have  summoned  Ka 
instead  of  arresting  him  ?     He  says  he 
prefers  the  system  of  summoning,  btit 
that  he  feared  that  the  hon.  Gentleotf 
would   not  attend   on   summons,  tjt 
therefore  was  compelled  to  issue  ft* 
warrant.    I  venture  to  assert  hehadiw 
reason  whatever  to  believe  thatmjtat* 
Friend  would  not  attend  upon  enrnJaog^ 
because  on  the  last  occasion  on  wiW 


he  was  summoned  he  obeyed  the  i 
mens.  But  as  he  preferred  the  meflrtW 

arrest,  why  did  he  not  also  i^* 
the  Membeijfor  East  Cork,  who  was  nttj* 
jointly  in  the  same  eummons  with«J 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Ow 
Both  hon.  Members  were  on  thera2t<| 

?latform  when  the  one  was  arre«te4,i» 
should    like    to     know     why  g^ 
Member  for  East  Cork  was  not  arWPj* 
until  the  following  day.     I  oonte^JJ 
Government  deliberately    arrestee  •• 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Ooik*  • 
crowded  railway  station,  and  at  a  |■^ 
fecdy  unnecessary  time,   in   ordlMj 
provoke  a  riot.  We  beliere  they  w*W° 
to  provoke  one,  and   we  have  liW 
reason  for  believing^  that  the  polii*j|^ 
pected  one,  because  a  constable  ^^^^^ 
warned  two    ladiea  who   were  fl*^ 
platform  to  get  to  a  particularij^ 
because,  he  said,  there  they  wowi*^ 
safe.    And  then  ag^ain,  with  re£^^ 
to  the  events  at  Charleville,  wo  Ig^ 
yesterday  for  the  first  time,  that  thdP^ 
Inspector  had  received  an  injury  1t<^ 
of   his  arms.     My    hon.  Fri«ii  V 
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Member  for  North^East    Cork,  *  whose 
statement  on  that  point  I  should  prefer 
to  lelj  upon,   said  that  in  the  railway 
carriage  he  again  and  again  after  they 
left  the  station  challenged  the  police  to 
pomtont  any  injury  which  anyone  had 
receiyed,  and  the    only    answer  that 
ooold  be  made  was    that  the  District 
Inspeotor  pointed  out  to  him  a    dent 
iams helmet.    This  was  not  an  io jury 
to  the  bead,  nor  was  it  an  injury  to  the 
&nn;  it  was    simply    a    dent    in  the 
belmet.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
asked  yesterday  if  an  order  was  given 
to  the  police  to  fire  on  the  crowd  at  the 
railway  station.  His  answer  was,  **  Yes, 
I  beliere  so."    Apparently,  he  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  specifically 
fts  to  whether  the  order  was  given.  Does 
be  consider  the  lives  of  Irishmen  of  so 
little  importance  that  he  does  not  think 
it  necessary  to  do  what  I  venture  to  say 
woidd  be  the  first  thing  done  in  a  similar 
case  in  this  country — namely,  to  inquire 
AS  to  whether  the  police  were  ordered 
to  fire,  or  not  ?    I  should  like  to  point 
oat  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
Bast  Cork  has   clearly    and  distinctly 
stated  that  the  policemen  fired  without 
otdent  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
their  officer.    My  hon.  Friend  said  he 
told  the  Inspector  to  ask  his  men  and 
be  aaked  them  all  round  the  carriage, 
not  knowing  that  they  had  fired,  and  two 
admi|ted  that  they  had  done  so.    Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  maintain 
that  &ere  was  an  order  to  fire  ?    I  say 
it  is  perfectly  monstrous  that  when  the 
police  fire  on  the  people  in  Ireland  the 
ngbt  hon.  Gentleman,    who  is   really 
neponsible  for  the  act  and  who  makes 
bimself  doubly  responsible  by  the  care- 
lessness with  which  he  treats  it,  will  not 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  whether  an 
order  to  fire  was  given  or  not.    There  is 
a  strong  case  for  inquiry.    If  this  had 
oocnrred  in   England  no  Government 
would  have  dared  to  refuse  an  inquiry. 
In  the  Debate  yesterday  the  hon.Member 
for  Ilkeston  (Sir  W.  Foster)  referred  to 
^e  manner  in  which  he  was  followed 
by  the  police.     The  hon.  Member  was 
trying     with      me     at     that     time. 
I   did    not     accompany    him  because 
the    property     he     was     going     to 
viat  belonged    to    a    gentleman  with 
whom    I    had     been     on     terms     of 
friendship  for  some  time,  but  the  de- 
icription  brought   back    by   the   hon. 


Member  of  the  state  of  the   property 
induced  me  to  do  what  I  had  never  done 
before,  and  will  never  do  again — write 
to  the  owner  and  offer  to  go  down  there 
myself  and  see  whether  I  could  be  of 
any  use  in  bringing  them  to  equitable 
terms.     What  were  the  thanks  I  got  ? 
In  reply  to  my  friendly  letter  I  received 
a  cold  and  formal  reply,  saying  that  my 
letter  had  been  forwarded  to  the  agent, 
Mr.  O'Brien.    A  few  days  afterwards  I 
received  a    letter   from  that    amiable 
gentleman,  saying  he  had  had  forwarded 
to  him  my  letter,  and  learnt  from  it  that 
two  friends  of  mine  (Sir  W.  Foster  and 
Mr.    Schnadhorst).    notorious    as    dis- 
turbers of  the  peace,  had  visited  the 
property,  and,  with  the    impertinence 
usual  to  the  Saxon  ignorance,  had  ven- 
tured to  pronounce  an  opinion  on,  the 
matter.    I  commend  that  term  ^'  Saxon 
ignorance  "  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  is  from  one  of  his  violent  supporters. 
After  that  I  took  the  first  opportunity 
of  visiting  the  property  myself  and  of 
getting  more  Englishmen  to  visit  it.    I 
was  fortunate  in  securing  a  good  many 
other  visitors.   The  result  is  that  there  is 
no  dispute  between  the    landlord  and 
tenante  on  that  property  to-day.     The 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  won  a  victory 
there.     The  evicted  people  are  back  in 
their  homes  and  the  tenante  are  living 
in  peace.    I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  how  we  stand  exactly 
in  Ireland  as  regards  meetings.    It  is 
often  represented  in  this  country  that 
meetings  can  go  on  anywhere  in  Ireland 
unless  they  are  to  be  held  in  furtherance 
of  "  the  conspiracy  called  the  Plan  of 
Campaign."     A     meeting    was    sup- 
pressed by  the  police  at  Bective  Abbey  in 
the  County  of  Meath.     There  was  no 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  operation  there. 
When  I  asked  a  question  in  this  House 
about  it,  the  answer  I  received  was  that 
the  meeting  was  held  with  the  object  of 
preventing  farms  being  taken,  and  that 
the  holding  of  it  would  have  been  an 
overt  act  in  the  general  conspiracy  now 
existing  with  that  object.    So  that  we 
have  got  on  a  step  further.      It  is  no 
longer  the  Plan  of  Campaign,   but  a 
general  conspiracy  all  over  the  country 
for  preventing  people  teking  farms  from 
which     tenante     have    been    unjustly 
evicted.     That  is  a  very  serious  change. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   mean 
that  every  man  in  Ireland  has  not  a 
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light  to  ref use  to  take  land  from  which 
another  man  has  been  unjustly  evioted  ? 
If  so,  let  him  say  it  in  plain  language. 
Let  us  know  where  we  stand.      I  have 
always  seen  the  importance  of  this  point. 
The  very  first  time  I  spoke  to  tenants  in 
Ireland,  I  told  them  that  their  very 
strength  lay  in  this  particular,  and  that 
if  they  could  not  keep  up  the  feeling  in 
Ireland,  that  no  one  ^ould  take  kind 
from  which  another  had  been  unjustly 
evicted,  they  would  not  win  the  battle, 
and  would  not  deserre  to  win  it.    I  have 
repeated  that  over  and  over  again.    If 
it  is  illegal,  why  has  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prosecuted  me  for  it?      I 
will  repeat  it  again,  and  in  doing  so  I 
shall  be  only  following  up  the  advice 
that  was  practically  given  in  this  House 
by  Members  of  the  Government,  when, 
in  the  autumn  of  1886,  we  called  atten- 
tion to  the  danger   of  evictions,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,    who  was 
then  Attorney  General  for  Lreland,  said 
there    was    no    danger    of   evictions, 
because  the  Irish  landlords  were  not 
fools  and  that  it  would  not  pay  the 
landlords   to  turn  their  tenants   out. 
General  BuUer  was  sent  over  to  Ireland 
during  that  autumn,  and  he  gave  evi- 
dence  before  the  Boyal   Oommission. 
His  statement  was  that  when  the  land- 
lords could  not  let  their  farms,   then 
they    were    forced    to    consider    the 
question  of  rent.    Under  these  circum- 
stances we  are  justified  in  treading  in 
the  footsteps  of  these  gentlemen — one 
adorns  the  Bench,  and  Uie  other  graces 
the  British  Army. 


«Mb.  SPEAKER:     The  remarks   of 

the  hon.  Gentleman  are  not  relevant  to 
the  Constabulary  Vote. 

♦Mb.  PIERCE  MAHONY:  I  will 
draw  my  remarks  to  a  close,  but  in 
doing  so  I  want  to  allude  very  briefly  to 
the  remarks  with  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  concluded  his  speech  yester- 
day. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  we  complained  that  the  police  in 
Ireland  were  used  to  buttress  up  the 
property  of  the  few,  and  he  asked  us  if 
we  considered  the  property  of  the  few 
less  sacred  than  the  property  of  the 
many.  Certainly  not.  But  there  is  a 
dual  ownership  of  farms  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  P%$re0  Mahony 


{COMMONS}  8ennc0 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgok  ^ 
point. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  wdtt! 
Dual  ownership  has  no  reference  to  the 
Constabulary  Vote. 

♦Mb.  PIERCE  MAHONY :  Theriglit 
hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  stated  that  we 
complained  that  the  police  were  used 
in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  ofbuttresnng 
up  the  property  of  the  few.    As  regards 
the  land  in  Ireland,  the  few  ha^e  no 
property  which  is  niot  shared  bj  thi 
tenants — the    landlords   and  tenanti 
are   now   joint    owners  ;    bat  I  vill 
not  pursue    the    subject.      The  Ghi^ 
Secretary    concluded    by    alluding  to 
what  he   called    the    absence  ai  ov 
Liberal  friends  during  these  Debttei. 
I  hope  he  notices  that  they  have  not 
been  absent  to-day,    I  think  we  maj 
well  feel  our  friends  the  Liberal  Mem- 
bers have  good  excuse  at  this  period  of 
the  Session  for  taking  a  little  relaxstioai 
and  I  am  very  much    surpriaed,  tad 
I  am  also  very  thankful  to  themtea^ 
tending  in  such  large  numbers.    But  the 
success  of  the  cause  in  which  we  aia 
working  does  not  depend  upon  any  pax^ 
in  this  country.      We  rely  on  ojacn 
resources,  we  rely  on  the  Irish  P^TJJ 
we  rely  on  a  people  who  are  not  onlf 
in  your  very  midst,  in  every  large  ceate* 
of  population,  but  who  are  presenttt 
large  numbers  in  every  colony  <tf  ft* 
j^^ire,  and  who  f  oim  a  most  impoilap 
portion  of  the  population  of  the  g«*J* 
countiT   the  world  has  yet  seen— • 
United  States  of  America. 

Db.  PITZGEBALD  (Longford,  8.)  J 
This  Vote  involves  a  large  amount  « 
the  taxpayers'  money.  It  has  be* 
rushed  through  the  Oommittee  w 
great  haste  and  by  means  of  the  doao^ 
I  feel,  therefore,  that  a  few  remarks  fioi 
me  will  not  be  out  of  place.  The  asoM 
set  forth  in  the  Vote  are  said  to  beaeaai 
s^y,  but  the  Irish  Oovemment  ban 
shrunk  from  answering  the  grave  O 
specific  charges  which,  we  have  xaafl 
against  individual  members  of  thepoB 
force,  and  what  is  graver  still,  they  ks* 
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if«Miied  firom  answering  our  charge 
that  thej    themselYes     have    stimu- 
lated the  police  force  to  those  crimes 
against  the  people  in  Ireland  of  which 
we  now  complain.      I  consider  I  am 
risgnlarly  fortunate  in  rising  to  speak 
now,  because  I  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sonth  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell) 
in  his  phee.    The  other  night  the  hon. 
Gentleman  related  some  very  interest- 
mg  historical  facts — facts  which  we  have 
been  endeavouring  to  place  before  the 
people  of  this  country  for  a  good  many 
years— and  he  did  it  so  lucidly  and  weU 
I  think,  that  now,  as  it  were,  in  the 
eyening  of  his  somewhat  chequered  and 
unfortunate  political  career,  the  thanks 
of  the  Irish  people  and  their  representa- 
fares  are  due  to  him.    The  hon.  Mem- 
h»  told  us  of  yie  good  old  days  when 
the  predecesfiors  of   those    men    with 
whom  he  is  now  in  alliance  were  enabled 
to  drire  firom  their  homes  the  peasantry 
OT^lreland  in  order  to  make  room  for 
Scotch  adventurers,  to  the  good  offices  of 
whom  we  are  indebted  for  the  lustre 
which  the  hon.  Member  casts  upon  this 
assembly,  and  for  the  damage  which  he 
invariably  does  the  Party  opposite,  with 
thorn  he  has  had  nothing  to  do,  but  to 
worn  he  actually  belongs.    I  am  also 
bt^mate  in  seeing  the  Solicitor  Ge^Mal 
AT  Iieland  in  his  place,  who,  on  a  former 
*«««ion,  when  the  LordMayor  of  Dublin 
Mde  the  specific  oharges  I  am  about 
0  repeat,  proudly  described  himself  as 
■•  ^kesman  of  the  Irish  Government, 
ja  that  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned 
raotteman  invited  my  right  hon.  Friend 
^  to  discuss  the  question  of  the  assault 
t^  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
J^'  P.  O'Brien),  and  the  question  of 
w  wounding  of  the  man  at  Charleville, 
Bd  the  question  of  the  arrest  of  the 
on.  Member  for  North  East  Cork  (Mr. 
'•  O'Brien),  because,  as  he  said,  **  the 
orernment  have  no  official  informa- 
9D,   and   you    as  well  as  ourselves 
Jlfce  at  a  great  disadvantage."  From 
we  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
to  await  information  ?  From  the  source 
t»tt  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
^"ww  derives  his,  which  information 
•  been  shown  in  a  law  court  recendy 
he  absolutely  untrue — information 
«B  the  bailiff,  from  the  landlord,  from 
J  ®^wgency  men,  and  lastly  from  the 
"Comen.  who  are  in  alliance  with  thn 


Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  and  his 
party.     But   we  forced  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  make  some  reply. 
He  asserted  that  the  railway  station  was 
a  nice  quiet  place  whereat  to  effect  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
East  Cork,  upon  a  day  when  the  whole 
county  and  town    of  Cork  was  astir. 
When  he  made  that  statement  I  saw  a 
bilious  smile  pass  over  the  faces  of  his 
supporters.    I  am  at  one  with  the  hon. 
Member   for    South  l^ne,   because, 
after  the  lamentable  event  which  fol- 
lowed the  arrest  of  Father  M*Fadden — 
the  death  of  Inspector  Martin,  but  which 
undoubtedly  lies  at  the  doors  of  the  Irish 
Government — it    is    trifling    with   the 
House  of  Commons,  and  is  an  insult  to 
the    Constitution,    for    a    responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown  and  a  lawyer  to 
make  such  a  statement.    On  that  occa- 
sion the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
was  assaulted.     He  received  some  in- 
juries which  have  since  prostrated  him, 
and  which  will    probably  shorten  his 
days.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
hinted — but    afterwards  withdrew  the 
hint — that  a  rescue  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  East  Cork  had  been  attempted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Monagnan. 
When,    immediately    afterwards,    the 
Chief  Secretary  came  into  the  House, 
and  was  proceeding  to  repeat  the  as- 
sertion, what  was  the  learned  Gentle- 
man doing  ?   Not  looking  over  the  fusty 
pages  of  the  Acts  of  Edward  III.,  but 
pulling  the  Chief  Secretary  by  the  coat- 
tail,  and  trying  to  prevent  him  making 
the  ridiculous  assertion  which  he  him- 
self had  just  partly  withdrawn.    The 
hon.  Memberf  or  Monaghan  was  assaidted 
by  the  police  force,   of  whose  conduct  I 
now  complain.     We  heard  the  other 
night  the  Chief  Secretary  parading  be- 
fore the  House,  and  really  before  the 
country,  the   amicable  relations  which 
exist  between  the  police  and  the  people 
of  Ireland.    I  knew  what  was  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind.    I  knew 
by  the  comer  of  his  eye  what  he  had 
ringing  in  his  ears.    He  was  replying 
to  the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member   for    Paddington     (Lord     E. 
Churchill)  and   the  hon.   Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  which  speeches 
showed  that  Englishmen  can  belong  to 
a  Party  and  still  maintain  their  spirit  of 
justice  and  fair  play.    The  fact  is  the 
police  force  of  Ireland  is  not  a  police 
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£120,  and  who  now  receive  £250,  and, 
with  their  total  allowance,  nearly 
£1  a  day.  This,  I  think,  is  a 
monstrous  charge.  When  the  pay  was 
£120,  the  appointments  did  not  go  beg- 
ging at  all,  and  I  think  the  officers  were 
a  better  class  of  men  than  they  are 
now  when  we  give  them  pay  equal  to 
that  we  give  a  man  who  commands  a 
regiment  in  its  full  strength  and  has  to 
face  enemies  and  take  all  the  chances  of 
loss  of  life,  while  these  constabulary 
officers  have  little  to  do  but  hunt  down 
Members  of  Parliament.  When  we 
consider  the  cost  of  living  in  Ireland 
and  the  average  wages  among  the 
people,  we  must  consider  that  all  grades 
are  overpaid,  and  especially  when  we 
compare  the  scale  with  that  of  the  police 
in  tne  Metropolis,  where  living  is  so 
expensive.  Where  a  constable  used 
to  get  £60,  he  now  gets  in  pay  and 
allowances  nearly  double  that  amount, 
with  a  chance,  too,  of  getting  a  share  in 
the  large  amount  voted  for  extra  pay 
and  travelling  allowances.  The  other 
day  I  drew  the  attention  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to^a  police  outraee  committed 
in  my  County  (Arma^),  and  I 
mentioned  the  circumstances  in  which 
certain  constables  wantonly  fired  at 
and  made  bullet  holes  in  fishermen's 
boots,  and  I  desire  to  ask  again  are 
these  men  to  be  prosecuted  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  1  did  not  furnish  him 
with  the  names,  but  I  may  say  that  the 
men  to  whom  the  boots  belonged  were 
Joseph  and  John  Bobinson,  and  another 
man  whose  name  I  think  is  Fox.  But 
even  when  we  give  the  fullest  details 
we  do  not  get  any  satisfaction.  I  hold 
that  such  offenders  should  be  prosecuted 
with  more  severity  than  ordinary  civil- 
ians, for  they  are  the  men  who  should 
show  example  of  obedience  to  the  law. 
The  Constabulary  Code  says  that  arms 
are  to  be  entrusted  to  the  Constabulary 
to  be  used  with  prudence  and  humanity, 
but  what  prudence  or  humanity  is  there 
in  the  conduct  of  these  policemen,  which 
I  described  in  Committee?  The  duty 
of  the  Government  is  to  prosecute,  not 
to  defend,  in  such  oases.  But  this  can 
be  said,  that  no  matter  whether  we  have 
a  Tory  or  a  Liberal  Government,  we 
have  the  same  class  of  men  in  Dublin 
OasUe  where  the  headquarters  of  the 

S>lice  are  situated.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
entleman  now  to  give   facilities    for 

Mr,  Blane 


justice  to  be  done  in  the  eases  whieh 
have  been  referred  to. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  B.)  opposed  the 
Vote. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  It  is 

much  to  be  regretted  that  we  have  not 

had  aliocal  Government  Bill  for  Ireland, 

similar  to  the  one  which  has  been  passed 

for  Scotland,  for  I  believe  that,  had  such 

a  Bill  been  passed,  the  cost  of  the  Irish 

police  would  have  been  very  materially 

reduced.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  flie 

Chief  Secretary  has  drawn  a  compaxiaon 

between  the  cost  of  the  Metropolitan 

Police  and  the  cost  of  the  Irish  P<^iee ; 
but  he  failed  to  take  into  the  oompariaoB 
the  cost  of  the  police  in  the  remainder 
of  England,  and  therefore  I  venture  to 
sugg^t  that  the  contrast  he  drew  was 
not  a  fair  one.  There  is  no  other  natioQ 
in  the  world  which  presents  aooh  a  pic- 
ture of  Government  as  is  preeenteoin 
Ireland.  What  are  the  police  of  Ire- 
land? The  Chief  Secretary  bragged 
about  them  being  the  best  possible  fone, 

Shysically  and  militarily  speaking.  Birt 
id  he  not  consider  it  was  a  degrualvm 
to  his  own  nation,  when  he  enuncialed 
such  a  proposition?  You  bra^  niioat 
your  freedom  and  your  flag  whieh  ana- 
tains  liberty  and  gives  relief  to  tihe 
slave,  and  yet,  in  Ireland,  you  are  hoUsag^ 
down  your  people  by  the  helpof  thepoUen. 
The  details  which  we  have  had  dmiBS 
the  last  two  or  three  days  of 
administration  in  Ireland  ought  to  in^ 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  tte 
helm  of  reform  instead  of  lolling  oal 
Front  Bench  in  an  attitude  which  ji 
disgrace  to  any  Minister. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  make 
remarks  of  that  kind. 


Mr.  CONWAY :  When  one  ie 
ing  the  House  he  naturally  e^ 
meet  with  some  attention ;  bat 
am  met  with  sneers  and  guffaws, 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  indulMe  fi^ 
of  course  I  do  resent  it.    I  say  th^  ^{ 
requires     further     explanatioii. 
right   hon.    Gentleman   stands    i^ 
place  and  contrasts  the 
Police  with  the  Irish  Police  ;  it  j^ 
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nde  of  Adjoarament.  This  Bule  was  in- 
tended to  prQvent  an  expression  of  indi- 
▼idoal  objection    staying   proceedings 
wlieo  tbere  was  a  desire  to  go  on.    I 
most  say  that  with  the  prospect  of  a 
Saturday  Sitting  in  view  I  have  little 
inclination  to  go  on  with  the  Debate 
now.   Bat  I  think  before  we  proceed 
any  farther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  may  give  us  that 
information  we  have  sought  so  long  in 
▼ain,  and  tell  us  out  of  what  fund  the 
charge  for  the  battering-ram  has  been 
defrayed. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  It  is  out  of  order 
on  a  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  only  wish  to  sug- 
gMt  (bat  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
make  the  Debate  on  the  Vote  artistically 
<'omplete  by  giving  us  an  answer  to  this 
qaestion. 

*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
I  shall  not  be  in  order  in  entering  at 
length  into  this  matter,  but  perhaps  I 
iDsy  joflt  mention,aB  a  matter  of  personal 
^xpu^ation,  that  as  the  cost  of  the 
battering-ram  is  defrayed  out  of  no 
pablie  fond  at  all,  the  matter  is  entirely 
wit  of  my  control,  I  cannot  give  the 
^t  hon.  Qentleman  the  information 
ne  desires. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Ma.  CDOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
It  haa  come  to  my  knowledge,  examin- 
^  tkeae  accounts,  that  imder  the  head 
of  Law  and  Justice  there  is  expenditure 
thieh  really  should  stand  in  the  accounts 
tf  the  Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  to  the 
kient  of  £10,000  in  the  present  year. 

y^  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  That 
Mqaeetion  that  may  be  raised  after* 
f*ids;.  it  cannot  be  raised  in  the 
pMion  of  adjournment. 

Ma.  CDOHERTY :  Then,  Sir,  I  only 
w«  now  to  support  the  Motion  for 
djoamment. 

Um.  SEXTON:  Perhaps  my  hon. 
«snd  will  allow  us  to  proceed  with  the 
^t  desired  to  be  raised,  and  will 
ftbdraw  his  Bf otion  for  adjournment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Anginal  Question  again  proposed. 

Me.  O'DOHERTY:  I  may  allude 
ore  folly  to  the  point  I  mentioned  just 


now.  In  a  discussion  of  this  kind  all 
the  details  of  the  accounts  should  be 
put  before  us  that  we  may  fairly  esti- 
mate the  increase  or  the  decrease  of 
expenditure  and  know  the  reasons  for 
the  one  or  the  other.  But  there  is  a 
sum  of  £10,000  included  in  the  Vote 
under  the  head  of  Law  and  Justice  on 

account  of  travelling  expenses,  which 
really  should  come  under  the  Vote  for 
Oonstabulary.  I  think  it  is  only  right 
to  call  attention  to  this,  and  I  have  a 
strong  objection  to  the  system  by  which 
a  Vote  granted  by  the  House  for  one 
purpose  can  be  diverted  to  another. 
I  think  that  the  Auditor  General's  notes 
should  be  followed  up  in  some  way.  I 
know  this  is  a  matter  of  detail,  but  I 
really  think  it  is  of  little  use  our 
attempting  to  discuss  these  accounts  if 
it  is  possible  that  an  amount  can  be 
smuggled  into  one  Vote  when  the  ex- 

?enditure  is  refilly  under  another  head, 
will  nol^enter  into  the  matter  now,  but 
it  is  a  financial  point  that  I  think  ought 
to  be  raised.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  we 
go  carefully  through  the  Law  and 
Justice  accounts,  there  is  an  amount 
of  £10,000  in  them  that  should  be  in 
the  Oonstabulary  Vote. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  ven- 
tured to  say  when  the  House  was  in 
Oommittee  on  this  Vote  that  the  Ohief 
Secretary  ought  to  give  some  explana- 
tion of  the  demand  made  for  such  an 
immense  amount  of  money  under  this 
head.  In  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
the  total  amount  of  the  Oonstabulary 
Vote  was  £437,000.  In  the  year  1860-1 
we  find  the  Vote  was  £653,000,  and 

now  it  has  risen  to  the  sum  total  of 
£1,439,371,  and,  possibly,  if  the  system 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  just  re- 
ferred is  carried  out  to  any  extent,  to  a 
million  and  a  half.  There  are  a  number 
of  items  in  these  accounts  that  require 
to  be  proved,  money  provided  for  half- 
pay  troopers  and  a  class  of  mud-stranded 
Admirals,  men  who,  unfitted  for  the 
services  for  which  they  were  trained, 
are  by  this  means  enabled  to  earn 
further  sums  by  dragooning  the  people. 
We  see  how  the  Vote  is  swelled  by  the 
increase  in  the  pay  of  District  Inspectors, 
who,  some  years  ago,  were  well  paid  at 


671         Children  Insurance 


{COMMONS} 


Prtvention  Bill.       872 


ditions  the  Saturday  sittiDg  will  be  held  ? 
I  think  it  is  most  inconvenient  that  we 
should  have  to  sit  on  Saturday. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
definitely  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
question  in  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Saturday  sittings  may  be  avoided  if 
satisfactory  progress  in  business  is  made 
during  the  week. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  hinted  for  the  first  time 
to-night  that  there  would  probably  be 
a  Saturday  sitting.  I  think  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Session  could  easily  be 
wound  up  without  the  necessity  of 
Saturday  sittings  if  reasonable  concilia- 
tion were  employed  towards  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  may  very  well  postpone  the 
question  of  Saturday  sittings  until  next 
week. 

♦BiB.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  allow  the  matter  to 
stand  over  till  to-morrow,  when  the 
Leader  of  the  House  will  be  in  his 
place,  I  will  undertake  to  place  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  before  him. 

Second  Reading  deferred  to  this  day. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Returns  ordered — 

**  Of  the  number  of  Private  Bills  introduced 
and  brought  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  of 
Acts  passed  in  Uie  Session  of  1889,  classed  ac- 
cording to  the  following  subjects ;  Railways ; 
iSnamways ;  Tramroads ;  Subways ;  Canals  and 
Navigation ;  Roads  and  Bridges ;  Water ;  Gas 
and  Water ;  Lighting  and  Improvement ;  Police 
and  Sanitary  Regulations ;  Ports,  Piers,  Har- 
bours and  Docks;  Churches,  Chapels,  and 
Burying  Grounds  ;  Inclosure  and  Drainage ; 
Estate  ;  Divorce ;  and  Miscellaneous. 

"  Of  all  the  Private  Bills,  and  Bills  for  con- 
firming Provisional  Orders,  which,  in  the  Ses- 
sion of  1889,  have  been  treated  as  Opposed 
Bills ;  specifying  those  which  have  been  classi- 
fied in  Groups  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
or  by  the  General  Committee  on  Railway  and 
Canal  Bills ;  together  with  the  names  of  the 
Selected  Memb^  who  served  on  each  Com- 
mittee; the  first  and  also  the  last  day  of  the 
sitting  of  each  Committee;  the  number  of 
days  on  which  each  Committee  sat ;  the  number 
of  days  on  which  each  Selected  Member  has 
served ;  the  Bills  the  preambles  of  which  were 
reported  to  have  be^  proved;  the  Bills  the 
preambles  of  which  were  reported  to  have  been 
not  proved  ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bills  for  confirm- 
ing Provisional  Orders,  whether  the  Provisional 
Orders  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  confirmed ;  the 
Bills  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, ox  to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 
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and  Canal  Bills,  as  having  bdcome  onopMied, 
and  the  Bills  withdrawn,  or  not  proceeded  wtth 
by  the  parties. 

•*  And,  of  aU  Private  BQla  which,  in  the 
Session  of  1889,  have  been  referred  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  or  by  tbe 
General  Committee  on  Railway  and  Ginal 
Bills,  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  together  with  the  nsmei 
of  the  Members  who  served  on  each  Committee ; 
the  number  of  days  on  which  each  Committee 
sat ;  and  the  number  of  days  on  which  etcii 
Member  attended  (in  continoatioa  of  ^*^ 
mentary  Paper,  No.  0,139,  of  Session  1888)."- 
{JSw  CharUt  Fortttr.) 

GOVERNMENT    DEPARTMENT 
SECURITIES. 

Beturn  ordered — 

'*0l  the  Classified  Amoants  of  nriooi 
Government  Securities  held  by  the  eereiil 
Government  Departments  and  other  Poibuc 
Offices  on  the  dlst  day  of  March,  1889  ^ 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  ISO, 
of  Session  1888)."— (ITr.  Jaek$on,) 

Betam  presented  accordingly;  to  1^ 
npon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 
[No.  312.] 

WOMEN'S     DISABILITIES     RKMOVAl 
BILL.    (No.  363.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES  (PASSSSOEB 
TICKETS)  BILL.    (No.  Ml) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read»  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CATHEDKAL    CHURCHES    BILL. 
(No.  124.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  road,  and 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1886)   AMENDMKNT 

BILL.    (No.  277.) 
Order  lor  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

CHILDREN  INSURANCE    PREVBNTIO» 
BILL.    (No.  245.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  aid 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

House  adjotuned  at  twaeg^ 
minutes  after  Two  o*am^ 
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SVOK  DRAINAGE  BILL.    [PRIVATE 

BILL.] 

Brought  from  the  Oommons ;  read  \\ 
And  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

ZULCTL AND— NATIVE  CHIEFS. 

QXTBSTIOKS. — OBSBRYATIONS. 

loiu)  HERSOHELL :  On  behalf  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  evidence  in  the 
case  of  Dinizalu  and  other  Zulu  Chiefs 
i^sooQtlj  tried  by  a  Special  Commission 
has  been  receiyed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oo?erament  ? 

♦Tot  SBOBETARY  of  STATE  pob 
TOT  COLONIES    (Lord  Knutsford)  : 
Tiia  evidence  in  the  cases  of  Dinuzulu, 
Undabnko,  and  Tshingana,   has    only 
jost  reached  this  counti^.    It  is  now  in 
coarse  of  revision,  and  will  be  sent  to 
the  printer   as  soon  as  possible;   but 
some  time  must  elapse  before  the  print- 
ing can  be  completeid,  as  the  evidence  is 
^eijr  voluminous.    The  evidence  in  the 
cases  of  Somhlolo  and  other  Zulu  Chiefs 
has  already  been  placed  in  the  Libraries 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.    I  need 
hardly  add  that  when  this  evidence  has 
been  printed  it  will   receive  the  very 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majeisty's 
Government. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.  (No.  191.) 
House  in  Committee  (on  Ee-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  Order) :  Bill  re- 
ported without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

VOL.  OOOXXXIX.  [third  sebibs.] 


FACTORS  BILL.    (No.  122  ) 

Commons  Amendments  considered, 
and  agreed  to,  with  Amendments ;  and 
Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  202.) 

Bead  3'  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
BILL.    (No.  201.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.     (No.  179.) 

Bead  3^  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments ;  further  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  204.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  With 
reference  to  what  fell  last  night  from 
two  noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  who  are  not  present 
this  af tamoon,  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Provost  of  Dundee  on  the  University 
Court,  I  may  say  that  I  have  gone  into 
the  matter  as  I  promised  I  would,  and 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  I 
should  adhere  to  the  position  which  I 
have  all  along  taken.  It  is  exceedingly 
desirable  that  the  University  College  of 
Dundee  should  be  affiliated  to  the  CTni- 
versity  of  St.  Andrews  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  and  the  effect  of  the 
Provost  of  Dundee,  the  Chief  Magistrate 
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unpopular.     One  Friday  night  a  boy- 
cotting notice  of  a  very  violent  character 
was  posted  on  a  gate  about  four  miles 
from  Listowel.     This  boycotting  notice 
appears  to  have    been  the    only   one 
poated  on  that  night,  but  the  fact  that 
it  was  posted  came  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  agent  during  the  following  day,  and 
he  immediately  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  notice  had  been  posted  up  by 
mistake,  and    that    a    great    body    of 
similar  notices   would    be    posted    up 
on    the    following    night.      He    sent 
information    to    the    police    of    what 
had    occurred,    and    told    them    what 
he     believed    was    likely     to    occur. 
Though  they  were  cautioned  to  watch 
carefully  during   the    Saturday   night 
and  Sunday  morning,  and  though  the 
Police  Barrack   is    in    the  Square  of 
Listowel,   there  was   scarcely  a   house 
in    the    square    which    had    not    one 
of  these  notices  posted  upon  it,  and  the 
person  who  posted  them,  having  more 
than  he  cared  to  dispose  of,  threw  the 
remainder  of  the  bundle  of.  notices  into 
the  police  barrack-yard.    The  police,  al- 
though warned,  never  detected  Uie  person 
who  posted  these  notices.  In  the  samejdis- 
trict  there  was  a  farm  from  which  the 
tenant  had  been  evicted,  and  the  agent 
had  reason  to  think  that,  on  a  certain 
night,  the  crops  would  be  removed  from 
the  farm,  which  was  in  the  possession 
of  a  caretaker.    He  informed  the  police 
what  he  expected  would  ensue,  and  upon 
what  night  it  was  likely  to  be  done.  As 
a  fact,  on  that  very  night  the  crops  were 
removed  and  the  police  detected  nobody. 
In  the  same  district,  during  the  same 
summer,  the  police  were  informed  that 
an  effort  was  to  be  made  within  the  next 
few  days  to  drive  away  and  kill  a  num- 
ber of  cattle  belonging  to  an  unpopular 
person.  The  effort  was  made ;  the  cattle 
were  driven  away  and  killed,  and  no- 
body was  detected.      Thus  you    have 
three  cases  in  a  small  area  of  four  or 
five  miles,  in  which  the  police,  although 
warned  that  outrage  was  likely  to  take 
place,  failed  to  detect  anyone  commit- 
ting it.    And  yet  for  these  men,  who  so 
fail  in  their  duty,  this  Committee  is 
asked  to  pay  close  upon  two  millions  a 
year.    We  have  grave  reason  to  believe 
that  the  police  are   at  the  bottom  of 
many  outrages.     They  know  that  their 
living  depends  upon  the  continuance  of 
outrages,  and  therefore,  so  far  from  try- 
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ing  to  prevent  them,  they  wink  at  them. 
We  shall   not  forget  the  case  whieb 
occurred  in  the  Oastle  Island  Distriet^ 
in  which  a  policeman,  having  by  acci- 
dent shot  in  the  legs  a  man  whom  he 
was  engaged  in  protecting,  sabsequently 
broke  a  pane  of  glass  and  tried  to  make 
out  that  an   outrage  had   been  com- 
mitted. It  was  proved  afterwards  that  he 
had  done  this  and  he  was  dismissed  from 
the  force.      The  Ohief  Secretary  has 
said  he  was  anxious  in  regard  to  the  case 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  to  so  arrange  his  (rial  that 
he  would  be  able  to  take  part  in  tiiis 
Debate.    But  I  venture  to  suggest  that 
he  did  not  take  the    steps   which  he 
could  have  taken,   in  order  to  prevent 
my  hon.  Friend'  making  a  useless  jour- 
ney to  Ireland.    I  should  also  like  to 
know    why  he  had    my    hon.  Friend 
arrested  at  the  Oork  Railway  Station. 
Why  could  he  not  have  summoned  Km 
instead  of  arresting  him  ?     He  says  he 
prefers  the  system  of  summoning,  hot 
that  he  feared  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would   not  attend   on    summons,  ana 
therefore  was  oompelled  to  issue  the 
warrant.    I  venture  to  assert  he  had  no 
reason  whatever  to  believe  that  mj  hon. 
Friend  would  not  attend  upon  sommtm 
because  on  the  last  occasion  on  whien 
he  was  summoned  he  obeyed  the  wnx- 
mons.  But  as  he  preferred  the  method  oi 
arrest,    why  did    he    not    also  arrejR 
the  Membeijfor  East  Cork,  who  was  named 
jointly  in  the  same  summons  ^^^'s/J* 
hon.    Member    for    North-East  Oork. 
Both  hon.  Members  were  on  therailwW 
platform  when  the  one  was  arrested,  and 
I     should    like    to     know     ^^Jj^ 
Member  for  East  Cork  was  not  arrested 
until  the  following  day.     I  contend  the 
Gtovemment  deliberately    arrested  the 
hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork  at  a 
crowded  railway  station,  and  at  a  pc* 
fectly  unnecessary  time,   in   order  to 
provoke  a  riot.  We  belieye  they  wanted 
to  provoke  one,  and    we  have  erery 
reason  for  believing  that  the  police  ex- 
pected one,  because  a  constable  actually 
warned  two    ladies  who   were  on  tfw 
platform  to  get  to  a  particular  point, 
because,  he  said,  there  they  wooid  be 
safe.    And  then  again,  with  reference 
to  the  evente  at  Gharlerille,  we  lear>i 
yesterday  for  the  first  time,  thattheP^ 
Inspector  had  received  an  injury  to  cs^ 
of   his  arms.     My    hon.  Friend  tka 
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Member  for  North-East    Cork, 'whose 
statement  on  that  point  I  should  prefer 
to  rely  upon,   said  that  in  the  rsolway 
carriage  he  again  and  ag^in  after  they 
left  the  station  challenged  the  police  to 
point  out  any  injury  which  anyone  had 
received,  and   the    only    answer  that 
could  be  made  was    that  the  District 
Inspector  pointed  out  to  him  a    dent 
in  ms  helmet.     This  was  not  an  iojury 
to  the  head,  nor  was  it  an  injury  to  the 
arm;   it  was    simply    a    dent    in  the 
helmet.    The  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
asked  yesterday  if  an  order  was  given 
to  the  police  to  fire  on  the  crowd  at  the 
railway  station.  His  answer  was,  ''Yes, 
I  believe  so."     Apparently,  he  did  not 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  specifically 
as  to  whether  the  order  was  given.  Does 
he  oonsider  the  lives  of  Irishmen  of  so 
Httle  importance  that  he  does  not  think 
it  necessary  to  do  what  I  venture  to  say 
would  be  the  first  thing  done  in  a  similar 
case  in  this  country — namely,  to  inquire 
as  to  whether  the  police  were  ordered 
to  fire,  or  not  ?    I  should  like  to  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
Easi  Cork  has  clearly    and  distinctly 
stated  that  the  policemen  fired  without 
orders,  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
th«r  officer.     My  hon.  Friend  said  he 
told  the  Inspector  to  ask  his  men  and 
he  asked  them  all  round  the  carriage, 
not  knowing  that  they  had  fired,  and  two 
admitted  that  they  had  done  so.     Will 
the  light  hon.  Gentleman  still  maintain 
that  there  was  an  order  to  fire  ?    I  say 
it  18  perfectly  monstrous  that  when  the 
pdioe  fire  on  the  people  in  Ireland  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,   who  is   really 
responsible  for  the  act  and  who  makes 
himself  doubly  responsible  by  the  care- 
leasneeo  with  which  he  treato  it,  will  not 
take  the  trouble  to  inquire  whether  an 
order  to  fire  was  given  or  not.    There  is 
a  strong  case  for  inquiry.    If  this  had 
oooQired  in   England  no  Government 
would  have  dared  to  refuse  an  inquiry. 
In  the  Debate  yesterday  the  hon.Member 
for  Ilkeston  (8ir  W.  Foster)  referred  to 
the  manner  in  which  he  was  followed 
by  the  police.    The  hon.  Member  was 
staying     with      me     at     that     time. 
I    did    not    accompany    him  because 
the     property     he     was     going     to 
visit    belonged    to    a    gentleman  with 
whom     I    had    been     on     terms     of 
friendship  for  some  time,  but  the  de- 
scription brought    back    by   the   hon. 


Member  of  the  state  of  the  propert  J 
induceid  me  to  do  what  I  had  never  done 
before,  and  will  never  do  again — write 
to  the  owner  and  offer  to  go  down  there 
.myself  and  see  whether  I  could  be  of 
any  use  in  bringing  them  to  equitable 
terms.  What  were  the  thanks  I  got  ? 
In  reply  to  my  friendly  letter  I  received 
a  cold  and  formal  reply,  saying  that  my 
lettor  had  been  forwarded  to  the  agent, 
Mr.  O'Brien.  A  few  days  afterwards  I 
received  a  lettor  from  that  amiable 
gentleman,  saying  he  had  had  forwarded 
to  him  my  lettor,  and  learnt  from  it  that 
two  friends  of  mine  (Sir  W.  Foster  and 
Mr.  Schnadhorst),  notorious  as  dis- 
turbers of  the  peace,  had  visited  the 
property,  and,  with  the  impertinence 
usual  to  the  Saxon  ignorance,  had  ven- 
tured to  pronounce  an  opinion  ou  the 
mattor.  I  commend  that  torm  *'  Saxon 
ignorance ''  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  is  from  one  of  his  violent  supporters. 
Af  tor  that  I  took  the  first  opportunity 
of  visiting  the  property  myself  and  of 
getting  more  Englishmen  to  visit  it.  I 
was  fortunate  in  securing  a  good  many 
other  visitors.  The  result  is  that  there  is 
no  dispute  between  the  landlord  and 
tenants  on  that  property  to-day.  The 
Plan  of  Campaign  has  won  a  victory 
there.  The  evicted  people  are  back  in 
their  homes  and  the  tenanto  are  living 
in  peace.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  how  we  stand  exactly 
in  Ireland  as  regards  meetings.  It  is 
often  represented  in  this  country  that 
meetings  can  go  on  anywhere  in  Ireland 
unless  they  are  to  be  held  in  furtherance 
of  ''  the  conspiracy  called  the  Plan  of 
Campaign."  A  meeting  was  sup- 
pressed by  the  police  at  Bective  Abbey  in 
the  County  of  Meath.  There  was  no 
Plan  of  Campaign  in  operation  there. 
When  I  asked  a  question  in  this  House 
about  it,  the  answer  I  received  was  that 
the  meeting  was  held  with  the  object  of 
preventing  farms  being  token,  and  that 
the  holding  of  it  would  have  been  an 
overt  act  in  the  general  conspiracy  now 
existing  with  that  object.  So  that  we 
have  got  on  a  step  further.  It  is  no 
longer  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  but  a 
general  conspiracy  all  over  the  country 
for  preventing  people  taking  farms  from 
which  tonants  have  been  unjustly 
evicted.  That  is  a  ve^  serious  change. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  mean 
that  every  man  in  Ireland  has  not  a 
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tight  to  refuse  to  take  land  from  which 
another  man  has  been  unjustly  evicted  ? 
If  so,  let  him  say  it  in  plain  luiguage. 
Let  us  know  where  we  stand.  I  have 
always  seen  the  importance  of  this  point. 
The  very  first  time  I  spoke  to  tenants  in 
Ireland,  I  told  them  that  their  very 
strength  lay  in  this  particular,  and  that 
if  they  could  not  keep  up  the  feeling  in 
Ireland,  that  no  one  should  take  land 
from  which  another  had  been  unjustly 
evicted,  they  would  not  win  the  battle, 
and  would  not  deserve  to  win  it.  I  have 
repeated  that  over  and  over  again.  If 
it  is  illegal,  why  has  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prosecuted  me  for  it?  I 
will  repeat  it  again,  and  in  doing  so  I 
shall  be  only  following  up  the  advice 
that  was  practically  given  in  this  House 
by  Members  of  the  Qovemment,  when, 
in  the  autumn  of  1886,  we  called  atten- 
tion to  the  danger  of  evictions,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was 
then  Attorney  General  for  IreLemd,  said 
there  was  no  danger  of  evictions, 
because  the  Irish  IcmdLords  were  not 
fools  and  that  it  would  not  pay  the 
landlords  to  turn  their  tenants  out. 
General  Buller  was  sent  over  to  Ireland 
during  that  autumn,  and  he  gave  evi- 
dence before  the  Boyal  Oommission. 
His  statement  was  that  when  the  land- 
lords could  not  let  their  farms,  then 
they  were  forced  to  consider  the 
question  of  rent.  Under  these  circum- 
stances we  are  justified  in  treading  in 
the  footsteps  of  these  gentlemen — one 
adorns  the  Bench,  and  Uie  other  graces 
the  British  Army. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:     The  remarks   of 

the  hon.  Gentleman  are  not  relevant  to 
the  Constabulary  Yote. 

*Mb.  PIERCE  MAHONY:  I  will 
draw  my  remarks  to  a  close,  but  in 
doing  so  I  want  to  allude  very  briefly  to 
the  remarks  with  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  concluded  his  speech  yester- 
day. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  we  complained  that  the  police  in 
Ireland  were  used  to  buttress  up  the 
property  of  the  few,  and  he  asked  us  if 
we  considered  the  property  of  the  few 
less  sacred  than  the  property  of  the 
many.  Certainly  not.  But  there  is  a 
dual  ownership  of  farms  in  Ireland. 
Mr,  Pierce  Mahony 


The  right  hon.  GtontlMnan  forgot  thftt 
point. 

«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order  I 
Dual  ownership  has  no  reference  to  the 
Constabulary  Vote. 

♦Mb.  PIERCE  MAHONY :  Therigfht 
hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  stated  that  wo 
complained  that  the  police  were  need 
in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  battreasing 
up  the  property  of  the  few.    As  regards 
the  land  in  Ireland,  the  few  have  no 
property  which  is  not  shared  by  th« 
tenants  —  the    landlords   and  tenants 
are  now   joint    owners  ;    bat  I  will 
not  pursue    the    subject.      The  Chief 
Secretary    concluded    by    aUading  to 
what  he   called    the    absence  of  oor 
Liberal  friends  during  these  Debatas. 
I  hope  he  notices  that  they  hare  not 
been  absent  to-day.    I  think  we  may 
well  feel  our  friends  the  Liberal  Hem* 
bers  have  good  excuse  at  this  period  A 
the  Session  for  taking  a  little  relaxatkw, 
and  I  am  very  much   surprised,  and 
I  am  also  very  thankful  to  themfiva^ 
tending  in  such  large  numbers.   But  the 
success  of  the  cause  in  which  we  9xa 
working  does  not  depend  upon  any  1^ 
in  this  country.      We  rely  on  our  own 
resources,  we  rely  on  the  Irish  pe(qlA> 
we  rely  on  a  people  who  are  not  onlj 
in  your  very  midst,  in  every  large  ceBfea 
of  population,  but  who  arepresenin 
large  numbers  in  every  colony  of  W 
Empire,  and  who  f  oim  a  most  impoilait 
portion  of  the  populi^on  of  the  giuate^ 
countnr   the  world  has  yet  seen— 4ii 
United  States  of  America. 

Da.  FITZGERALD  (Longford,  8.): 
This  Vote  involves  a  large  amount  v 
the  taxpayers'  money.      It  has  beta 
rushed  through    the    Oommittee  wift 
great  haste  and  by  means  of  the  Oloeait^ 
I  feel,  therefore,  that  a  few  remarks {eA 
me  will  not  be  out  of  place.    The 
set  forth  in  the  Vote  are  said  to  be 
s^ry,  but  the  Irish   Qovemment  kM 
shrunk  from  answenug  the  grave  lii 
specific  charges   which  we  have  ibb^ 
against  individual  members  of  thepoM 
force,  and  what  is  graver  still,  they  hsit 
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refrained  from  answering  our  charge 

that   thej     themselyes     haye    stimu- 

iated  the  police  force  to  those  crimes 

against  the  people  in  Ireland  of  which 

we  now  complain.     I  consider  I  am 

nngolarly  fortunate  in  rising  to  speak 
now,  beciEtuse  I  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell) 
in  hia  place.    The  other  night  the  hon. 
Oeatleman  related  some  very  interest- 
ing historical  facts — ^facts  which  we  have 
bean  endeavouring  to  place  before  the 
people  of  this  country  for  a  good  many 
yeara— and  he  did  it  so  lucidly  and  weU 
I  think,  that  now,  as  it  were,  in  the 
evening  of  his  somewhat  chequered  and 
unfortunate  political  career,  the  thanks 
of  the  Irish  people  and  their  representa- 
tivea  are  due  to  him.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber told  us  of  ^he  good  old  days  when 
the  predecessors  of   those    men    with 
whom  he  is  now  in  alliance  were  enabled 
to  drive  from  their  homes  the  peasantry 
of  Ireland  in  order  to  make  room  for 
Sooteh  adventurers,  to  the  good  offices  of 
whom  we  are  indebted  for  the  lustre 
which  the  hon.  Member  casts  upon  this 
aaaembly,  and  for  the  damage  which  he 
invariably  does  the  Party  opposite,  with 
whom  he  has  had  nothing  to  do,  but  to 
whom  he  actually  belongs.    I  am  also 
fortonate  in  seeing  the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland  in  his  place,  who,  on  a  former 
occasion,  when  the  LordMayorof  Dublin 
^QAde  the  specific  charges  I  am  about 
to  repeat,  proudly  described  himself  as 
flie  spokesnaan  of  the  Irish  Government. 
On  that  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned 
Clvttleman  invited  my  right  hon.  Friend 
aot  to  discusfi  the  question  of  the  assault 
9pB  the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
(v.  P.  O'Brien),  and  the  question  of 
^  wounding  of  the  man  at  Uharleville, 
•nd  the  question  of  the  arrest  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien),  because,  as  he  said,  '*  the 
Bovemment  have  no  official  informa- 
tMOy    and    you    as  well  as  ourselves 
rilbe  at  a  great  disadvantage."  From 
there  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
Baa  await  information  ?  From  the  source 
bom  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
E^fione  derives  his,  which  information 
lu  been  shown  in  a  law  court  recently 
D  be    absolutely  untrue — ^information 
kom  the  bailiff,  from  the  landlord,  from 
Itt  emergency  men,  and  lastly  from  the 
Kdmrnen,  who  are  in  alliance  with  the 


Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  and  his 

{)arty.     But   we  forced  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  to  make  some  reply* 
He  asserted  that  the  rulway  station  was 
a  nice  quiet  place  whereat  to  effect  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
East  Cork,  upon  a  day  when  the  whole 
county  and  town    of  Cork  was  astir. 
When  he  made  that  statement  I  saw  a 
bilious  smile  pass  over  the  faces  of  his 
supporters.    I  am  at  one  with  the  hon. 
Member   for    South  Tyrone,   because, 
after  the  lamentable  event  which  fol- 
lowed the  arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden — 
the  death  of  Inspector  Martin,  but  which 
undoubtedly  lies  at  the  doors  of  the  Irish 
Government— it    is    trifiing    with   the 
House  of  Commons,  and  is  an  insult  to 
the    Constitution,     for    a    responsible 
Minister  of  the  Crown  and  a  lawyer  to 
make  such  a  statement.    On  that  occa- 
sion the  hon.  Member  for  Monaghan 
was  assaulted.     He  received  some  in- 
juries which  have  since  prostrated  hini, 
and  which  will    probamy  shorten  his 
days.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
hinted — but    afterwards  withdrew  the 
hint — that  a  rescue  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  East  Cork  had  been  attempted 
by  the  hon.   Member  for  Monaghan. 
When,    immediately    afterwards,    the 
Chief  Secretary  came  into  the  House, 
and  was  proceeding  to  repeat  the  as- 
sertion, what  was  the  learned  Gentle- 
man doing  ?   Not  looking  over  the  fusty 
pages  of  the  Acts  of  Edward  IIL,  but 
pulling  the  Chief  Secretary  by  the  coat- 
tail,  and  trying  to  prevent  him  making 
the  ridiculous  assertion  which  he  him- 
self had  just  partly  withdrawn.    The 
hon.  Memberfor  Monaghan  was  assaulted 
by  the  police  force,   ox  whose  conduct  I 
now  complain.      We  heard  the  other 
night  the  Chief  Secretary  parading  be- 
fore the  House,  and  really  before  the 
country,  the  amicable  relations  which 
exist  between  the  police  and  the  people 
of  Ireland.    I  knew  what  was  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  mind.    I  knew 
by  the  comer  of  his  eye  what  he  had 
ringing  in  his  ears.    He  was  replying 
to  the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member   for    Paddington     (Lord    £. 
Churchill)  and   the  hon.   Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  which  speeches 
showed  that  Englishmen  can  belong  to 
a  Party  and  still  maintain  their  spirit  of 
justice  and  fair  play.    The  fact  is  the 
police  force  of  Ireland  is  not  a  police 
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force ;  it  is  a  band  of  armed  men  wlio 
are  under  the  control  of  an  unfortunate 
olique  of  pauper  landlords,  who  in  turn 
control  the  action  of  the  Irish  GK>yem- 
ment.  The  first  blight  has  fallen  upon 
their  cornfield  in  the  shape  of  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington.  A  regular  famine  will 
undertake  them  before  long.  The  peo- 
ple of  this  country  will  cut  them  adrift 
from  their  pauper  landlords.  Then, 
Sir,  we  will  have  the  police  in  our  hands, 
to  use  them,  not  as  you  have  used  them, 
for  the  purpose  of  crime  and  outrage 
against  the  people,  but  with  that  for- 
bearance and  moderation  which  is  be- 
coming honest  and  honourable  men. 

«Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
diffo) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate.  We  have  now 
carried  on  this  discussion  for  an  hour 
past  midnight,  and  it  really  amounts  to 
a  prolongation  of  the  Debate  we  had 
last  night  on  the  Vote  for  the  Constabu- 
lary, which  was  brought  to  an  untimely 
and,  I  think,  unprecedented  end  last 
night.  I  will  not  stray  into  matters 
that  would  be  out  of  order,  but  I 
think  I  may  go  so  far  as  to  say 
the  discussion  was  brought  to  a 
close  in  an  unprecedented  manner. 
But  with  reference  to  my  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  I  presume,  is  in  charge  of  the 
House  for  the  Qovemment,  to  the  Beso- 
lution  under  which  we  are  now  pro- 
ceeding, and  which  was  passed  on  April 
80  last.  Now,  when  that  Eesolution 
was  passed,  I  think  it  was  thoroughly 
understood,  and  I  think  pledges  to  the 
effect  were  given  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  it  and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  supported 
it,  that  in  exempting  Eeport  of  Supply 
from  the  12  o'clock  "Rule,  the  Eeport 
should  only  be  taken  after  12  o'clock  on 
exceptional  occasions,  and  when  there 
was  any  desire  on  the  part  of  any  section 
of  hon.  Members  to  discuss  any  ques- 
tion on  the  Eeport,  then  the  exemption 
should  not  be  put  in  operation.  It  was 
emphatically  stated  then,  on  behalf  of 

Dr.  FUag^ald 


the  GK>Temment,  that  the  only  objeeim 
passing  the  Eesolution  was  to  proTont 
the  use  of  the  individual  "I  object'' 
after  12  o'clock.  I  tbink,  seeing 
the  desire  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  continue  the  disouedon,  we 
may  fairly  daim  the  fulfilment  of  this 
pledge,  and  that  the  Adjonnunent 
shoiud  be  agreed  to.  I  make  this  ap^ 
to  the  First  Lord,  who,  I  see,  is  jait 
now  entering  the  House,  and  I  hope  be 
will  not  resist  my  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Ciuestioii  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (ifr.  John  EU%9.) 

♦The  FIEST  LOED  of  thx  IBEA- 
8UEY  (Mr,  W.  H.    Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster):  lam  exceedingly relao- 
tant  to  oppose  this  Motion ;  hut  I  flunk 
it  must  be  allowed  that,  after  two  nights' 
discussion,  continued,  as  it  has  beeoi 
this  evening,  the  matter  mifbt  aof 
4irly   be    disposed  of.    Some  regiri 
must  be  had  to  the  necessary  progi^ 
of  business,  and  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  I  do  not  think  it  desirable  that 
we  should  adjourn  this  discuflsion  of» 
another  day.    I  think  I  may  in  «•«» 
ask  the  House  to  come  to  a  deosibn  on 
the  Vote.    [Oriei  o/  "  No !"  mi  "0«- 
tainly  notPH     It  is  reaUy  neceasaiy 
that  the  money  should  be  voted. 

Mb.  H alley  STEWABT  {J^^ 
shire,  Spalding) :  There  are  manj<d 
who  have  been  engaged  on  Select  Qii^ 
mittees,  and  who  haye  been  at  wodc"* 
13  hours,  and  surely,  under  theciiw* 
stances,  having  the  prospect  of  a  8i^ 
day  Sitting  in  view,  we  may,  oa  flj 
ground  of  fatigue,  fairiy  claim  < 
Adjournment  of  the  Debate  now 

Mb.    sexton    (Belfast,   W.): 
would  be  well,  when  the  right 
Oentleman  makes  what  he  conadirt 
conciliatory  proposal,  diat  his 
on  the  other  side  should  assist  bi& 
abstaining   from    interruptiona  v 
caused  imitation  on  this  side,  fe 
that  have  already  been  more  than 
ciently  strained  this   evening.   ^ 
Member  for  Nottingham  has  said, 
liamentary  tradition  ia  entirely  on 
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nde  of  Adjoamment.  This  Sale  was  in* 
tended  to  prevent  an  expression  of  indi- 
Tidoal  objection  staying  proceedings 
when  there  was  a  desire  to  go  on.  I 
most  say  that  with  the  prospect  of  a 
Saturday  Sitting  in  view  I  have  little 
iooImatioQ  to  go  on  with  the  Debate 
DOW.  But  I  think  before  we  proceed 
Aoy  farther  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  may  give  us  that 
information  we  have  sought  so  long  in 
fain,  and  tell  us  out  of  what  fund  the 
charge  for  the  battering-ram  has  been 
defrayed. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  oat  of  order 
on  a  Uotion  for  Adjoarnment. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  only  wish  to  sag- 
gMt  that  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
make  the  Debate  on  the  Vote  artistically 
oomplete  by  giving  us  an  answer  to  this 
qnetdon. 

*Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
I  ahail  not  be  in  order  in  entering  at 
length  into  this  matter,  but  perhaps  I 
AAy  just  mentioD,as  a  matter  of  personal 
explanation,  that  as  the  cost  of  the 
battering-ram  is  defrayed  out  of  no 
fuhUe  /and  at  all,  the  matter  is  entirely 
^  of  my  control,  I  cannot  give  the 
Bght  hon.  Oentleman  the  information 
^desires. 

♦Ma.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

Ml.  (VDOHEBTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
It  has  eome  to  my  knowledge,  examin- 
iaff  these  aooounte,  that  under  the  head 
of  Law  and  Justice  there  is  ezpenditare 
^fbkb  really  should  stand  in  the  accounts 
*( the  Royal  Irish  Oonstabulary  to  the 
Ment  of  £10,000  in  the  present  year. 

^Ma.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  That 
Bt  question  that  may  be  raised  after- 
V>d(s;.  it  cannot  be  raised  in  the 
9>^stbn  of  adjoamment. 

lit.  O'DOHEBTY :  Then,  Sir,  I  only 
^>ire  now  to  support  the  Motion  for 
l^aomment. 

Xe.  SEXTON:    Perhaps  my   hon. 
'^~nd  will  allow  us  to  proceed  with  the 
t  desired    to   be  raised,  and  will 
aw  his  Bfotion  for  adjournment. 

ion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Original  Qaestion  again  proposed. 

Ifat   O'DOHEBTY:   I  may   allude 
pots  fully  to  the  point  I  mentioned  just 


now.  In  a  discussion  of  this  kind  all 
the  details  of  the  accounts  should  be 
put  before  us  that  we  may  fairly  esti- 
mate the  increase  or  the  decrease  of 
expenditure  and  know  the  reasons  for 
the  one  or  the  other.  But  there  is  a 
sum  of  £10,000  included  in  the  Yote 
under  the  head  of  Law  and  Justice  on 

account  of  travelling  expenses,  which 
really  should  come  under  the  Yote  for 
Constabulary.  I  think  it  is  only  right 
to  call  attention  to  this,  and  I  have  a 
strong  objection  to  the  system  by  which 
a  Vote  granted  by  the  House  for  one 
purpose  can  be  diverted  to  another. 
I  think  that  the  Auditor  QeneraPs  notes 
should  be  followed  up  in  some  way.  I 
know  this  is  a  matter  of  detail,  but  I 
really  think  it  is  of  little  use  our 
attempting  to  discuss  these  accounts  if 
it  is  possible  that  an  amount  can  be 
smuggled  into  one  Yote  when  the  ex- 
penditure is  re<illy  under  another  head. 
I  will  not^enter  into  the  matter  now,  but 
it  is  a  financial  point  that  I  think  ought 
to  be  raised.  I  am  satisfied  that  if  we 
go  carefully  through  the  Law  and 
Justice  accounts^  there  is  an  amount 
of  £10,000  in  them  that  should  be  in 
the  Constabulary  Yote. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  ven- 
tured to  say  when  the  House  was  in 
Committee  on  this  Yote  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  ought  to  give  some  explana- 
tion of  the  demand  made  for  such  an 
immense  amount  of  money  under  this 
head.  In  the  time  of  Sir  Robert  Peel 
the  total  amount  of  the  Constabulary 
Yote  was  £437,000.  In  the  year  1860-1 
we  find  the  Yote  was  £653,000,  and 

now  it  has  risen  to  the  sum  total  of 
£1,439,371,  and,  possibly,  if  the  system 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  just  re- 
ferred is  carried  out  to  any  extent,  to  a 
million  and  a  half.  There  are  a  number 
of  items  in  these  accounts  that  require 
to  be  proved,  money  provided  for  half- 
pay  troopers  and  a  class  of  mud-stranded 
Admirals,  men  who,  unfitted  for  the 
services  for  which  they  were  trained, 
are  by  this  means  enabled  to  earn 
further  sums  by  dragooning  the  people. 
We  see  how  the  Yote  is  swelled  by  the 
increase  in  the  pay  of  District  Inspectors, 
who,  some  years  ago,  were  well  paid  at 
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£120,  and  who  now  reoeiye  £250,  and, 
with    their    total    allowance,     nearly 
£1    a    day.      This,    I    think,    is    a 
monstrous  charge.     When  the  pay  was 
£120,  the  appointments  did  not  go  beg- 
ging at  all,  and  I  think  the  ofiScers  were 
a   better  class  of  men  than  they  are 
now  when  we  give  them  pay  equal  to 
that  we  give  a  man  who  commands  a 
regiment  in  its  full  strength  and  has  to 
face  enemies  and  take  all  the  chances  of 
loss  of  life,  while  these  constabulary 
officers  have  little  to  do  but  hunt  down 
Members    of   Parliament.      When  we 
consider  the  cost  of  living  in  Ireland 
and  the    average    wages    among    the 
people,  we  must  consider  that  aU  grades 
are  overpaid,  and  especially  when  we 
compare  the  scale  with  that  of  the  police 
in  tne  Metropolis,  where  living  is  so 
expensive.      Where  a   constable    used 
to  get  £60,  he  now  gets  in  pay  and 
allowances  nearly  double  that  amonnt, 
with  a  chance,  too,  of  getting  a  share  in 
the  large  amount  voted  for  extra  pay 
and  travelling  allowances.     The  other 
day  I  drew  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to^a  police  outrage  committed 
in     my    County    (Arma^),    and     I 
mentioned  the  circumstances  in  which 
certain    constables  wantonly   fired    at 
and  made  bullet  holes  in  fishermen's 
boots,  and  I  desire  to  ask  again  are 
these  men  to  be  prosecuted  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  1  did  not  furnish  him 
with  the  names,  but  I  may  say  that  the 
men  to  whom  the  boots  belonged  were 
Joseph  and  John  Robinson,  and  another 
man  whose  name  I  think  is  Fox.    But 
even  when  we  give  the  fullest  details 
we  do  not  get  any  satisfaction.    I  hold 
that  such  offenders  should  be  prosecuted 
with  more  severity  than  ordinary  civil- 
ians, for  they  are  the  men  who  should 
show  example  of  obedience  to  the  law. 
The  Constabulary  Code  says  that  arms 
are  to  be  entrusted  to  the  Constabulary 
to  be  used  with  prudence  and  humanity, 
but  what  prudence  or  humanity  is  there 
in  the  conduct  of  these  policemen,  which 
I  described  in  Committee?    The  duty 
of  the  Government  is  to  prosecute,  not 
to  defend,  in  such  cases.    But  this  can 
be  said,  that  no  matter  whether  we  have 
a  Tory  or  a  Liberal  (Government,  we 
have  the  same  class  of  men  in  Dublin 
Castle  where  the  headquarters  of  the 
police  are  situated.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  to  give    facilities    for 

Mr.  Blane  \ 


justice  to  be  done  in  the  caees  which 
have  been  referred  to. 

Mr.  cox  (aare,  E.)  opposed  the 
Vote. 

Me.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.):  It  is 
much  to  be  regretted  that  we  haie  not 
had  aliocal  Government  Bill  for  Irelsnd, 
similar  to  the  one  which  has  been  passed 
for  Scotland,  for  I  believe  that,  had  such 
a  Bill  been  passed,  the  cost  of  theliuih 
police  would  have  been  voiy  materially 
reduced.   The  right  hon.  Qentlemanthe 
Chief  Secretary  has  drawn  a  ccHnparison 
between  the  cost  of  the  MetropdUtiii 
Police  and  the  cost  of  the  Irish  Foliee; 
but  he  failed  to  take  into  the  oompviion 
the  cost  of  the  police  in  the  remaindsr 
of  England,  and  therefore  I  veatue  to 
suggest  that  the  contrast  he  drew  w 
not  a  fair  one.  There  is  no  other  natioD 
in  the  world  which  presents  each  a  f^ 
ture  of  Government  as  is  presented  io 
Ireland.    What  are  the  police  of  In- 
land?    The  Chief  Secretary  biaggid 
about  them  being  the  best  possible  foioe, 
physically  and  militarily  speaking.  Bvt 
did  he  not  consider  it  was  a  degiadatioD 
to  his  own  nation,  when  he  enwiaated 
such  a  proposition  ?     You  bra^  tbout 
your  freedom  and  your  flag  whwh  ana- 
tains  liberty  and  gives  rwW  to  &e 
slave,  andyet,  in  IreUind,yoaarehoWng 
down  your  people  by  the  helpof  thenoMS. 
The  details  which  we  have  had  aonag 
the  last  two  or  three  days  of  pon» 
administration  in  Ireland  ought  toiDdwi 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  to  take  w 
hehn  of  reform  instead  of  lolling  on  the 
Front  Bench  in  an  attitude  whioh  it » 
disgrace  to  any  Minister. 

*»iB.  SPEAKER :  Order,  orderlftj 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  make  poiaow 
remarks  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  CONWAY :  When  one  is  ad&» 
ing  the  House  he  naturally  expeetsiv 
meet  with  some  attention ;  but  wkA  I 
am  met  with  sneers  and  guffaws,  sodts^ 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  indolget^ 
of  course  I  do  resent  it.  I  say  this  Tote 
requires  further  explanation.  Ai 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stands  in  H* 
place  and  contrasts  the  MetropottB 
Police  with  the  Irish  Police;  itianM* 
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bSa  oontnst,  for  he  ignores  the  police 
ofthe  rest  of  England,  and,  therefore,  I 
Bay  the  Chief  Secretary  is  simply  sitting 
at  ease  and  blowing  bubbles  in  the  air. 
Oar  time  is  not  wasted  even  at  this  hour 
of  the  morning  in  impressing  faots  about 
the  police  on  Uie  minds  of  the  English 
people.  When  we  see  a  million  and  a 
half  of  money  spent  upon  a  Police 
Foice  which  is  not  used  for  police  pur- 
poees,  I  say  we  have  great  reason  to 
complain.  The  sooner  we  can  get  rid 
of  the  present  police  system,  and  briug 
it  within  the  scope  of  liocal  Qov ernment, ' 
the  better  it  will  be  both  for  the  English 
ftnd  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 

I  wish  to  have  further  particulars  as  to 

the  eriction  of  Mr.  Molony  at  the  in- 

>tance  of  a  Beverend  gentleman  liyiug 

at  Windsor,  in  England.  The  legal  ques- 
tion raised  in  this  case  has  been  deter- 
mined, bat  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  what  power  or  authority 
ke  gaye  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  of 
limerick    the    use  of   a  force   of  60 
men  to  pat  this  Mr.  Molony  out  of  the 
hoiding  the  rent  of  which  he  had  paid  ? 
'Qiis  case  affords  an  illustration  of  the 
mannor  in  which  the  Sheriffs  and  land- 
lords in  Ireland  have    the    forces    of 
tile  Grown   placed    at  their  disposal. 
I  Again   demand  to  know   by   what 
snthority  the   {>olice    were   used    for 
^  work?  Six  months  ago  I  brought 
^  matter   before    the   House,    and 
^  vas    refused    an    answer    as    the 
^e  was  then  9ub  judice.    Since  then 
^0  have  cast  the  landlord  in  damages, 
^d;  therefore^  I  again  ask  the  Chief 
Bacretazy    by    what  right    sub- Sheriff 
Hobson  used  60  policemen  in  order  to 
^t^  this  man  out  of  the  house  for  which 
^  had  paid  the  rent?    Why  do  our 
tariffs  and  our  landlords  get  police 
potection  when  they  are  doing  an  illegal 
M?   How  can  you  expect  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  respect  your  Government 
^  you  allow  your  armed  forces  to  eu- 
fige  in  this  work  ? 

Me.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  ask  for  information  as 
to  whether  a  prosecution  is  to  be  insti- 
tuted in  the  case  of  the  four  constables 
*^  according  to  the  testimony  of  my 
^.  Friend    the    Member   for    North 


Armagh,  committed  a  most  inexplicable 
outrage  in  that  county,  and  destroyed  a 
boat,  by  means  of  which  a  number  of 
poor  men  earned  their  living?  Also,  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Genfleman  will  tell 
us  why  a  force  of  10  men  took  up  a  post 
near  tJie  residence  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Clare  and  acted  as 
an  army  of  occupation  there  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  regard 

to  the  last  question  asked  by  the  right 

hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  have  not  the 

facts  before  me  at  present  and  cannot 

answer  it.    As  to  the  hon.  Member  fox 

East  Clare  the   hon.  Gentleman   had 

been  guilty  of  several  illegal  actionSi 

and  accordingly  the  police  were  in- 
terested in  his  motions.  But  I  should 
think  it  improbable  that  they  camped 
out  in  his  garden.  With  regard  to  the 
case  instanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford,  it  is  the  business  of  the  police 
to  provide  protection  for  the  Sheriff  if 
he  applies  for  it.  The  police  cannot 
inquire  into  the  merits  of  every  case 
before  acting,  because  that  would  con- 
vert them  into  a  judisial  body.  As  to 
the  question  put  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin,  a  warrant  has  been  issued 
against  one  of  the  men  referred  to ;  and 
no  exception  will  be  made  in  favour  of 
policemen  any  more  than  other  members 
of  the  community. 

Mb.  cox  :  With  regard  to  Police- 
constable  Hobinson  who  gave  evidence 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  and 
myself,  is  he  to  escape  with  impunity  ? 
Is  it  not  a  fact,  indeed,  that  he  is  on  the 
list  for  promotion  ? 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    No. 
Mb.  COX:  I  am  assured  for  a  fact 
that  that  is  so. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

INTERPRETATION  BILL  [LORDS.] 

(No.  364.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  should  like 
— as  I  understand  this  Bill  is  to  be 
put  down  for  Saturday  —  to  know 
what  business  it  is  intended  to  take 
on  that  day.      Also,  under  what  con- 
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ditions  the  Saturday  sittiDg  will  be  held  ? 
I  think  it  is  most  inconvenient  that  we 
should  have  to  sit  on  Saturday. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
definitely  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
question  in  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Saturday  sittings  may  be  avoided  if 
satisfactory  progress  in  business  is  made 
during  the  week. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  hinted  for  the  first  time 
to-night  that  there  would  probably  be 
a  Saturday  sitting.  I  think  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Session  could  easily  be 
wound  up  without  the  necessity  of 
Saturday  sittings  if  reasonable  concilia- 
tion were  employed  towards  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  may  very  well  postpone  the 
question  of  Saturday  sittings  until  next 
week. 

♦BiB.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  will  allow  the  matter  to 
stand  over  till  to-morrow,  when  the 
Leader  of  the  House  will  be  in  his 
place,  I  will  undertake  to  place  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  before  him. 

Second  Reading  deferred  to  this  day. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Returns  ordered — 

• 

**  Of  the  number  of  Private  Bills  introduced 
and  brought  from  the  House  of  Lords,  and  of 
Acts  passed  in  the  Session  of  1889,  classed  ac- 
cording to  the  following  subjects ;  Railways ; 
iSramwa^s ;  Tramroads ;  Subways ;  Canals  and 
Navigation ;  Roads  and  Bridges ;  Water ;  Gas 
and  Water ;  Lighting  and  Improvement ;  Police 
and  Sanitary  Regulations ;  Ports,  Piers,  Har- 
bours and  Docks;  Churches,  Chapels,  and 
Burying  Grounds ;  Inclosure  and  Drainage ; 
Estate  ;  Divorce ;  and  Miscellaneous. 

"  Of  all  the  Private  Bills,  and  BiUs  for  con- 
firming Provisional  Orders,  which,  in  the  Ses- 
sion of  1889,  have  been  treated  as  Opposed 
Bills ;  specifying  those  which  have  been  classi- 
fied in  Groups  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
or  by  the  General  Committee  on  Railway  and 
Canal  Bills ;  together  with  the  names  of  the 
Selected  Memb^  who  served  on  each  Com- 
mittee ;  the  first  and  also  the  last  day  of  the 
sitting  of  each  Committee;  the  number  of 
days  on  which  each  Committee  sat ;  the  number 
of  dajrs  on  which  each  Selected  Member  has 
served ;  the  Bills  the  preambles  of  which  were 
reported  to  have  been  proved;  the  Bills  the 
preambles  of  which  were  reported  to  have  been 
not  proved  ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bills  for  confirm- 
ing Provisional  Orders,  whether  Uie  Provisional 
Orders  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  confirmed ;  the 
Bills  refeired  back  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, ox  to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 
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and  Canal  Bills,  as  having  become  onopDOied, 
and  the  Bills  withdrawn,  or  not  proceeded  wtth 
by  the  parties. 

•*And,  of  all  Private  Bills  which,  in  the 
Session  of  1889,  have  been  referred  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  or  by  the 
General  Committee  on  Railway  and  Cinal 
Bills,  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  together  with  the  names 
of  the  Members  who  served  on  each  Committee ; 
the  number  of  days  on  which  each  Committee 
sat ;  and  the  number  of  days  on  wlue^i  eM^ 
Member  attended  (in  oontinoation  of  Parii** 
mentary  Paper,  No.  0,189,  of  Sessten  1888).**— 
{JSv*  Charles  Fortttr.) 

GOVERNMENT    DEPARTMENT 
SECURITIES. 

Return  ordered — 

<<0f  the  Classified  Amoants  of  vaiiooi 
Government  Securities  held  by  the  seveal 
Government  Departments  and  other  Fobtic 
Offices  on  the  dlst  day  of  March,  1889  fia 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  ISO, 
of  Session  1888)."— (ITr.  Jaekstm,) 

Betum  presented  acoordinglj ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  t^  printed 
[No.  312.] 

WOMEN'S     DISABILITIES     REMOVAL 
BILL.    (No.  363.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY     COMPANIES     (PASSBNOBB 
TICKETS)  BILL.     (No.  251.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  rend,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CATOEDKAL    CHURCHES    BILL. 

(No.  124.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  atd 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1886)    AMENDMENT 

BILL.    (No.  377.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CHILDREN  INSURANCE    PRBVBNTIOH 
BILL.    (No.  946.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  asi 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

House  adjoonuid  at  twaatrM 
miautes  after  Two  iiwm^ 
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SUCK  DBAINAQE  BILL.    (PRIVATE 

BILL.] 
Braaght  from  the  Oominons ;  lead  I', 
>od  nf«rred  to  the  Examinere. 

ZOLPLAND-NATIVE  CHIEFS. 

atTBSTtOIta .  — OBSBBTATIOSS. 

LoBB  HERSOHELL;  On  behalf  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  ol  State  for 
tEia  Colonies  whether  tbo  evidence  in  the 
Mw  of  Diuisalu  and  other  Zulu  Chiefs 
receatly  tried  by  a  Special  Commission 
hu  been  raoeived  by  Her  Hajeety's 
Oovarnment  ? 

Tn  8ECBETAET  of  STATE  fob 
THB  COLONIES  (Lord  KmrrsFOHD) : 
Tiis  evidence  in  the  cases  of  Dlnuzulu, 
nndabnko,  and  Tshingana,  has  only 
jiut  reached  this  country.  It  is  nov  in 
course  of  rerision,  and  will  be  sent  to 
the  printer  aa  soon  as  jpoasible;  but 
toma  time  must  elapse  before  the  print- 
ing can  be  completed,  as  the  evidence  is 
Teiy  roluminons.  The  evidence  in  the 
(^uea  of  SoDohlolo  and  other  Zulu  Chiefs 
hu  already  been  placed  in  the  Libraries 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  need 
hftrdly  add  that  when  this  evidence  has 
been  printed  it  will  receive  the  very 
careful  ooneideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Cover  nment. 

MEECHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.    (No.  191.) 
House  ia  Committee  (on  Be-oommit- 
mnt)  (according  to  Order) :    Bill  re- 
ported without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 


FACTORS  BILL.    (No.  182  ) 

Commons   Amendments    considered, 

and  agreed  to,  with  Amendments ;  and 

Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  returned  to 

the  Commons. 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  202.) 
Bead  3*  (aooording   to  Order),   and 
passed. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDTTCATION  (WALES) 
BILL.    (No.  201.) 
Bead  3*  (acooiding  to   Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL  OOVEaNHENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.      (No.  17B.) 

Bead  3*  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments ;  further  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

CNIVEESITIE3  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 
(No.  a04.) 

Amendments  reported  (aooording  to 
order). 

The  Mabquess  of  LOTHIAN :  With 
reference  to  what  fell  last  night  from 
two  noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
of  the  House,  who  are  not  present 
this  aftamoen,  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Provost  of  Dundee  on  the  University 
Court,  I  may  say  that  I  have  gone  into 
the  matter  as  I  promised  I  would,  and 
have  como  to  the  conclueion  that  I 
should  adhere  to  the  position  which  I 
have  all  along  taken.  It  is  exceedingly 
desirable  that  the  University  College  of 
Dundee  should  be  affiliated  to  the  Oni- 
versity  of  St.  Andrews  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  and  the  effect  of  the 
ee,  the  Chief  Magistrate 
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of  that  town,  being  on  the  University 
Court  of  that  University,  would  be  very 
beneficial  in  leading  to  that  result.  I 
only  make  this  statement  because  I 
stated  last  night  that  I  would  consider 
the  matter  before  Beport.  Then,  it 
will  be  remembered  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Oamperdown)  moved  an 
Amendment  last  night,  which  I  also 
said  I  would  consider.  The  noble  Lord 
is  not  now  present,  but  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  accept  the  Amendment  which  he 
proposed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  8> 

paizre  8,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words 

**  University  Court,"    and     insert   the 

word  ** Commissioner"  instead  thereof. 

Agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made';  Bill  to  be 
read  3>  on  Monday  next. 

PRINCE  OP  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  212.) 

Bead  3^  (according  to  order),  and 
passed. 

PREVENTION  OF    CRUELTY    TO   AND 
PROTECTION    OF    CHILDREN    BILL, 
formn-ly  CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PRE- 
VENTION BILL.    (No.  160.) 

Bead  8>  (according  to  order). 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL :  On  Clause  3  I 
have  to  move  an  Amendment  which  I 
mentioned  yesterday,  which  I  think  will 
be  an  improvement  in  the  licensing  pro- 
vision. At  present  that  provision  enables 
the  Court  to  order  that  the  child  be  per- 
mitted to  be  employed  at  an  entertain- 
ment, or  series  of  entertainments.  I 
propose  that  instead  of  its  being  done 
in  that  form,  it  should  be  done  by  a 
license,  and  that  that  license  may  be 

f  ranted  for  such  time  and  during  such 
ours  of  the  day  and  subject  to  such 
restrictions  and  conditions  as  the  Court 
may  think  fit.  It  does  not  compel  the 
Court  to  impose  any  conditions  what- 
ever. They  may  give  the  license  with- 
out any  conditions.  I  think  it  advan- 
tageous that  they  should  have  power  to 
impose  conditions  if  they  so  think  fit.  I 
am  led  to  think  so  by  the  course  which 
has  been  pursued  at  Glasgow,  which,  I 
believe,  has  been  extremely  successful. 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  42,  to 
leave  out  "order  that,"  and  insert 
'*  grant  a  license  for  such  time  and 
during  such  hours  of  the  day  and  subject 
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to  such  restrictions  and  conditions  as  it 
may  think  fit  for."— Agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 

LoBD  HEBSCHELL :  The  next 
Amendment  I  have  to  propose  is  to  enable 
an  Inspector  under  the  Factoiy  and 
Workshop  Act  to  deal  with  these  licenses 
in  the  way  in  which  he  deals  with 
cases  uuder  that  Act.  In  cases  under 
the  Factory  Act  the  Inspector  has 
power  to  soe  that  the  license  is  comfdied 
with  and  that  the  conditions  are  fulfilled, 
and  I  propose  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  may  assign  to  any  Inspector 
appointed  under  the  Factory  Act  the 
duty  of  seeing  that  the  conditions  of 
licenses  under  this  Bill  are  complied 
with,  and  may  also  give  the  Inspector 
power  to  inspect  premises  and  so  forth. 

Amendment  moved,  at  end  of  GUose 

3,  to  add — 

"A  Secretary  of  8' ate  may  assign  to  any 
Inspector  appointed,  or  to  be  appointed  under 
Section  67  of  the  Factory  and  Workshops  Act. 
1878,  specially  and  in  addition  to  anv  other 
usual  duties,  the  duty  of  seeing  whether  the 
restrictions  and  conditions  of  any  license  under 
the  last  preceding  section  are  duly  coo^wd 
with,  and  any  such  Inspector  shall  hsfe  the 
S'lme  power  to  enter,  inspect,  and  examine  any 
place  of  public  entertainment  at  which  the  em- 
ployment of  a  child  under  the  prorisioDf  of  iieh 
clause  is  licensed  for  the  time  heingt**  ^'^ 
Inspector  has  to  enter,  inspect,  and  eximiiiA  a 
factory  or  workshop  under  SecUon  6S  oi  the 
same  Act."— (!%#  Lord  SertckiU.) 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  ioe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Ceoss)  :  I  may  men- 
tion that  this  Amendment  entirdy 
carries  out  the  yiews  of  the  Ghrand 
Committee  which  sat  upon  this  BtU, 
and  also  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Education  which 
wore  especially  directed  to  this  point. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  Under  th* 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1876,  «ad 
the  Education  (Scotland)  Act  of  I878»ft 
child  under  10  is  not  allowed  to  lie 
employed  except  under  certain  ^ut- 
ditions  and  restrictions.  It  nd^f^ 
possibly  be  open  to  contention  ttal  • 
license  under  this  Act  exempted 
the  necessity  of  oomplyinji^  with 
conditions  as  well  as  fulfilling^  the 
ditions  of  this  particular  enaotmeiiti. 
course  that  is  not  intended,  and  in 
to  avoid  any  such  point  I  have  Mt 
the  Paper  this  Amendment. 
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Amendment  moved,  after  the  fore- 
going Amendment,  to  add  the  words — 

"Nothing  in  this  section  contained  shall 
iSeci  the  provisions  of  the  Educition  (England) 
Act,  1876,  or  the  Education  (Scotland)  Act. 
mV'^The  Lord  Hertchcll.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

LoED  HERSCHELL:  My  next 
Amendment  I  move  in  fulfilment  of  the 
promise  that  I  gave  when  this  Proviso 
as  to  the  employment  of  children 
under  10  was  considered  in  Committee — 
namely,  that  a  short  time  should  be 
allowed  before  that  part  of  the  Act  came 
into  operation. 

Amendment  moved,  after  the  fore- 
going Amendment,  \o  insert  the  words — 

"So  mach  of  Sub-section  (c)  of  this  section 
u  makes  it  an  offence  to  cause  or  procure  a 
child  to  be  in  premises  licensed  according  to 
liw  for  pabiic  entertainment,  or  in  any  circus 
or  other  place  of  public  amusement  for  the 
P^»T»M  of  singing.  pUying,  or  performing  for 
V^i^  ah&ll  not  come  into  operation  until  the 
lit  day  of  November,  1S89."— (TAtf  Lard 
BtrttkeU.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  OommonSi 
to  be  printed  as  amended  (No.  223.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Fridaif^  9M  Augusl,  1889. 


PRIVATE    £USm£SS. 

TAFF  VALE  RAILWAY  BILL  [LORDSJ. 

{By  Order,) 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

•The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
Means  (Mt.  Courtney,  Cornwall,  Bod- 
Bttn) :  This  is  a  Bill  upon  which  it  is  ne- 
coetary  that  I  should  make  some  re* 
^ks.  The  House  is  aware  that  many 
Aulwaj  Companies  who  have  built  up 
ti^  enterprise  by  Acts  of  Parliament 
^'Hitaining  varying  powers  have,  of  late, 
^ni^Ufied  their  capital  account  by  con- 
Wting  their  Preference  and  Debenture 
flioek  into  a  unified  stock.  That  has 
^Mn  done  by  several  of  the  great  Sail- 
vay  Gampaniea  to  the  simpUficatioa  of 


their  accounts  and  the  advantage  of 
the  stock  holders,  nor  is  there  any 
question  of  public  interest  involved  in 
such  conversion  of  their  Preference  and 
Debenture  stock.  They  are  irredeem- 
able, and  when  we  speak  of  £100,000 
Preference  stock  at  5  per  cent,  and  of 
£100,000  Preference  stock  at  4  percent 
we  ought  more  strictly  to  speak  of  the 
sums  of  £5,000  and  £4,000  which  are 
annually  payable  upon  them.  This 
Bill  deals  with  the  Debenture  and  Pre- 
ference stock  of  the  Taff  Yale  Bailway 
Company,  who  propose  to  follow  the  pre- 
cedent of  other  Companies,  and  if  it  had 
been  confined  to  this  object  I  should  oot 
have  felt  it  necessary  to  trouble  the 
House.  But  the  Bill  does  more.  The 
House  is  probably  aware  that  maoy 
things  have  been  attempted,  and  that 
some  things  have  been  done,  with  respcot 
to  the  ordinary  stock  of  Bail  way  Com- 
panies— such,  for  instance,  as  dividing 
the  ordinary  stock  into  Deferred  and 
Preferred  stock,  and  increasing  the 
nominal  amount  of  stock.  Many 
schemes  have  been  proposed  for  pro- 
duciufi:  the  same  simplicity  in  regard 
to  ordinary  stock  as  that  which  has  been 
secured  in  regard  to  Preference  and  De- 
ferred stock.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  as  it  originally  appeared  in 
another  place,  proposed  to  enable  this 
company,  with  the  approval  of  the 
shareholders,  to  prepare  and  carry  out  a 
scheme  of  unification  and  simplification 
of  its  ordinary  stock.  The  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  and  of  other  Bills  with  simi- 
lar objects,  have  occupied  the  attention 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  another  place  and  myself ; 
but  most  of  the  measures  which  have 
been  introduced  have  proved  abortive 
and  have  been  abandoned.  But  I  think 
that  on  the  present  occasion  a  solution 
has  been  arrived  at  which  may  recom- 
mend itself  to  the  House  not  only  as 
good  in  itself,  but  as  one  which  estab- 
lishes a  precedent,  although  it  need 
not  be  followed  unless  it  is  approved 
by  the  general  sense  and  wisdom 
of  Parliament.  This  Taff  Yale  Bail- 
way  is  not  a  passenger  railway 
under  Lord  Dalhousie*s  Act,  which 
prescribes  the  terms  under  which  pas- 
senger railways  may  be  purchased.  It 
is  a  mineral  railway,  and  the  average 
dividend  which  it  has  been  pd}  iog  for 
some  years  is  15  percent.  The  company 
seek  to  convert  their  ordinary  stock  into 
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one  uniform  stock  of  £250,  that  beini^ 
about  the  market  value  of  the   stock 
with  the  high  diyidend  now  enjoyed 
by  the  Company.    It  is  desired  by  the 
shareholders  to    increase   the    amount 
of  the  stock  and  thereby  to  make  the 
price  of  it  more  nearly  approximate  its 
nominal  value.    Although,  apparently, 
a  merely  domestic-  matter,  my   noble 
Friend  and  myself,  together  with  other 
authorities  who  have  had  the  subject 
under  consideration,  are  of  opinion  that 
such  a  conversion  could  not  be  recom- 
mended to  the  approval  of  Parliament, 
but  it  has  been  suggested  that  it  might 
be  convenient  to  convert  the  old  stock 
into  a  new  stock  of  larger  amount,  pro- 
vided a  limit  of   dividend    might    be 
fixed.    This  railway  company  have  com- 
plied with  that  suggestion,  and  have 
embodied   in  this   Bill    provisions    by 
which   every  £100   of   ordinary   stock 
is  converted  into  £250  ordinary  Stock 
carrying  in  future  a  maximum  dividend 
of  6  percent.  It  is  further  provided  that 
if  the  profits  of  the  company  should  here- 
after enable  it  to  pay  more  than  6  per 
cent,  any  surplus  in    excess  of  6  per 
cent  shall  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of 
the  tolls,  rates,  and  charges  leviable  by 
the  company,  or  in  such  other  manner, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  as  Parlia- 
ment may  from  time  to  time  suggest.  It 
is  further  provided  that  the  accounts 
shall  be  rendered  under  the  ordinary 
Companies'  Act,  but  so  rendered  that  if, 
hereafter,  any  action  could  be  taken  under 
Lord  Dalhousies'  Act  for  the  purchase  of 
the  railway  the  conditions  and  informa- 
tion necessary  to  enable  that  Act  to  be 
carried  out  shall  always  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.    The  Bill  is  of  a 
simple  character.      It  consolidates  the 
Preference  Stock  according  to  the  prin- 
eiples  followed  by  all  the  Kailway  Com- 
panies of  the  country,  and  it  also  in- 
ereases  the  amount  of  the  ordinary  Stock, 
accompanying  that  increase   with   the 
limitation  that  the  dividend  is  not  to 
exceed  6  per  cent,  and  that  if  there 
is  any  increase  of  profit  it  shall  go  to 
the  benefit  of  the  public  in  the  reduction 
of  oharffes,  tolls,  and  rates.   I  think  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  Bill  may 
safely  receive  the  assent  of  Parliament. 
I  may,  however,  remind  the  House  that 
there  is  another  stage,  the  ThirdBeading, 
yet  to  follow,  so  that  the  House  does  not 
lose  command  of  the  Bill  by  assenting  to 
the  present  stage. 

Mr.  C'tirtpey 


*Thk  president  op  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beaoh, 
Bristol,  W.):  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  matter  during  the  progrees 
of  the  Bill  through  both  Houses.  1  wish 
to  say,  in  addition  to  what  has  faUen 
from  die  right  hon.  Oentleman,  that  I 
think  the  House  is  very  much  indebted 
to  him  and  to  the  Chairman  of  C<na- 
mittees  in  the  other  House  for  the  care 
with  which  they  have  watched  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  in  this  matter.  The 
question  of  the  increase  of  the  Stock  of 
Railway  Companies  by  the  pTOcees 
known  as  **  watering  "  is,  of  course,  one 
of  great  importance.  For  reasons  which 
seemed  to  them  sufficient,  and  in  regard  Ui 
which  they  appear  to  be  quite  unanunoos, 
the  shareholders  of  the  Taff  Yale  Com- 
pany desire  to  effect  this  change  in  their 
ordinary  Stock.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  noble  Colleague  in  the  othff 
House,  as  a  condition  of  assenting  to  the 
proposal  of  the  comf>any,  have  innstedon 
the  insertion  of  clauses  in  the  BHl  which, 
I  think,  are  largely  in  the  public  interests, 
and  which,  if  adopted  as  a  precedent,  will 
certainly  secure  the  public  advsot^ 
All  I  would  suggest  is,  that  if  this  Bill 
should  be  followed  next  Session  by  other 
applications  to  Parliament  for  the  asms 
powers,  that  Parliament  might  usefollj 
consider  whether  a  strong  Committee 
ought  not  to  be  appointed — probably  s 
Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses-to 
look  into  the  whole  question,  and  report 
to  Parliament  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  matter  can  best  be  dealt  with. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered,  tf^ 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

BURY  CORPORATION  BILL  [LOB0S.J 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoonw 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  Aagnstjt 
**  That  in  the  case  of  the  Bury  Oof 
poration  Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Order 
243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  third  time." — {^SirSnsj 
Jamei.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

♦Mr.  COURTNEY :  I  bog  to  mort- 

•<That  the  Bill  he  re-committed  to  tt* 
former  Committee  in  respect  of  Seotioos  31 
and  29. 

That  it  he  an  Instmction  to  the  GooiaM^ 
that  it  is  against  the  spirit  and  int— it  jf 
Standing  Order  173a  to  extend  bejond  iM| 
years  the  term  of  repayment  of  an  ezisliag  iHK 
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contracted  by  a  xnimicipal  corporation  or  local 
iotfaority  under  a  previous  Act  or  Acts." 

Thia  Bill  is  promoted  by  the  Oorpora- 
Uon  of  Bury  to  authorise  them  to  make 
certain  waterworks.    If    it  had  been 
confined  to  that,   there  would  be   no 
occasion  for  me  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  remarks ;  but  there  are  two 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  are  totally 
apart  from  all  the  rest  of  its  structure 
and  constituting,  in  fact,  a  separate  Bill. 
It  is  to  these  clauses  that  I  desire  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House.     The 
Bury  Corporation   acquired  the  water- 
works   under     an     Act    passsed    in 
1B7'2,    and     upon     the      works      so 
acquired,  there  is  a  considerable  debt. 
The  Act  of  1872  prescribed  the  condi- 
tions nnder  which  that  debt  should  be 
repaid— conditions  which,    apparently, 
were  not  well  understood  by  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Bury  at  the  time  the  Act  was 
pamed.    The  Corporation  came  again 
to  Parliament  in  1885,  and  the  condi- 
tions of  the  repayment  of    debt  con- 
tracted under  the  Act  of    1872  came 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  whom  the  Bill  of  1885  was  re- 
fened.    The  Committee  laid  down  very 
Btriot  proTisiona  as  to  the  repayment  of 
&e  debt,  and,  in  fact,  limited  the  repay- 
ment of  the  amount    owing    at    that 
Pariod  to  a  period  of  43  years.     The 
Bury    Gorporatiou  now    come    before 
ParliameDt  with  what  is  practically  an 
Ooioibns  Bill,  into  which  they  introduce 
two  clauses  dealing  with  the  existing 
debt  and  the  conditions  of  repayment 
which  were  prescribed  by  the  Acts  of 
1872  and  1885.      In  these  two  clauses 
^e  Corporation  desire  to  extend  the 
period  of  repayment  of  the  still  existing 
debt  from  a  period  of  43  years  to  80 
jears.     But  Parliament  has  passed  a 
Standing  Order  rertricting  the  period 
^  the  redemption  of  debt  under  such 
orcumstances  to  a  period  of  60  years. 
^Diat  is  the  Standing  Order  of  Parlia- 
ment in    regard   to    applications    for 
power  to  construct  works  and  to  con- 
tract loans  in  connection    with   them. 
Now,  it  is  obvious  that  the,  clauses  to 
which  I  have  called  attention,  inasmuch 
as  they  do  not  refer  to  any  works  which 
sre  authoriaed  by  the  Bill,  but  which 
were  authorised  by  a  previous  Bill,  do 
>ot  la  so  many  words  come  within  the 
*Dope  of  this  Standing  Order  No.  173a, 
^  it  must  be  apparent  to  the  House 
fiiat  they  come  within  the  meaning  and 


intent  of  the  Standing  Order,  because 
otherwise  the  Standing  Order  would  be 
reduced  to  a  nullity.     Or  this  process 
would  be   possible:  a  Bill  might    be 
introduced    this    Session     authorising 
works  to  be  made  in  conformity  with 
the  Standing  Order  which  prescribes  60 
years  as  the  term  within   which   the 
money  borrowed  for  the  construction  of 
the  works  must  be   repaid,  and  next 
Session  another  Bill  might  be  introduced 
extending  the    term    from    60    to    80 
years.    It  might    then   be    said    that 
the  second  Bill  did  not  come    within 
the    Standing  Order    because    it    did 
not  authorise  money  to  be  raised  for 
the  construction  of  the  works.     There- 
fore, the  Standing  Order  is  capable  of 
being  reduced  to  a  nullity.     You  con- 
form to  it  one  year  by  bringing  in  a 
Bill  for  works,  and  prescribing  a  period 
of  60  years  for  the  repayment  of  bor- 
rowed money,  and  then  you  apply  for 
an  extension  of  time,  and  the  Commit- 
tee are  able  to  say  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  Bill  does  not  authorise  a  loan  to  be 
granted  in  order  to  meet  the  cost  of  the 
works,    it  does  not  come    within  the 
scope  of  the   Standing  Order.      It  is 
quite  clear  that  that    is  a  contention 
which  must  be  at  once  met  and  repro- 
bated.   The  Standing  Order  would,  in 
the  event  of  such  a  construction  being 
put  upon  it  by  the  Committee,  at  once 
disappear.       I  have,  therefore,  felt  it 
necessary  to  put  upon  the  Paper  this 
Motion  for  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill 
to  the  former  Committee,  with  an  In- 
struction in  reference  to  the  two  clauses 
to  which  I  have  referred.    If  the  House 
agree  to  that  Instruction  and  re-commit 
the  Bill,  I  presume  that  the  Committee' 
will  be  obliged  to  carry  out  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Standing  Order  by  reducing 
the  term  so  that  it  shall  not  exceed  a 
period  of  60  years.  I  think  that  the  Com- 
mittee  have  gone  grievously  wrong  in 
supposing  that  the  question  of  extend- 
ing the  period  for  the  repayment  of  the 
existing  debt  does  not  come  within  the 
Standing  Order.     I  am  bound  to  pay 
some  respect  to  the  circumstances  which 
they  report  in  respect  of  this  particular 
Corporation   —   circumstances     which 
rather  amount  to  an  ad   miserieordiam 
appeal  rather  than  to  anything  substan- 
tial. They  say  that  when  the  Corporation  of 
Bury  got  their  Act  in  1872  they  thought 
they  were  allowed  100  years  for  the 
repayment  of  the  debt ;  that  they  were 
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obliged  to  put  by  a  Sinking  Fund  for 
the  payment  of  the  debt,  and  to  allow 
it  to  acouiq.ulate  every  year,  which  is  a 
very  difiPerent  thing  from  the  re- 
payment of  debt.  They  pray  for 
leniency,  and  they  point  out  that  they 
are  burdened  with  costly  works  and 
with  a  Sinking  Fund,  which  tells  very 
heavily  upon  them.  The  Committee 
say  that  the  terms  are  onerous  and 
ought  to  be  relaxed,  but  in  that  case 
the  Corporation  ought  to  come  to  Par- 
liament and  ask  for  its  sanction,  not- 
withstanding •  the  Standing  Order. 
They  have,  however,  assumed  that  they 
have  a  right  to  do  what  they  have  done, 
and  that  assumption  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  notice.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  the 
House  might  so  far  assent  to 
the  view  taken  by  the  Committee  as  not 
to  insist  on  the  term  of  60  years  in  this 
case,  but  might  make  a  compromise 
fixing  it  at  70  years,  a  sort  of  half-way 
house  between  what  the  Corporation  ask 
for  and  the  Committee  good-naturedly 
assented  to,  and  that  which  the  House 
has  laid  down  as  the  proper  period  of 
repayment.  If  that  suggestion  recom- 
mends itself  to  the  House,  it  will  be 
easy  to  add  words  to  the  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  amend  the  Bill  by 
inserting  70  instead  of  80.  I  throw  ouf 
that  suggestion  with  some  reluctance, 
because  I  recollect  that  only  two  years 
ago  another  Committee — upon  a  Sheffield 
Bill — went  wrong  in  a  similar  way,  they 
then  condoned  the  error,  and  we  are 
BOW  asked  to  condone  the  same  error  a 
second  time.  My  view  is  that,  as  the 
error  has  been  pointed  out  once,  it  ought 
not  to  have  been  repeated.  At  present 
I  will  content  myself  by  moving  the 
Instruction  which  appears  on  the  Paper, 
but  I  shall  not  be  averse  to  consider  the 
compromise  which  I  have  suggested. 

Amendment  propoded,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **[Zorrf«],''  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

*'  the  Bill  be  re -commit  ted  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee in  respect  of  sections  2^  and  29  ;  — *  that 
it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  that  it  is 
against  the  spirit  and  intent  of  Standing  Order 
I/Sa  to  extend  beyond  sixty  years  the  term  of 
repayment  of  an  existing  debt  contracted  by  a 
Municipal  Corporation  or  Local  Authority 
under  a  previous  Act  or  Acts. ' "— ( The  Chairs 
man  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. " 

Mr*  Courtney 


♦Sm  H.  JAMES  (Bury) :  I  am  well 
aware  of  the  value  of  the  puhlio  lame  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  therefore 
I  will  not  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  the  time  of  private  husinese  at 
an   unnecessary  length;  the  qaestion, 
however,  is  of  such  vast  importance  to 
my  constituents,  that  I  make  no  apologf 
to  the  House  for  asking  to  occupy  its 
attention    while  I  state   the  peculiar 
circumstances    under    which  my  con- 
stituents seek  relief.  I  am  not  g<nng 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  construction  he  has  pat  upon  the 
Standing  Order ;  but  I  think  that  when 
I  have  related  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances to  the  House,  it  will  be  con- 
sidered that  the  ratepayers  of  Bury  are 
entitled  to  the  relief  they  seek.    I  am 
not  going  to  ask  for  the  repeal  or  altera- 
tion of  the  Standing  Order,  nor  have  the 
promoters  of    the  Bill  asked  for  anj 
relief  from  it.     In  the  year  1872  the 
Corporation  of  Bury  found  it  neoeaaary 
to  become  the  owners  of  the  water  worto 
so  that  they  might  supply  the  town  of 
Bury    with    water.     They    took  upon 
themselves  a  burden  of  £690,000,  and 
they  found  themselves  required  not  oolj 
to  find  water  for  the  town  of  Burr,  but 
for    the  outlying    districts,  which  are 
greater  than  Bury  itself.    The  ^hxA» 
burden  of    the  expenditure    fell  UPJ» 
Bury  ratepayers  alone.  Theywerennte 
the  impression  that  the  debt  they  con- 
tracted was  to  be  paid  off  in  100  yean; 
theyvvouldnoty  and  could  not,  haveondef, 
taken  to  pay  it  off  in  less.    The  Stand- 
ing  Order    did  not  come    into  exiiW 
ence  until  1882,  and  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind   that   before  1882    100  yeait 
was  not  an  unusual  period  to  ^n  for  the 
payment  of  money  borrowed  for  water 
purposes.     My  constituents  accepted  the 
burden,  and  went  on  performing  whaj 
they  believed  to  be  their  duty.    la  IW 
they  came  to  Parliament   for  another 
Bill,  and  the  penalty  was  imposed  opot 
them  that  within  4  4  years  of  that  tim* 
they  should  pay  off  the   debt.    Wha* 
has  been  the  result?     The  inhabitaaH 
of  Bury  ar©  now  paying  the  enormoji 
sum  of   1  Id.   in  the  £  I  for  this  aiwfj 
ing  fund  alone,  and,  with  one  exceptioD,! 
believe  there  is  no  town  in  the  kingdoit 
which  pays  more  than  2Jd.    In  Bir» 
mingham,  the  figure  is  only  ^d.,  but  t^ 
average  is,  I  believe,  IJd.     Yet  Bury  » 
paying   lid.,   and  is   paying  it  for  * 
supply  of  water,  four-eevenths  of  whi<* 
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ia  sappUed  outside  the  borough  to  non- 
ntepayars.       The    ontljiog     districts 
Daj  nothing  towards  the  sinking  fund, 
Sot  the  people    of    Bury    are    com- 
pelled to  pay  tibe  whole.    The  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  says  that  the  Bill 
contains  two  clauses,  which  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill.     He  is 
entirely  in  error.    Bury  is  compelled  to 
piofide    an     additional     supply      of 
water    for    manufacturing      as    well 
as  iiousehold    purposes,    and   it    was 
eoly    when    they   found     themselves 
oompelied  to  borrow  a  sum  of  £130,000 
that  they  came  to  this  House  to  ask  for 
wiiei    When  they  borrowed  in  1872 
they  did  not  know  that  they  would  be 
eompelled  to  pay  the  money  in  less  than 
100  years,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
inan  the  Chairman  of  Committees  suc- 
<}Md8  in  carrying  his  proposition,  the 
feinlt  will  be  that  either  the  manufac- 
torenor  the  poor  people  will  be  deprived 
of  the  supply  of  water  which  they  abso- 
htely  require.     No  other  town  in  Eng- 
land approaches  Bury  in    the    heavy 
budeii  it  has  to  bear  for  its  water  sup- 
p)j*    Two  years  ago  the  town  of  Shef- 
ne/dcame  to  this  House  and  obtained 
the  concession  for  which  Bury  now  asks, 

a  the  case  of  Sheffield  was  not  one 
as  strong;    the  concession    was 
granted  because  Sheffield  was    main- 
taining works  greater  than  the  require- 
nienta  of  the  town  demanded.    Sheffield 
««ked  for  90  years.    We  are  only  ask- 
ing for  80— 62  years  from  the  present 
^e.     The    Chairman  of    Ways  and 
^bans  mad^  a  protest  in  the  case  of 
Sheffield ;  but  he  did  not  ask  the  Com- 
nuttee  to  reject  the  conclusion  the  Com- 
nuttee  had  arrived  at.    Yet  he  asks  the 
House  to  reject  the  oonolusion  which 
the  Committee  have  come  to  in  .the  case 
of  Bury.     I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  take  the  same  course  as 
^t  which  he  took  in  1887,  and  to  sup- 
port the  Beport  of  the  Committee,  m 
consequence  of  the  special  circumstances 
ftf  the  case.     I  presume  that  the  Stand- 
ug  Order  represents  a  principle,  but 
there  are  exceptional  circumstances  in 
^  case  to  which  the  Standing  Order 
ought  not  to  apply.    If  this  Bill  is  not 
ptued,  it  will  be  impossible  to  oontioue 
ttte  sanitary   arrangements    which  are 
snential  for  the  well- being  of  the  town. 
[  therefore  earnestly  entreat  the  House 
bo  allow  this  ooncession  to  be  made  to 
^e  town  of  Bury. 


I  Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  As 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  by  whom 
this  Bill  was '^considered,  I  wish  to  say 
that  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
measure  hare  been  succinctly  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  .Tames).  The  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  has  to  some 
extent  disavowed  his  action  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Corporation  of  Sheffield. 

Me.  COURTNBYj  No. 

Sir  J.  PULESTON :  At  any  rate  he 
has  asserted  that  it  ought  not  to  be  a 
precedent;    but  the  Committee  could 
not  ignore  what  had  taken  place  in  refer- 
ence to  Sheffield.  We  discussed  the  ques- 
tion of  Bury  strictly  on  its  own  merits, 
and  if  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
had  sat  upon  the  Committee  and  heard 
the  whole  of  the  evidence,  I  am  sure  he 
would  have  concurred  in  what  was,  in 
fact,  the  unanimous  view  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
repudiated  the  idea  of  interpreting  the 
Standing  Order  as  applying  to  existing 
debts,  but  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  distinctly  stated  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  1883   did  not 
apply  to  pre-existing  debts.     We  also 
took  into  consideration  the  very  impor- 
tant  fact  that  the    Bury  Corporation 
came  to  Parliament  for  other  powers 
quite  distinct  from  the  original  powers 
of  the  Bury  Improvement  Act,  whioh 
have  resulted  in  the  onerous  charge  of 
an  elevenpenny  rate.     Such    a  water 
rate  as  that  is  unknown,  I  believe,  in 
any  other   community.      If  this    Bill 
passes,   the  inhabitants  of    Bury  will 
have  to  pay  a  rate  of  2^d.,  which  was,  I 
believe,   the    sum    against  whioh    the 
people    of    Sheffield    protested.      The 
Committee  passed  the  Bill  without  the 
least  hesitation,  and  they  carefully  con- 
sidered the  exact  meaning  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order.    I  do  not  agree  with  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  the 
interpretation  he  has  placed  upon  the 
Standing  Order,  but  I  agree  in  the  view 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  that  loans  contracted  before 
the  Standing  Order  came  into  existence 
in  1882  do  not  come  within  the  Standing 
Order.    The  Standing  Order  refers  to 
loans  under  the  Bill,  but  this  is  not  in 
any  sense  a  loan  under  the  Bill.     The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  says  that 
we  ought  to  have  come  to  the  House 
and  asked  for  permission  to  disobey  the 
Standing  Order,  but  we  did  not  consider 
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£120,  and  who  now  receive  £250,  and, 
with    their    total    allowance,     nearly 
£1    a    day.      This,    I    think,    is    a 
monstrous  charge.     When  the  pay  was 
£120,  the  appointments  did  not  go  beg- 
ging at  all,  and  I  think  the  ofiSoers  were 
a   better  class  of  men  than  they  are 
now  when  we  give  them  pay  equal  to 
that  we  give  a  man  who  commands  a 
regiment  in  its  full  strength  and  has  to 
fa^  enemies  and  take  all  the  chances  of 
loss  of  life,  while  these  constabulary 
officers  have  little  to  do  but  hunt  down 
Members    of   Parliament.      When  we 
consider  the  cost  of  living  in  Ireland 
and  the    average   wages    among    the 
people,  we  must  consider  that  all  grades 
are  overpaid,  and  especially  when  we 
compare  the  scale  with  that  of  the  police 
in  uie  Metropolis,   where  living  is  so 
expensive,      where  a   constable    used 
to  get  £60,  he  now  gets  in  pay  and 
allowances  nearly  double  that  amount, 
with  a  chance,  too,  of  getting  a  share  in 
the  large  amount  voted  for  extra  pay 
and  travelling  allowances.     The  other 
day  I  drew  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to'^a  police  outrage  committed 
in     my    County    (Arma^),    and     I 
mentioned  the  circumstances  in  which 
certain    constables  wantonly    fired    at 
and  made  bullet  holes  in  fishermen's 
boots,  and  I  desire  to  ask  again  are 
tiiese  men  to  be  prosecuted  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  I  did  not  furnish  him 
with  the  names,  but  I  may  say  that  the 
men  to  whom  the  boots  belonged  were 
Joseph  and  John  Robinson,  and  another 
man  whose  name  I  think  is  Fox.    But 
even  when  we  give  the  fullest  details 
we  do  not  get  any  satisfaction.    I  hold 
that  such  offenders  should  be  prosecuted 
with  more  severity  than  ordinary  civil- 
ians, for  they  are  the  men  who  should 
show  example  of  obedience  to  the  law. 
The  Constabulary  Code  says  that  arms 
are  to  be  entrusted  to  the  Constabulary 
to  be  used  with  prudence  and  humanity, 
but  what  prudence  or  humanity  is  there 
in  the  conduct  of  these  policemen,  which 
I  described  in  Committee?    The  duty 
of  the  Government  is  to  prosecute,  not 
to  defend,  in  such  oases.    But  this  can 
be  said,  that  no  matter  whether  we  have 
a  Tory  or  a  Liberal  Gbvernment,  we 
have  the  same  class  of  men  in  Dublin 
Castle  where  the  headquarters  of  the 
police  are  situated.  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  to  give    facilities    for 

Mr.  Blane 


justice  to  be  done  in  the  caaes  which 
have  been  referred  to. 

Mb.  cox  (Gare,  E.)  opposed  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  CONWAY  (Leifcrim,  N.) :  It  is 

much  to  be  regretted  that  we  hate  iu)t 

had  aliocal  Gt>vemmentBill  for  Ireland, 

similar  to  the  one  which  has  been  ^aaaed 

for  Scotland,  for  I  belieye  that,  had  sach 

a  Bill  been  passed,  the  coat  of  the  Ixiih 

police  would  have  been  vexy  materiallj 

reduced.   The  right  hon.  Gkntlemaathe 

Chief  Secretary  has  drawn  a  ccnapanson 

between  the  cost  of  the  MetropoUtin 

Police  and  the  cost  of  the  Irish  FoEee; 
but  he  failed  to  take  into  the  ooaipanioit| 
the  cost  of  the  police  in  the  rei 
of  England,  and  therefore  I  veataie 
suggest  that  the  contrast  he  drew 
not  a  fair  one.  There  is  no  other 
in  the  world  which  presents  such  a 
ture  of  Gt>vemment  as  is  p 
Ireland.    What  are  the  police  of 
land?     The  Chief  Secretary' 
about  them  being  the  best  possible 
physically  and  militarily  speakin 
did  he  not  consider  it  was  a  d 
to  his  own  nation,  when  he  e 
such  a  proposition?     You  bia^ 
your  freedom  and  your  flag  whiflb  sua- 
tains  liberty  and  gives  rem  to  &« 
slave,  and  yet,  in  Ireland*  youaiehoUiBg 
down  your  people  by  the  helpof  the|dk)e* 
The  details  which  we  have  had  avteg 
the  last  two  or  three   days  of  pdiflo 
administration  in  Ireland  ought  toisdM 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  tto 
helm  of  reform  instead  of  lolling  <a  Aft 
Front  Bench  in  an  attitude  whiflh  ii  ^ 
disgrace  to  any  Minister. 

♦Mb.  speaker :  Order,  order Iftj 
hon.  Gentleman  must  not  make  peaoad 
remarks  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  CONWAY :  When  one  is  wMaM 
ing  the  House  he  naturally  expaefts^ 
meet  with  some  attention  ;  but  whea  I 
am  met  with  sneers  and  g'uffaws,  aockll 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  indolgaa&V 
of  course  I  do  resent  it.  I  say  tluaToh 
requires  further  explanation.  IM 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stands  ia  U 
place  and  contrasts  the  MetropoKW 
Police  with  the  Irish  Police;  itiasa^t 
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bkt  contrast,  for  he  ignores  the  police 
ofthe  rest  of  England,  and,  therefore,  I 
say  the  Chief  Secretaiy  is  simply  sitting 
at  ease  and  blowing  bubbles  in  the  air. 
Our  time  is  not  wasted  even  at  this  hour 
of  the  morning  in  impressing  facts  about 
thepoUceonSie  minds  of  the  English 
people.  When  we  see  a  million  and  a 
haU  of  money  spent  upon  a  Police 
Foice  which  is  not  used  for  poUce  pur- 
poses, I  say  we  haye  great  reason  to 
complain.  The  sooner  we  can  get  rid 
of  the  present  police  system,  and  bring 
it  withm  the  scope  of  Local  Goyernment, ' 
the  better  it  will  be  both  for  the  English 
ftnd  the  Irish  people. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 

I  wish  to  haye  farther  particulars  as  to 

the  eriction  of  Mr.  Molony  at  the  in- 

itsnoe  of  a  Beyerend  gentleman  living 

atli^dsor,  in  England.  The  legal  ques- 
tion raised  in  this  case  has  been  deter- 
mined, but  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  what  power  or  authority 
Ite  gave  the  Sheriff  of  the  County  of 
limerick   the    use  of   a  force  of  60 
men  to  pnt  this  Mr.  Molony  out  of  the 
hoiding  the  rent  of  which  he  had  paid  ? 
^  case  affords  an  illustration  of  the 
Qttuier  in  which  the  Sheriffs  and  land- 
lords in  Lreland  have   the    forces    of 
^  Grown   placed   at  their  disposal. 
I  again   demand  to  know   by   what 
authorily  the   police    were   used    for 
this  work?  Six  months  ago  I  brought 
^  matter    before    the    House,    and 
I  was    refused    an    answer    as    the 
^BSd  was  then  9ub  judiee.    Since  then 
ve  have  cast  the  landlord  in  damages, 
ttd,  therefore,  I  again  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary    by   what  right    sub-Sheriff 
Hobson  used  60  policemen  in  order  to 
tarn  this  man  out  of  the  house  for  which 
he  hid  paid  the  rent?    Why  do  our 
Sheriffs  and  our  landlords  get  police 
protection  when  they  are  doing  an  illegal 
Mt?    How  can  you  expect  the  people 
of  Ireland  will  respect  your  Government 
if  yon  allow  your  armed  forces  to  en- 
gige  in  this  work  ? 

Mi.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
I  am  entitled  to  ask  for  information  as 
to  whether  a  prosecution  is  to  be  insti- 
tuted in  the  case  of  the  four  constables 
*h<H  according  to  the  testimony  of  my 
^.  Friend    the    Member   for   North 


Armagh,  committed  a  most  inexplicable 
outrage  in  that  county,  and  destroyed  a 
boat,  by  means  of  which  a  numbcor  of 
poor  men  earned  their  living?  Also,  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell 
us  why  a  force  of  10  men  took  up  a  post 
near  the  residence  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Clare  and  acted  as 
an  army  of  occupation  there  ? 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  With  regard 

to  the  last  question  asked  by  the  right 

hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  haye  not  the 

facts  before  me  at  present  and  cannot 

answer  it.    As  to  the  hon.  Member  for 

East  Clare   the   hon.  Gentleman   had 

been  guilty  of  several  illegal  actions, 

and  accordingly  the  police  were  in- 
terested in  his  motions.  But  I  should 
think  it  improbable  that  they  camped 
out  in  his  garden.  With  regard  to  the 
case  instanced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford,  it  is  the  business  of  the  police 
to  provide  protection  for  the  Sheriff  if 
he  applies  for  it.  The  police  cannot 
inquire  into  the  merits  of  every  case 
before  acting,  because  that  would  con- 
vert them  into  a  judisial  body.  As  to 
the  question  put  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin,  a  warrant  has  been  issued 
against  one  of  the  men  referred  to ;  and 
no  exception  will  be  made  in  favour  of 
policemen  any  more  than'  other  members 
of  the  community. 

Me.  cox  :  With  regard  to  Police- 
constable  Kobinson  who  gave  evidence 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth  and 
myself,  is  he  to  escape  with  impunity  ? 
Is  it  not  a  fact,  indeed,  that  he  is  on  the 
list  for  promotion  ? 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :    No. 
Me.  COX:  I  am  assured  for  a  fact 
that  that  is  so. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

INTERPRETATION  BILL  [LORDS.] 

(Kg.  364.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  like 
— as  I  understand  this  Bill  is  to  be 
put  down  for  Saturday  —  to  know 
what  business  it  is  intended  to  take 
on  that  day.      Also,  under  what  con- 
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ditions  the  Saturday  Bitting  will  be  held  ? 
I  think  it  is  most  inconvenient  that  we 
should  have  to  sit  on  Saturday. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot 
definitely  answer  the  hon.  Member's 
question  in  the  absence  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Saturday  sittings  may  be  avoided  if 
satisfactory  progress  in  business  is  made 
during  the  week. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  hinted  for  the  first  time 
to-night  that  there  would  probably  be 
a  Saturday  sitting.  I  think  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Session  could  easily  be 
wound  ng  without  the  necessity  of 
Saturday  sittings  if  reasonable  concilia- 
tion were  employed  towards  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  At  any  rate,  the 
Government  may  very  well  postpone  the 
question  of  Saturday  sittiogs  until  next 
week. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  the  matter  to 
stand  over  till  to-morrow,  when  the 
Leader  of  the  House  will  be  in  his 
place,  I  will  undertake  to  place  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  before  him. 

Second  Reading  deferred  to  this  day. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Returns  ordered — 

• 

**  Of  the  number  of  Private  Bills  introduced 
and  brought  from  Uie  House  of  Lords,  and  of 
Acts  passed  in  the  Session  of  1889,  classed  ac- 
cording to  the  following  subjects ;  Railways ; 
Tramways ;  Tramroads ;  Subways ;  Canals  and 
Navigation ;  Roads  and  Bridges ;  Water ;  Oas 
and  Water ;  Ldghtine  and  Improvement ;  Police 
and  Sanitary  Regulations ;  Ports,  Piers,  Har- 
bours and  Docks;  Churches,  Chapels,  and 
Burying  Grounds;  Inclosure  and  Drainage; 
Estate  ;  Divorce ;  and  Miscellaneous. 

"  Of  all  the  Private  Bills,  and  Bills  for  con- 
firming Provisional  Orders,  which,  in  the  Ses- 
sion of  1889,  have  been  treated  as  Opposed 
Bills;  specifying  those  which  have  been  classi- 
fied in  Groups  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
or  by  the  General  Committee  on  Railway  and 
Canal  Bills;  together  with  the  names  of  the 
Selected  Memb^  who  served  on  each  Com- 
inittee ;  the  first  and  also  the  last  day  of  the 
sitting  of  each  Committee;  the  number  of 
days  on  which  each  Committee  sat ;  the  number 
of  dajrs  on  which  each  Selected  Member  has 
served ;  the  Bills  the  preambles  of  which  were 
reported  to  have  been  proved;  the  Bills  the 
preambles  of  which  were  reported  to  have  been 
not  proved  ;  and  in  the  case  of  Bills  for  confirm- 
ing Provisional  Orders,  whether  the  Provisional 
Orders  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  confirmed ;  the 
Bills  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, 01  to  the  General  Committee  on  Railway 

1/r.  T.  a.  Healy 


and  Canal  Bills,  as  having  become  onopDOied, 
and  the  Bills  withdrawn,  or  not  prooeedeawitk 
by  the  parties. 

'<And,  of  aU  Private  Bills  which,  in  the 
Session  of  1889,  have  been  referred  bj 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  or  by  ttie 
Generid  Committee  on  Railway  and  Ouial 
Bills,  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  together  with  the  nimfli 
of  the  Members  who  served  on  each  Committee ; 
the  number  of  days  on  which  each  Committee 
sat ;  and  the  number  of  days  on  whith  esfiSi 
Member  attended  (in  oontinnatioa  of  Firiit- 
mentary  Paper,  No.  0,189,  of  Session  1888)."- 
{Sir  Charles  Forstir,) 

GOVERNMENT    DEPARTMENT 
SECURITIES. 

Beturn  ordered — 

<<0f  the  Classified  Amounts  of  nrioni 
Gt>vemment  Securities  held  by  the  lerer^ 
Government  Departments  and  other  PabUe 
Offices  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1889  (vk 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  ISO, 
of  Session  1888)."--(irr.  Jaekton.) 

Betum  presented  acooi 
upon  the  Table,  and 
[No.  312.] 


ikton,)  \ 

^rdingly;  to  lie    2 
to  be  printed    I 


WOMEN'S     DISABILITIES     RliMOV^ 
BILL.    (No.  363.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  tad 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY     COMPANIES     (PASSKITOKB 
TICKETS)  BILL.    (No.  Ml) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CATOEDRAL    CHURCHES    BILL.       [ 

(No.  124.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  aid 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MEDICAL  ACT  (1886)   AMBNDKBHT 

BILL.    (No.  277.) 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

CHILDREN  INSURANCE    PRBVKn!lOi| 
BILL.    (No.  245.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read, 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

House  adjoamsd  at  ti 
minates  after  Two  o*c 
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SUCK  DRAINAGE  BILL.    [PRIVATE 

BILL.] 

Brought  from  the  Oommons ;  read  l\ 
and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

ZULULAND—NATIVE  CHIEFa 
QXrBSTlONS . — OBSBRYATIOKS. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  :  On  behalf  of 
my  noble  Priend  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  the  evidence  in  the 
case  of  Dinisalu  and  other  Zalu  Chiefs 
recently  tried  by  a  Special  Commission 
has  been  reoetved  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  f 

♦Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THB  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsford): 
The  evidence  in  the  cases  of  Dinazulu, 
Undabako,  and  Tshingana,  has  only 
just  reached  this  country.  It  is  now  in 
course  of  revision,  and  will  be  sent  to 
the  printer  as  soon  as  possible;  but 
some  time  must  elapse  before  the  print- 
ing can  be  completed,  as  the  evidence  is 
very  yoluminous.  The  evidence  in  the 
cases  of  Somhlolo  and  other  Zulu  Chiefs 
has  already  been  placed  in  the  Libraries 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  need 
hardly  add  that  when  this  evidence  has 
been  printed  it  will  receive  the  very 
careful  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.    (No.  191.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  Re-commit- 
ment) (according  to  Order) :  Bill  re- 
ported without  Amendment ;  and  to  be 
read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

VOL.  CCOXXXTX.  [third  ssrixs.] 


FACTORS  BILL.    (No.  132  ) 

Commons  Amendments  considered, 
and  agreed  to,  with  Amendments ;  and 
Bill,  with  the  Amendments,  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  202.) 

Read  8*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 
BILL.    (No.  201.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  Order),  and 
passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.     (No.  179.) 

Read  3*  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments ;  further  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.  204.) 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
order). 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN :  With 
reference  to  what  fell  last  night  from 
two  noble  Lords  who  sit  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  who  are  not  present 
this  af  tarnoon,  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Provost  of  Dundee  on  the  University 
Court,  I  may  say  that  I  have  gone  into 
the  matter  as  I  promised  I  would,  and 
have  come  to  the  oonolusiou  that  I 
should  adhere  to  the  position  which  I 
have  all  along  taken.  It  is  exceedingly 
desirable  that  the  University  College  of 
Dundee  should  be  affiliated  to  the  (Jni- 
versity  of  St.  Andrews  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  and  the  effect  of  the 
Provost  of  Dundee,  the  Chief  Magistrate 
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to  such  restrictions  and  conditioas  as  it 
may  think  fit  for."— Agreed  to. 

Consequential  Amendments  agreed  to. 


of  that  town,  being  on  the  University 
Court  of  that  University,  would  be  very 
beneficial  in  leading  to  that  result.  I 
only  make  this  statement  because  I 
stated  last  night  that  I  would  consider 
the  matter  before  Report.  Then,  it 
will  be  remembered  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Camperdown)  moved  an 
Amendment  last  night,  which  I  also 
said  I  would  consider.  The  noble  Lord 
is  not  now  present,  but  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  accept  the  Amendment  which  he 
proposed. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  8> 

pajre  8,  line  21,  to  leave  out  the  words 

**  University   Court,"    and     insert   the 

word  **  Commissioner  "  instead  thereof. 

Agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made';  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

PRINCE  OF  WALES'S  CHILDREN  BILL. 

(No.  212.) 
Road  3*  (according    to   order),   and 
passed. 

PREVENTION  OF    CRUELTY    TO    AND 
PROTECTION    OF    CHILDREN    BILL, 
formtrly  CRUELTY  TO  CHILDREN  PRE- 
VENTIONBILL.    (No.  160.) 

Read  S«  (according  to  order). 

LoKD  HERSCHELL :  On  Clause  3  I 
have  to  move  an  Amendment  which  I 
mentioned  yesterday,  which  I  think  will 
be  an  improvement  in  the  licensing  pro- 
vision. At  present  that  provision  enables 
the  Court  to  order  that  the  child  be  per- 
mitted to  be  employed  at  an  entertain- 
ment, or  series  of  entertainments.  I 
propose  tbat  instead  of  its  being  done 
in  that  form,  it  should  be  done  by  a 
license,  and  tbat  that  license  may  be 
granted  for  such  time  and  during  such 
hours  of  the  day  and  subject  to  such 
restrictions  and  conditions  as  the  Court 
may  think  fit.  It  does  not  compel  the 
Court  to  impose  any  conditions  what- 
ever. They  may  give  the  license  with- 
out any  conditions.  I  think  it  advan- 
tageous that  they  should  have  power  to 
impose  conditions  if  they  so  think  fit.  I 
am  led  to  think  so  by  the  course  which 
has  been  pursued  at  Glasgow,  which,  I 
believe,  has  been  extremely  successful. 


Amendment  moved,  in  line  42,  to 
leave  out  *' order  that,"  and  insert 
'*  grant  a  license  for    such    time    and  ^  . 

during  such  hours  of  the  day  and  subject  I  the  Paper  this  Amendment. 

Th»  MarqufM  of  Lothian 


Lord    HERSCHELL:    The    next 
Amendment  I  have  to  propose  is  to  enaUe 
an  Lispector    under  the  Factory  and 
Workshop  Act  to  deal  with  these  lioenaes 
in  the  way   in    which    he  deals  mth 
cases  under  that  Act.    In  cases  nnder 
the    Factory    Act    the    Inspector  has 
power  to  see  that  the  license  is  oompUw 
with  and  that  the  conditions  are  fulfilled, 
and  I  propose  that  the  Secretary  of 
State    may    assign    to    any   Inspector 
appointed  under  the  Factory  Act  the 
duty  of  seeing  that  the  conditiona  of 
licenses  under  this  Bill   are  complied 
with,  and  may  also  give  the  Inspectot 
power  to  inspect  premises  and  so  forth. 

Amendment  moved,  at  end  of  ClaMe 
3,  to  add— 

"A  Secretary  of  Srate  may  asmgn  to  Mf 
Inspector  appointed,  or  to  be  appdnted  nw 
Section  67  of  the  Factory  and  Workshop*  AcJ, 
1878.  speciaUy  and  in  addiUon  to  any  otter 
usual  duties,  the  duty  of  seeing  whether  m 
restrictions  and  conditions  of  any  licenw  uMff 
the  last  preceding  section  are  duly  w^Ff; 
with,  and  any  such  Inspector  shall  hats  tt© 
same  power  to  enter,  inspect,  and  eianune  say 
place  of  public  entertainment  at  whidi  tweni- 
ployment  of  a  child  under  the  prorisioMW  weft 
clause  is  licensed  for  the  time  honffif" 
Inspector  has  to  enter,  inspect,  and  «J***1?V 
factory  or  workshop  under  Section  68  ot  w» 
same  Act."— (TA^  Lord  SeraehtU.) 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  iob 
INDIA  (Viscount  Oaoss) :  I  may  mo- 
tion that  this  Amendment  entiieiy 
carries  out  the  views  of  *^®.^^^? 
Committee  which  sat  upon  this  Bui, 
and  also  the  recommenaations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Education  which 
wore  especially  directed  to  this  poittt. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  Under  ^ 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1876,  iw 
the  Education  (Scotland)  Act  of  187M 
child  under  10  is  not  allowed  to  »• 
employed  except  under  certain  fijT 
ditions  and  restrictions.  It  iwp^ 
possibly  be  open  to  contention  thst* 
license  under  this  Act  exempted  t<* 
the  necessity  of  complying  with  flw>* 
conditions  as  well  as  fulfilling  the  oojij 
ditions  of  this  particular  enactment  tf 
course  that  is  not  intended,  andia€W* 
to  avoid  any  such  point  I  have  po^  • 
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Amendment  moved,  after  the  fore- 
going Amendment,  to  add  the  words ^ 

"Xothiog  in  this  section  contuined  shall 
Mffect  the  provisions  of  the  £duc!ition  (England) 
Act,  1876,  or  the  Kdacation  (Scotland)  Act, 
\m:'-^The  Lord  Hertchell.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  Mj  next 
Amendment  1  move  in  falfilment  of  the 
promise  that  I  gave  when  this  Proviso 
as  U)  the  employment  of  children 
under  10  was  considered  in  Committee — 
namely,  that  a  short  time  should  be 
aliowed  before  that  part  of  the  Act  came 
into  operation. 

Amendment  moved,  after  the  fore- 
going Amendment,  to  insert  the  words— 

''So  moohof  Sub-section  (c)  of  this  section 
a8  makes  it  an  offence  to  cause  or  procure  a 
child  to  be  in  premises  licensed  according  to 
lav  for  pabJic  entertainment,  or  In  any  circus 
or  other  place  of  public  amusement  for  the 
pwpow  of  singing.  pUying,  or  performing  for 
profit,  flball  not  come  into  operation  until  the 
l«t  day  of  November,  1S89."— (TA«  Lbrd 
Mmeheil.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons, 
to  be  printed  as  amended  (No.  223.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

llirce  o'clock. 


flOtrSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  9th  Augu$t^  1889. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

TIFF  VALE  RAILWAY  BILL  [LORDSJ. 

{By  Ordtr,) 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

•The  chairman  of  WAYS  and 
WBANS  (Mr.  Courtney,  Cornwall,  Bod- 
Bun) :  This  is  a  Bill  upon  which  it  is  ne- 
<)668ary  that  I  should  make  some  re- 
QUirks.  The  Hoase  is  aware  that  many 
Bafliray  Companies  who  have  built  up 
thmr  enterprise  by  Acts  of  Parliament 
wntaining  varying  powers  have,  of  late, 
vunplified  their  capital  account  by  oon- 
▼^tting  their  Preference  and  Debenture 
•tek  into  a  unified  stock.  That  has 
been  done  by  several  of  the  great  Bail- 
way  Companies  to  the  simplification  of 


their  accounts  and  the  advantage  of 
tbe  stock  holders,  nor  is  there  any 
question  of  public  interest  involved  in 
such  conversion  of  their  Preference  and 
Debenture  stock.  They  are  irredeem- 
able, and  when  we  speak  of  £100,000 
Preference  stock  at  5  per  cent,  and  of 
£100,000  Preference  stock  at  4  per  cent 
we  ought  more  strictly  to  speak  of  the 
sums  of  £5,000  and  £4,000  which  are 
annually  payable  upon  them.  This 
Bill  deals  with  the  Debenture  and  Pre- 
ference stock  of  the  Taff  Yale  Railway 
Company,  who  propose  to  follow  the  pre- 
cedent of  other  Companies,  and  if  it  had 
been  confined  to  this  object  I  should  not 
have  felt  it  necessary  to  trouble  the 
House.  But  the  Bill  does  more.  The 
House  is  probably  aware  that  many 
things  have  been  attempted,  and  that 
some  things  have  been  done,  with  respcot 
to  the  ordinary  stock  of  Railway  Com- 
panies— Bucb,  for  instance,  as  dividing 
the  ordinary  stock  into  Deferred  and 
Preferred  stock,  and  increasing  the 
nominal  amount  of  stock.  Many 
schemes  have  been  proposed  for  pro- 
ducins:  the  same  simplicity  in  regard 
to  ordinary  stock  as  that  which  has  been 
secured  in  regard  to  Preference  and  De- 
ferred stock.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  as  it  originally  appeared  in 
another  place,  proposed  to  enable  this 
company,  with  the  approval  of  the 
shareholders,  to  prepare  and  carry  out  a 
scheme  of  unification  and  simplification 
of  its  ordinary  stock.  The  provisions  of 
this  Bill,  and  of  other  Bills  with  simi- 
lar objects,  have  occupied  the  attention 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  another  place  and  myself; 
but  most  of  the  measures  which  have 
been  introduced  have  proved  abortive 
and  have  been  abandoned.  But  I  think 
that  on  the  present  occasion  a  solution 
has  been  amvod  at  which  may  recom- 
mend itself  to  the  House  not  only  as 
good  in  itself,  but  as  one  which  estab- 
lishes a  precedent,  although  it  need 
not  be  followed  unless  it  is  approved 
by  the  general  sense  and  wisdom 
of  Parliament.  This  Taff  Yale  Rail- 
way is  not  a  passenger  railway 
under  Lord  Dalhousie*s  Act,  which 
prescribes  the  terms  under  which  pas- 
senger railways  may  be  purohabed.  It 
is  a  mineral  railway,  and  the  average 
dividend  which  it  has  been  pa}ing  for 
some  years  is  15  percent.  The  company 
seek  to  convert  their  ordinary  stock  into 
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one  uniform  stock  of  £250,  that  beings 
about  the  market  value  of  the   stock 
with  the  high  dividend  now  enjoyed 
by  the  Company.    It  is  desired  by  the 
shareholders  to   increase   the    amount 
of  the  stock  and  thereby  to  make  the 
price  of  it  more  nearly  approximate  its 
nominal  value.    Although,  apparently, 
a  merely  domestic    matter,  my  noble 
Friend  and  myself,  together  with  other 
authorities  who  have  had  the  subject 
under  consideration,  are  of  opinion  that 
such  a  conversion  could  not  be  recom- 
mended to  the  approval  of  Parliament, 
but  it  has  been  suggested  that  it  might 
be  convenient  to  convert  the  old  stock 
into  a  new  stock  of  larger  amount,  pro- 
vided a  limit  of   dividend    might    be 
fixed.    This  railway  company  have  com- 
plied with  that  suggestion,  and  have 
embodied   in  this   Bill    provisions    by 
which   every  £100   of   ordinary   stock 
is  converted  into  £250  ordinary  Stock 
carrying  in  future  a  maximum  dividend 
of  6  percent.  It  is  further  provided  that 
if  the  profits  of  the  company  should  here- 
after enable  it  to  pay  more  than  6  per 
cent,  any  surplus  m    excess  of  6  per 
cent  shall  be  applied  to  the  reduction  of 
the  tolls,  rates,  and  charges  leviable  by 
the  company,  or  in  such  other  manner, 
in  the  interests  of  the  public,  as  Parlia- 
ment may  from  time  to  time  suggest.  It 
is  further  provided  that  the  accounts 
shall  be  rendered  under  the  ordinary 
Companies'  Act,  but  so  rendered  that  if, 
hereafter,  any  uction  could  be  taken  under 
Lord  Dalhousies'  Act  for  the  purchase  of 
the  railway  the  conditions  and  informa- 
tion necessary  to  enable  that  Act  to  be 
carried  out  shall  always  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.    The  Bill  is  of  a 
simple  character.      It  consolidates  the 
Prefereoce  Stock  according  to  the  prin- 
•ciples  followed  by  all  the  Kailway  Com- 
panies of  the  country,  and  it  also  in- 
ereases  the  amount  of  the  ordinary  Stock, 
accompanying  that  increase   with   the 
limitation  that  the  dividend  is  not  to 
exceed  6  per  cent,  and  that  if  there 
is  any  increase  of  profit  it  shall  go  to 
the  benefit  of  the  public  in  the  reduction 
of  charges,  tolls,  and  rates.   I  think  that, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  Bill  may 
safely  receive  the  assent  of  Parliament. 
I  may,  however,  remind  the  House  that 
there  is  another  stage,  the  ThirdBeading, 
yet  to  follow,  so  that  the  House  does  not 
lose  command  of  the  Bill  by  assenting  to 
the  present  stage. 

3fr.  Crurtvey 


♦The   PRESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF   TRADE    (Sir   M.    Hicks  Biaoh, 
Bristol,   W.):  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  matter  during  the  progrees 
of  the  Bill  through  both  Houses.  I  wish 
to  say,  in  addition  to  what  has  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  I 
think  the  House  is  very  much  indebted 
to  him  and  to  the  Chairman  of  Com* 
mittees  in  the  other  House  for  the  care 
with  which  they  have  watched  the  in- 
terests of  the  public  in  this  matter.  The 
question  of  the  increase  of  the  Stock  of 
Railway    Oompanies    by   the  proceu 
known  as  **  watering  "  is,  of  course,  one 
of  great  importance.  For  reasons  which 
seemed  to  them  sufficient,  and  in  regard  to 
which  they  appear  to  be  quite  unammoos, 
the  shareholders  of  the  TafiP  Yale  Com- 
pany desire  to  effect  this  change  in  their 
ordinary  Stock.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  noble  Colleague  in  the  other 
House,  as  a  condition  of  assenting  to  the 
proposal  of  the  company,  have  inmstedon 
the  insertion  of  clauses  in  the  Bill  whieh, 
I  think,  are  largely  in  the  public  interests, 
and  which,  if  adopted  as  a  precedent,  will 
certainly   secure  the  public  admtig^ 
All  I  would  suggest  is,  that  if  this  BiU 
should  be  followed  next  Session  by  other 
applications  to  Parliament  for  the  same 
powers,  that  Parliament  might  juieiouj 
consider  whether  a  strong    Comnuttee 
ought  not  to  be  appointed — prohaWj  ^ 
Joint  Committee  of    both   Honsee-to 
look  into  the  whole  question,  and  report 
to  Parliament  as  to  the  way  in  which 
the  matter  can  best  be  dealt  with. 

Bill,  as    amended,    oonsidered,  vA 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 


BURY  CORPORATION  BILL  [L0BD8.I 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoiunw 
Debate  on  Question  [8Ul  Aogustjt 
•'  That  in  the  case  of  the  Bury  Oof 
poration  Bill  [Lords],  Standing  Ori« 
243  be  suspended,  and  that  the  BiU  he 
now  read  a  third  time." — {Sir  SmH 
James,) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

♦Ma.  COURTNEY :  I  beg  to  mof^ 

"That  the  Bill  he  re- committed  to  ^ 
former  Committee  in  respect  of  Seetioas  9 
and  29. 

That  it  he  an  Instraction  to  the  GommittM 
that  it  is  against  the  spirit  and  intent  si 
Standing  Order  173a  to  extend  beyond  i^ 
years  the  term  of  repayment  of  an  existing  dfH 
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oontreciedby  a  xntmicipal  corporation  or  local 
inthority  under  a  previous  Act  or  Acts.'' 

This  Bill  is  promoted  by  the  Oorpora- 
tion  of  Barj  to  authorise  them  to  make 
certaiD  waterworks.    If    it  had  been 
confined  to  that,   there  would  be   no 
occasion  for  me  to  trouble  the  House 
with  any  remarks;  but  there  are  two 
clauses  in  the  Bill  which  are  totally 
apart  from  all  the  rest  of  its  structure 
and  constitntiDg,  in  fact,  a  separate  Bill, 
fi  U  to  these  clauses  that  I  desire  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House.    The 
B017  Corporation  acquired  the  water- 
works   under     an     Act    passsed    in 
1B72,    and     upon     the      works     so 
acquired,  there  is  a  considerable  debt. 
The  Act  of  1872  prescribed  the  condi- 
tions mider  which  that  debt  should  be 
repaid —conditions  which,    apparently, 
were  not  well  understood  by  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Bury  at  the  time  the  Act  was 
passed.    The  Corporation  came  again 
^  Parliament  in  1885,  and  the  condi- 
tions of  the  repayment  of    debt  con- 
tracted  under  the  Act  of    1872  came 
tinder  the  consideration  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  whom  the  Bill  of  1885  was  re* 
/eired.    The  Committee  laid  down  very 
strict  proTisions  as  to  the  repayment  of 
the  debt,  and,  in  fact,  limited  the  repay- 
ment of  the  amount    owing    at    that 
period  to  a  period  of  43  years.    The 
Bory    Gorporation  now    come    before 
Paxlianxent  with  what  is  practically  an 
Omnibus  Bill,  into  which  they  introduce 
two  clauses  dealing  with  the  existing 
debt  and  the  conditions  of  repayment 
which  were  prescribed  by  the  Acts  of 
1872  and  1885.     In  these  two  clauses 
the  Corporation  desire  to  extend  the 
period  of  repayment  of  the  still  existing 
debt  from  a  period  of  43  years  to  80 
years.     But  Parliament  has  passed  a 
Standing  Order  rertricting  the  period 
for  the  redemption  of  debt  under  such 
circiimstances  to  a  period  of  60  years. 
That  is  the  Standing  Order  of  Parlia- 
2&ent  in    regard   to    applications    for 
power  to  construct  works  and  to  con- 
tract loans  in  connection    with   them. 
Now,  it  is  obvious  that  the.  clauses  to 
which  I  have  called  attention,  inasmuch 
as  they  do  not  refer  to  any  works  which 
are  authorised  by  the  Bill,  but  which 
^re  authorised  by  a  previous  Bill,  do 
not  in  80  many  words  come  within  the 
aeope  of  this  Standing  Order  No.  173a, 
bttt  it  must  be  apparent  to  the  House 
fiuU  they  come  within  the  meaning  and 


intent  of  the  Standing  Order,  because 
otherwise  the  Standing  Order  would  be 
reduced  to  a  nullity.     Or  this  process 
would  be   possible:  a   Bill  mi^t    be 
introduced    this    Session    authorising 
works  to  be  made  in  conformity  witn 
the  Standing  Order  which  prescribes  60 
years  as  the  term  within   which   the 
money  borrowed  for  the  construction  of 
the  works  must  be  repaid,  and  next 
Session  another  Bill  might  be  introduced 
extending  the    term    from    60    to    80 
years.    It  might   then   be    said    that 
the  second  Bill  did  not  come    within 
the    Standing  Order    because   it    did 
not  authorise  money  to  be  raised  for 
the  construction  of  the  works.     There- 
fore, the  Standing  Order  is  capable  of 
being  reduced  to  a  nullity.     You  con- 
form to  it  one  year  by  bringing  in  a 
Bill  for  works,  and  prescribing  a  period 
of  60  years  for  the  repayment  of  bor- 
rowed money,  and  then  you  apply  for 
an  extension  of  time,  and  the  Commit- 
tee are  able  to  say  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  Bill  does  not  authorise  a  loan  to  be 
granted  in  order  to  meet  the  cost  of  the 
works,    it  does  not  come    within  the 
scope  of  the   Standing  Order.      It  is 
quite  clear  that  that   is  a  contention 
which  must  be  at  once  met  and  repro- 
bated.   The  Standing  Order  would,  in 
the  event  of  such  a  construction  being 
put  upon  it  by  the  Committee,  at  once 
disappear.       I  have,  therefore,  felt  it 
necessary  to  put  upon  the  Paper  this 
Motion  for  the  recommittal  of  the  Bill 
to  the  former  Committee,  with  an  In- 
struction in  reference  to  the  two  clauses 
to  which  I  have  referred.    If  the  House 
agree  to  that  Instruction  and  re-commit 
the  Bill,  I  presume  that  the  Committee' 
will  be  obliged  to  carry  out  the  inten- 
tion of  tiie  Stcmding  Order  by  reducing 
the  term  so  that  it  shall  not  exceed  a 
period  of  60  years.  I  think  thatthe  Com- 
mittee  have  gone  grievously  wrong  in 
supposing  that  the  question  of  extend- 
ing the  period  for  the  repayment  of  the 
existing  debt  does  not  come  within  the 
Standing  Order.    I  am  bound  to  pay 
some  respect  to  the  circumstances  which 
they  report  in  respect  of  this  particular 
Corporation   —   circumstances     which 
rather  amount  to  an  ad   misericordiam 
appeal  rather  than  to  anything  substan- 
tial. They  say  that  when  the  Corporation  of 
Bury  got  their  Act  in  1872  they  thought 
they  were  allowed  100  years  for  the 
repayment  of  the  debt ;  that  they  were 
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obliged  to  put  by  a  Sinking  Fund  for 
the  payment  of  the  debt,  and  to  allow 
it  to  acouiq.ulate  every  year,  which  is  a 
very  difiPerent  thing  from  the  re- 
payment of  debt.  They  pray  for 
leniency,  and  they  point  out  that  they 
are  burdened  with  costly  works  and 
with  a  Sinking  Fund,  which  tells  very 
heavily  upon  them.  The  Committee 
say  that  the  terms  are  onerous  and 
ought  to  be  relaxed,  but  in  that  case 
the  Corporation  ought  to  come  to  Par- 
liament and  ask  for  its  sanction,  not- 
withstanding., the  Standing  Order. 
They  have,  however,  assumed  that  they 
have  a  right  to  do  what  they  have  done, 
and  that  assumption  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  notice.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  the 
House  might  so  far  assent  to 
the  view  taken  by  the  Committee  as  not 
to  insist  on  the  term  of  60  years  in  this 
case,  but  might  make  a  compromise 
fixing  it  at  70  years,  a  sort  of  half-way 
house  between  what  the  Corporation  ask 
for  and  the  Committee  good-naturedly 
assented  to,  and  that  which  the  House 
has  laid  down  as  the  proper  period  of 
repayment.  If  that  suggestion  recom- 
mends itself  to  the  House,  it  will  be 
easy  to  add  words  to  the  Instruction  to 
the  Committee  to  amend  the  Bill  by 
inserting  70  instead  of  80.  I  throw  ouf 
that  suggestion  with  some  reluctance, 
because  I  recollect  that  only  two  years 
ago  another  Committee — upon  a  Sheffield 
Bill — went  wrong  in  a  similar  way,  they 
then  condoned  the  error,  and  we  are 
now  asked  to  condone  the  same  error  a 
second  time.  My  view  is  that,  as  the 
error  has  been  pointed  out  once,  it  ought 
not  to  have  been  repeated.  At  present 
I  will  content  myself  by  moving  the 
Instruction  which  appears  on  the  Paper, 
bnt  I  shall  not  be  averse  to  consider  the 
compromise  which  I  have  suggested. 

Amendment  propoded,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **[Zorrf«],"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 

*'  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee in  respect  of  sections  2<?  and  29  :  — *  that 
it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  that  it  is 
against  the  spirit  and  intent  of  Standing  Order 
17Sa  to  extend  beyond  sixty  years  the  term  of 
repayment  of  an  existing  debt  contracted  by  a 
Municipal  Corporation  or  Local  Authority 
under  a  previous  Act  or  Acts.  *  '*— ( The  Chair- 
man  of  VTayi  and  Means.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. " 

Mr,  Courtney 


*8m  H.  JAMES  (Bury) :  I  am  well 
aware  of  the  value  of  the  public  Ume  at 
this  period  of  the  Session,  and  therefore 
I  will  not  occupy  the  attention  of  the 
House  at  the  time  of  private  business  at 
an   unnecessary  length;  the  qaestion, 
however,  is  of  such  vast  importance  to 
my  constituents,  that  I  make  no  apology 
to  the  House  for  asking  to  occopy  its 
attention    while  I  state    the  pecuUar 
circumstances   under    which  my  con- 
stituents seek  relief.  I  am  not  gcnng 
to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  construction  he  has  put  upon  the 
Standing  Order ;  but  I  think  that  when 
I  have  related  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances to  the  House,  it  will  be  con- 
sidered that  the  ratepayers  of  Bury  are 
entitled  to  the  relief  they  seek.    I  am 
not  going  to  ask  for  the  repeal  or  altera- 
tion of  the  Standing  Order,  nor  have  the 
promoters  of    the  Bill  asked  for  any 
relief  from  it.     In  the  year  1872  Ae 
Corporation  of  Bury  found  it  necessarj 
to  become  the  owners  of  the  water  works 
so  that  they  might  supply  the  town  of 
Bury    with    water.     They    took   upon 
themselves  a  burden  of  £690,000,  and 
they  found  themselves  required  not  onlj 
to  find  water  for  the  town  of  Bury,  but 
for    the  outlying    districts,  which  are 
greater  than  Bury  itself.     The  wbde 
burden  of    the  expenditure    fell  upon 
Bury  ratepayers  alone.  They  were  uwet 
the  impression  that  the  debt  they  con- 
tracted was  to  be  paid  off  in  100  years; 
theyivouldnot^and  could  not,  baveandef^ 
taken  to  pay  it  off  in  less.     The  Stand- 
ing  Order    did  not  come    into  exiBt- 
ence  until  1882,  and  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind   that   before  1882   100  yeais 
was  not  an  unusual  period  to  fix  for  the 
payment  of  money  borrowed  for  water 
purposes.    My  constituents  accepted  tbe 
burden,  and  went  on  performing  what 
they  believed  to  be  their  duty.    In  1885 
they  came  to  Parliament   for  another 
Bill,  and  the  penalty  was  imposed  upon 
them  that  within  44  years  of  that  time 
they  should  pay  off  the   debt.    What 
has  been  the  result?    The  inhabitaato 
of  Bury  ar^  now  paying  the  enormow 
sum  of   lid.   in  the  £l  for  this  sink- 
ing fund  alone,  and,  with  one  exceptioOt^ 
believe  there  is  no  town  in  the  kingdom 
which  pays  more  than  2J'd.    In  Bit* 
mingham,  the  figure  is  only  ^d.,  but  tho 
average  is,  I  believe,  IJd.     Yet  Bury  *• 
paying   lid.,   and  is  paying  it  for  a 
supply  of  water,  four-sevenths  of  which 
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IB  BuppUed  outside  the  borough  to  non- 
ntepayora.       The    outljing     districts 
naj  nothing  towards  the  sinking  fund, 
out  the   people    of    Bury    are    com- 
pelled to  pay  the  whole.    The  Ohairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  says  that  the  Bill 
contains  two  clauses,  which  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill.     He  is 
entirely  in  error.     Bury  is  compelled  to 
pnmde    an     additional     supply      of 
water    for    manufacturing     as    well 
as  household    purposes,    and   it    was 
only    when    they   found     themselves 
oompeUed  to  borrow  a  sum  of  £130,000 
that  they  came  to  this  House  to  ask  for 
wBei     When  they  borrowed  in  1872 
they  did  not  know  that  they  would  be 
compelled  to  pay  the  money  in  less  than 
100 years,  and  ii  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
num  the  Chairman  of  Committees  suc- 
ceeds in  carrying  his  proposition,  the 
fssnlt  will  be  that  either  the  manufac- 
toreisor  the  poor  people  will  be  deprived 
of  the  supply  of  water  which  they  abso- 
htely  require.     No  other  town  in  Eng- 
land approaches  Bury  in    the    heavy 
bnxden  it  has  to  bear  for  its  water  sup- 

S^  ^   Two  years  ago  the  town  of  Shef- 
dcame  to  this  House  and  obtained 
the  concession  for  which  Bury  now  asks, 

a  the  case  of  Sheffield  was  not  one 
as  strong;    the  concession    was 
gi^sated  because  Sheffield  was    main- 
^Ainiog  works  greater  than  the  require- 
ments of  the  town  demanded.    Sheffield 
ssked  for  90  years.    We  are  only  ask- 
ing for  80— 62  years  from  the  present 
time.     The    Chairman  of    Ways  and 
Heans  mad^  a  protest  in  the  case  of 
^ffield;  but  he  did  not  ask  the  Com- 
outtee  to  reject  the  conclusion  the  Com- 
otittee  had  arrived  at.    Yet  he  asks  the 
House  to  reject  the  conclusion  which 
tile  Oommittee  have  come  to  in  the  case 
^  Bury.     I  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
wsstlenian  to  take  the  same  course  as 
tiiat  which  he  took  in  1887,  and  to  sup- 
port the  Beport  of  the  Committee,  in 
^onsequfflice  of  the  special  circumstances 
of  the  case.     I  presume  that  the  Stand- 
uig  Order  represents  &  principle,  but 
^^  are  exceptional  circumstances  in 
^  case  to  which  the  Standing  Order 
ought  not  to  apply.    If  this  Bill  is  not 
P*Med,  it  will  be  impossible  to  continue 
^  sanitary  arrangements    which  are 
owential  for  the  well-being  of  the  town. 
I  therefore  earnestly  entreat  the  House 
to  allow  this  ooncession  to  be  made  to 
*he  town  of  Bury. 


Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport) :  As 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  by  whom 
this  Bill  was  ^considered,  I  wish  to  say 
that  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
measure  have  been  succinctly  stated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  H.  Tames).  The  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  has  to  some 
extent  disavowed  his  action  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Corporation  of  Sheffield. 

Mr.  COURTNBYj  No. 

Sir  J.  PULESTON :  At  any  rate  he 
has  asserted  that  it  ought  not  to  be  a 
precedent;  but  the  Committee  could 
not  ignore  what  had  taken  place  in  refer- 
ence to  Sheffield.  We  discussed  the  ques- 
tion of  Bury  strictly  on  its  own  merits, 
and  if  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
had  sat  upon  the  Committee  and  heard 
the  whole  of  the  evidence,  I  am  sure  he 
would  have  concurred  in  what  was,  in 
fact,  the  unanimous  view  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
repudiated  the  idea  of  interpreting  the 
Standing  Order  as  applying  to  existing 
debts,  but  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  distinctly  stated  that 
the  Standing  Order  of  1883  did  not 
apply  to  pre-existing  debts.  We  also 
took  into  consideration  the  very  impor- 
tant fact  that  the  Bury  Corporation 
came  to  Parliament  for  other  powers 
quite  distinct  from  the  original  powers 
of  the  Bury  Improvement  Act,  which 
have  resulted  in  the  onerous  charge  of 
an  eleveopenny  rate.  Such  a  water 
rate  as  that  is  unknown,  I  believe,  in 
any  other  community.  If  this  Bill 
passes,  the  inhabitants  of  Bury  will 
have  to  pay  a  rate  of  2^d.,  which  was,  I 
believe,  the  sum  against  which  the 
people  of  Sheffield  protested.  The 
Committee  passed  the  Bill  without  the 
least  hesitation,  and  they  carefully  con- 
sidered the  exact  meaning  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
C^irman  of  Ways  and  Means  in  the 
interpretation  he  has  placed  upon  the 
Standing  Order,  but  I  agree  in  the  view 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  that  loans  contracted  before 
the  Standing  Order  came  into  existence 
in  1882  do  not  come  within  the  Standing 
Order.  The  Standing  Order  refers  to 
loans  under  the  Bill,  but  this  is  not  in 
any  sense  a  loan  under  the  Bill.  The 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  says  that 
we  ought  to  have  come  to  the  House 
and  asked  for  permission  to  disobey  the 
Standing  Order,  but  we  did  not  consider 
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that  that  was  necessary,  as  we  were  not 
infringing  the  Standing  Order.   In  Tiew 
of  the  lateness  of  the  period  of  the 
Session  and  the  urgency  of  the  question, 
we   did   not  think   that  that  was   at 
all  practicahle.    I  trust  that  the  House 
will  not  refuse  to  adopt  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee.  The  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  has  admitted  that  the  case  of 
Bary  is  exceptional,  seeing  that  he  him- 
self has  proposed  to  set  aside  the  Stand- 
ing Order  by  giving  70  years  instead  of 
60.    The  Committee  had  evidence  that 
it  is  impossible  to  carry  on  the  much 
needed  sanitary  reforms  in  Bury,  owing 
to  this  jrrie vnu8  biird^^n  of  1 1  d .  in  the  £  1 . 
*Mb.  BBADLAT70H  (Northampton) : 
The  question  before  the  House  is  one  of 
the  very  highest  importance.   When  the 
Sheffield  Water  Bill  was    under  con- 
sideration two  years  ago,  I  entered  my 
protest    against  it    because   I    am  of 
opinion  that  the  qaeetion  of  the  increase 
of  local  debt  is  one  of  the  most  serious 
which  this   country  has    to    consider. 
The  wisdom  of  this  House  has  settled 
the  period  for  the  repayment  of  debt  at 
60  years,  and  it  is  a  decision  which 
ought  not  lightly  to  be  departed  from. 
There  are  two  points  which  arise  in  this 
Debate.    First,    does   this    case  come 
within  the  operation  of  the  Standing 
Order?    I  understand  both  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  and 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  to 
allege  that  it  does  not  come  within  the 
prohibitory    words    of    the    Standing 
Order.    The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  J.  Fuleston)  says  that  the  Standing 
Order  does  not  provide  for  a  pre-exist- 
ing debt,  but  surely  every  debt  is  pre- 
existing, and  the  word  '  debt "  has  no 
meaning  at  all  if  it  is  to  be  read  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  puts 
it.    The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  contends  that  the  Standing 
Order  does  not  apply  because  the  BiU 
does  not   provide   the  works,  but  the 
debt  was  incurred  in    1872   when  the 
Corporation  took  over  the  works.    The 
House  is  now  asked  to  repeal  an  Act 
which  was  accepted  by  the  Corporation 
of  Bury  in  1k85. 

Sib  H.  JAMES :  The[decision  of  the 
Committee  was  to  that  effect. 
♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  The  Bury  Cor- 
poration could  have  dropped  the  Bill. 

Sib  H.  JAMES :  They  were  obliged 
to  go  on  with  the  Bill  because  it  con- 
tained other  things. 

Str  J.  Fuitstan 


♦Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Then,  for  the 
sake  of  getting  higher  bene&ts  they 
decided  to  go  on  with  it  ? 

Sib  H.  JAMES :    For  the  sake  of 
performing  a  higher  duty. 

♦Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  I  presume  that 
all  these  Bills  are  introduced  foT  the 
sake  of  performing  a  higher  duty,  and 
if  it  be  possible  to  create  a  debt  wludi 
is  to  be  spread  over  an  enormous  period, 
there  will  be  no  indisposition  to  create 
it,  because  the  burden  will  iall^htly 
on  the  generation  which  creates  it.  The 
Corporation  of  Bury  saw  fit  in  1885  for 
benefits  receiyed  to  [agpree  to  a  term  of 
55  years  for  the  repayment  of  the  debt 
— 12  years  having  lapsed  and  4S  Tears 
to  come.  Under  these  ciroumataneee  I 
ask  the  House  not  to  create  another  hid 
precedent  but  to  insist  upon  the  obeerr- 
ance  of  the  Standing  Order.  We  are 
told  that  the  outlying  people  take  the 
water.    I  presume  they  pay  for  it 

Sib  H.  JAMES:  The  ratepayers  pa? 
in  addition  a  rate  of  lid.  in  the  £1* 

♦Mb.  BRA.DLAUGH  :  But  the  wa^ 
is  surely  not  given  to  the  outlying  dis- 
tricts at  a  loss  ? 
Sm  H.  JAMES :  Yea,  it  is. 

♦Mb.  BBADLAUGH :  Then  aU  I  cw 
say  is  that  Bury  for  some  purpoaoa  of  i*i 
own  must  have  seen  fit  to  supply  theae 
outlying  districts  with  water. 

♦Thb  PRESIDENT  of  thb  l/JOki 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  {Mr.Eirffli^ 
Tower    Hamlets,     St.     George'a)  :  I 
listened  with  great    attention   to  the 
speech  of  the  Chairman  of  Waya  and 
Means,  and  I  think  the  House  is  oadff 
great  obligations   to    the    right  hoa* 
Gentleman  for  bringing  under  its  notiaa 
such  oases  as  the  one  now  before  us.  b 
my  opinion  the  Committee  to  whom  tha 
Bill  was  referred  undoubtedly  d^aitid 
from  the  spirit  if  not  the  letter  of  thf 
Standing  Order.    My   right  hoa.  anA 
learned     Friend     the      Member    ftf 
Bury  did  not  deal  with  the  case  fol^- 
He    simply     contended     that     thfl* 
are  peculiar  droumstances  in  the  oaaaai 
Bury.    That  may  be  good  ground  why 
the  House  should  show  some  r^aidior 
the  circumstances  of  Bury,  but  I  do  a*^ 
think  it  was  sufficient   to  justify  1^0 
Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  was  9* 
ferred,  in  going,  as  I  think  they  m 
outside  their  powers  and  entirely  di^ 
regarding  a   Standing    Order   cdt  Aft 
House,  which  says  that  no  longer  perioi 
than  60  years  shall  be  allow^  for  the 
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repftyment  of  a  loan.  My  lion.  Friend 
beiiiod  me  (Sir  J.  PuleBton)  spoke  of 
the  case  of  Sheffield,  and  seemed  to 
thiok  that  because  the  Standing  Order 
was  broken  in  that  particular  case,  it 
might  TOoperlj  be  broken  in  this  case 
f^Bo.  He  even  went  further,  and  justi- 
fied the  breaking  of  the  Standing  Order. 
Ba  J.  PULESTON :  On  the  contrary, 
I  said  that  I  did  not  think  we  were 
breaking  the  Standing  Order. 

l&BITOHIE:  My  hon.  Friend  con- 
tended  that  in  a  certain  sense  the  break- 
ing oi  the  Standing  Order  might  tend 
to  strengthen  it.    Now,  I  attach  very 
mudi  nine  to  this  Standing  Order,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  a  misfortune  if  the 
Honsewereto  regard  with  equanimity 
the  settbg  aside  Sie  regulations  which 
the  House  itself  has  made    for  safe- 
S^^uding  the  interests  of  future  rate- 
payers.   The  Local  Oovemment  Board 
are  constantly  met  by  pleas  such  as  that 
which  has  been  put  forward  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Svy.  I  hare  had  again  and  again  to 
consider  applications  from  Local  Bodies 
lor  an  extension  of  time,  but  it  is  our 
ootj  to  protect  the  ratepayers  of  the 
'ttture  against  the  ratepayers  of    the 
pweent.    There  is  hardly  a  case  where 
^  plea  is  made  where  special  ciroum- 
^cea  are  not  brought  before  the  Local 
^OTernment  Board,  which,  in  the  opinion 
^^  the  persons  who  press  them,  would 
^t  jnstify  the  Board  in  departing  from 
w«  healthy  principle  of  not  allowing 
too  long  a  time  for  repayment.    In  this 
^  it  is  for  the   House  to  consider 
^wherthe  circumstances  are  such  as 
^caU  opoQ  08  to  adopt  the  suggestion 
Jf  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  or, 
ttdisliDct  terms,  to  express  our  concur- 
JJBW  in  the  Tiew  of  the  Committee.    If 
«y  (Siairman  of  Ways  and  Means  con- 
^w  it  his  duty  to  persevere  with  the 
jjwtion  he  has  placed  on  the  Paper,  I 
jBTone  shall^not  complain  of  his  action, 
ht  I  think  he  has  shown  that  in  his 

rion  there  is  something  to  be  said 
the  case  of  Bury,  which,  if  the 
^Mamittee  are  properly  instructed,  may 
^■title  it  to  consideration,  and  that  70 
"Mnmay  be  given.  There  is  one  ground 
tt  vhich  some  weight  may  be  attached, 
^  it  is  that  these  works  were  un- 
'Bttbtedly  authorised  before  the  passing 
fflie  Standing  Order.  I  certainly  think 
DBft  that  is  a  ground  for  an  appeal  to 
ha  House  in  this  case.    The  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Devonport  (Sir  J.  Puleston)  has 
implied  that  I  laid  it  down  as  a  principle 
in  the  Sheffield  case  that  the  Standing 
Order  ought  not  to  apply  to  works  which 
had  been  previously  authorised.  I  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  I  did  say 
was  that  no  such  case  had  been  pre- 
sented pince  the  Standing  Order  had 
been  passed,  and  that  it  was  to  prevent 
such  things  being  done  in  the  future 
that  the  Standing  Order  was  passed. 
That  language  hardly  bears  the  inter- 
pretation put  upon  it  by  my  hon.  Friend 
considering  the  fact  that  these  works 
were  undoubtedly  authorised  prior  to 
the  passing  of  the  Standing  Order,  and 
that  the  Corporation  were  under  the 
belief  that  they- had  been  allowed  100 
years  for  repayment  of  the  debt — that 
not  being  an  unusual  period  at  that 
particular  time — it  is  a  matter  for  con- 
sideration whether  the  House  will  not 
be  willing  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  on. 
If  it  does,  I  think  it  ought  to  record  in 
the  strongest  manner  its  opinion  that 
this  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the 
Standing  Order,  and  it  should  do  so  in 
such  terms  as  would  distinctly  prevent  a 
precedent  from  being  established.  I 
would  therefore  suggest  the  adoption  of 
a  Besolution  to  this  effect — 

**  That  this  IIouBe  is  of  opinion  that  the  term 
proposed  for  the  repayment  of  money  borrowed 
by  the  Corporation  of  Bury  is  contrary  to  the 
epirit  of  the  Standing  Order  173*,  but  baring 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  works  were  autho- 
rised before  the  passing  of  the  Standing  Order 
this  House  orders  that  the  Bill  be  taken  into 
consideration  to-morrow.*' 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  South-East 
Hey  wood) :  As  it  is  proposed  to  make 
the  term  70  years  instead  of  60,  I 
think  we  may  regard  the  Standing  Order 
as  being  out  of  the  way,  and  may  con- 
sider the  question  on  its  merits.  The 
Corporation  of  Bury  are  comparatively 
a  new  body,  and  they  are  engaged  in 
csrrying  on  these  works  under  circum- 
stances of  exceptional  difficulty.  Bury 
is  situated  on  the  Irwell,  and  there  are 
brick  works,  dye  works,  and  other  works 
which  cast  their  refuse  into  the  open 
river  with  open  drains  without  deoderi- 
sers,  emptying  themselves  into  the 
Irwell.  I  am  afraid  that  the  last 
generation  were  so  intent  upon  the 
development  of  trade  that  they  paid 
but  little  attention  to  the  health  of  the 
people,  and  the  consequence  is  that  the 
Oorporation  of  Bury  have  to  do  the 
work  which  the  last  generation  should 
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have  done.  The  Oorporation  of  Bury 
have  incurred  serious  financial  responsi- 
bilities, and  when  they  came  to  Parlia- 
ment in  1872  they  understood  that  the 
capital  sum  was  to  be  paid  back  in  100 
years.  They  only  adk  tbe  House  now 
to  confirm  the  decision  of  two  Com- 
mittees by  makinfc  tbe  term  80  instead 
of  100  years.  They  are  simply  en- 
deavourinfi^  to  secure  the  bealta  of  the 
people  of  Bury,  many  of  whom  are  very 
poor,  and  if  this  rate  of  Ud.  in  the  £1 
IS  to  remain,  it  will  undoubtedly  press 
most  heavily  on  persons  of  small 
means  whose  life  is  one  of  continuous 
toil.  The  leading  inhabitants  of  Bury 
have  subscribed  handsomely  to  recrea- 
tion grounds,  but  if  the  House  refuses 
the  relief  now  asked  for  it  will  be 
thought  that  'the  burden  thrown  upon 
the  peoplp  is  too  heavy  for  them  to  bear, 
and  in  future  voluntary  efforts  will  be 
abandoned.  I,  therefore,  ask  the  House 
te  reject  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  The 
action  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  is  quite  natural,  but 
I  heard  with  some  surprise  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  and  that  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board.  Those  speeches  indicated  to  me 
an  alacrity  in  breakiog  the  Standing 
Order  in  the  case  of  an  English  Cor- 
poration, represented  by  an  influential 
Member  of  this  House ;  and  I  cannot 
help  contrasting  the  course  now  taken 
with  that  which  was  taken  in  regard  to 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin,  whose  case 
presented  [a  remarkable  analogy  with 
that  of  Bury.  The  works  in  regard  to 
which  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  asked 
for  relief  were  authorised  and  executed 
before  the  Standing  Order  was  passed ; 
a  debt  considerably  larger  than  that  of 
the  Corporation  of  Bury  was  entailed. 
As  in  the  case  of  Bury,  large  out- 
lying districts  were  supplied  with  water ; 
it  is  paid  for  at  an  unremunerative  rate, 
and  the  outlying  townships  contribute 
nothing  to  the  sinking  fund  and  nothing 
to  the  debt.  Yet,  when  the  Corpora- 
tion came  to  this  House  this  year  for 
the  re-arrangement  of  debt,  they  found 
themselves  faced  by  officials  who  com- 
pelled them  to  cut  down  the  period  for 
the  repayment  of  the  debt  to  55  years. 
ISie  Corporation  of  Bury   are    to    be 

Mr,  IloyU 


allowed  70  years.  I  say  frankly  ihit 
60  years  for  waterworks  is  too  fihori  t 
period,  especially  when  wa  considar 
that  in  the  case  of  many  English  On^ 
porations  from  70  to  100  years  han 
been  sanctioned.  Therefore,  ooD8id6^ 
ing  the  circumstances  of  Bury,  tbat  it 
does  supply  the  outlying  districts,  and 
that  those  outlying  districts  contribute 
nothing  towards  the  rates  of  Bory,  I 
think  that  Bury  has  made  out  an  ex* 
cellont  case  for  special  treatment 
Although  I  complain  very  much  of  tiie 
treatment  of  the  Corporation  of  DabHo, 
I  hope  that  my  attitude  on  thisqaestioB 
will  secure  better  treatment  for  Irelind 
in  the  future. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I  thiak 
that  the  Irish  Members  are  entitled  to 
have  some  explanation  from  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Ways  and  Means  why  Bury  is 
to  be  treated  better  than  Dublin.  The 
object  of  my  question  is  to  find  oat  vhy 
Dublin  should  be  treated  badly  and 
Bury  generously. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!  The 
question  of  Bury  is  now  before  tiis 
House,  and  it  has  nothing  to  do  wift 
the  case  of  Dublin. 

Mb.  chance  :  Then  I  return  to  my 
original  question  why  Bury  shonld  be 
treated  better  than  Dublin,  and  nnless 
I  obtain  some  information  apos,  ^ 
subject  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  S^ 
the  House. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
I  presume  that  the  Standing  Order  ii 
still  in  existence,  and  that  the  Goo* 
mittee  which  sat  upon  this  Bill  bM 
broken  it.  Why  did  they  break  it,  aai 
why  should  the  House,  in  the  face  of  iii 
haying  been  broken,  be  called  upon  tl 
pass  this  Bill  ? 

Sib  J.  PULESTON :  The  Oommitt* 
contend  that  they  have  not  broken  tte  ! 
Standing  Order.  | 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  :  I  am  quite  aws*  j 
of  that.  I 

Sib  J.  PULESWN :  We  say  so  il  I 
our  Eeport.  i 

Mb.  O'DOHEBTY:  I  beUeve,  vA 
the  House  belieyes,  that  the  Standing 
Order  has  been  broken,  as  it  was  in  the 
case  of  Sheffield.  For  my  own  ptf^^ 
see  no  reason  for  departing  from  Af 
Standing  Order. 

Mb.  COURTNEY:  I  have  noii|^ 
to  address  the  House  again,  but  I  liif 
perhaps  be  allowed  to  say  a  woiA  « 
explanation.    I  wish  to  say  thatl<'* 
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entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  If 
it  ifl  desired  that  I  should  withdraw  my 
Besolution  and  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  I 
am  ready  to  do  so,  and  will  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Motion.  [Crut  of  *  •  No."] 
I  cannot  do  so  without  the  assent  of  the 
HoQse,  and  if  that  assent  is  refused  I 
will  certainly  divide  the  House. 

The  House    divided: — Ayes     178; 
Noes  60.-(Div.  List,  No.  294.) 

Main  Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bin  read  the  third  time,  and  passed, 
without  Amendment. 

(iUESTI  0N8. 


:o: 


METROPOLITAN  POS'niEN. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  postmen  at  Woolwich  receive 
i%.  a  week  less  than  the  postmen  in  any 
other  part  of  the  Metropolis,  although 
working  the  same  hours ;  whether  a 
memorial  on  this  subject  was  presented 
to  the  Post  Office  Authorities  two  and  a 
half  years  ago  ;  when  is  an  answer 
likely  to  be  received;  and,  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  the  delay  ? 

*Thb   postmaster    general 

^M,  Cambridge  University) :  (Mr. 
^)  Sir.  It  is  not  the  case  that  the 
Woolwich  postmen  are  paid  4s.  a  week 
w  ^an  postmen  in  London.  On  the 
contrary,  there  are  a  good  many  London 
postmen  whose  wages  are  less  than  those 
woeived  at  Woolwich.  Woolwich  is  not 
a  the  Metropolitan  District  for  postal 
gipoees.  The  memorial  from  the 
noolwich  men  was  duly  received ;  but 
tt  I  informed  my  hon.  Friend  early  in 
^  year,  the  question  of  making  a 
«snge  there  depended  on  the  settlement 
'the  general  rates  for  postmen's  wages 
bronghout  the  Metropolitan  District, 
rhich  has  only  recently  been  completed, 
&d  will  shortly  be  submitted  to  the 
ury. 


ARSENAIi  WORKMEN. 

CoioiTBL  HUGHES :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
^Cfstary  of  State  for  War  who  is  re- 
jWnsible  for  the  delay  in  Government 
Btion  upon  the  Report  of  the  Select 
oomittee  as  to  arsenal  workmen, 
Dtered  before  1870,  being  entitled  to 
ipsrannuation  ? 


♦Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
HorTicastle) :  I  cannot  admit  that  there 
has  been  any  delay  at  all.  The  Goyem** 
ment  would  have  been  much  to  blame 
if,  in  a  matter  of  serious  financial  im- 
portance, they  had  not  given  careful 
consideration  to  the  evidence  g^ven 
before  the  recent  Committee. 

THE  WOOLWICH  POST  OFFICE, 

Colonel  HUGHES :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  is  the 
reason  for  the  delay  in  obtaining  Trea- 
sury sanction  for  the  proposed  new  Post 
Office  at  Woolwich,  recommended  by  the 
Postmaster  General  ? 

A  LORD  OF  THE  TREASURY  (Sir 
H.  Maxwell,  Wigton) :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  allow  me  to  answer 
this  question.  Communications  are  pass- 
ing between  the  Post  Office,  the  War 
Office,  and  the  Treasury,  with  a  view  to 
seeing  whether  the  necessity  for  a  new 
Post  Office  may  be  obviated  by  the 
adoption  of  measures  calculated  to 
relieve  the  pressure  on  the  present  office, 
which  is  chiefly  due  to  the  Large  number 
of  Army  pensioners  requiring  to  be  paid 
by  money  orders. 

THE    WOOLER    CHURCHYARD. 

Mr.  F.  MACLEAN  (in  the  absence  of 
Sir  Edward  Grey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  churchyard  at  Wooler  was  to  be 
closed  by  Order  of  the  Queen  in  Council 
on  3l8t  July,  and  that  no  new  burial 
ground  has  been  provided,  he  will  take 
steps  to  see  that  suitable  provision  for 
burials  is  made  in  proper  time  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
operation  of  the  Order  in  Council  in 
question  has,  on  the  application  of  the 
Vicar,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  In- 
spector, been  postponed  till  the  30  th  of 
November  next.  In  the  meantime,  I 
hope  that  arrangements  will  be  made  for 
the  provision  of  a  new  burial  ground.  I 
have  no  power  to  compel  a  parish  to 
provide  a  new  burial  ground.  All  that 
I  can  do  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
authorities  to  what  the  law  requires 
when  a  burial  ground  is  closed  by  Order 
in  Council,  and  this  I  have  already  done 
in  this  particular  instance. 
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IRELAND-ALLEGED   OUTRAGE    BY 
ORANGEMEN  AT  CORKSTOWN. 

Mr.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  complaints  have  reached 
him  that  on  the  29th  July  an  Orange 
drumming  party  paraded  the  streets  of 
Oookstown,  County  Tyrone,  and  stopped 
in  front  of  the  Catholic  Church,  using 
offensive  language  calculated  to  lead  to 
a  breach  of  the  peace,  and  that  at  the 
further  end  of  the  town  they  fired 
five  shots  in  the  presence  of  District  In* 
spector  Tates,  Head  Constable  Martin, 
and  a  force  of  Constabulary,  at  a  num- 
ber of  Catholic  young  men  playing 
football  in  a  field  ;  and/  if  true,  what 
steps  the  authorities  intend  taking  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  the  drumming 
party  did  not  stop  in  front  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  nor  make  use  of  any 
threatening  language  whatever  in  the 
hearing  of  the  police,  who  were  with 
them  on  duty  at  the  time.  It  is  the 
case  that  at  the  further  end  of  the  town 
five  shots  were  fired.  They  were  not 
discharged  at  a  number  of  young  men 
playing  football,  but  were  fired  in  the 
air.  The  police  were  unable  to  identify 
the  person  or  persons  who  fired  the 
shots,  as  it  was  dusk  at  the  time,  and 
the  crowd  was  a  large  one. 

Mb.  BLANE :  May  I  ask  if  the  fact 
that  in  the  party  there  were  several 
men  armed  with  fireams  would  not  con- 
stitute the  assembly  an  illegal  assembly 
liable  to  be  dispersed  by  force  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
think  the  fact  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  would  of  itself  be  sufficient  to 
constitute  the  assembly  an  illegal  one. 

UNPAID  CHARITY  RENT  CHARGES. 

SiB  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby- 
shire, Ilkeston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education,  as  representing  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  when  the 
Return  of  Unpaid  Charity  Rent 
Charges,  ordered  last  Session,  for  six 
English  counties,  is  likely  to  be  com- 
pleted ? 

♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dykb,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  So  much  of  the  order  of  last 


Session  for  the  Return  of  Unpud 
Charity  Rent  Charges  for  the  eix 
English  counties  of  Cumberland.  Derbj, 
Devon,  Suffolk,  Warwick,  and  Worce§- 
ter  as  relates  to  the  counties  of  Warwick 
and  Worcester  was  discharged  on  the 
29th  of  July  last.  The  Betum  for  the 
other  four  counties  was  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  Houso  on  the  8th  inst.  If 
a  Return  for  the  counties  of  Warwick 
and  Worcester  should  be  ordered  by  the 
House,  such  a  Return  can  be  prepared 
so  as  to  be  ready  for  presentation  eailj 
in  next  year. 

EXCEPTIONAL  CHILDREN  IN  PBIMABT 

SCHOOLS. 
Db.  FARQUHARSON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  draft 
Report  on  the  condition  of  "  exceptio^ 
children  in  primary  schools,"  prepared 
by  Dr.  Francis  Warner,  as  Honorary 
Secretary  of  a  Committee  appointed  hy 
the  Psychological  Section  of  the  Britiflh 
Medical  Association,  to  consider  thii 
subject,  and  pubUshed  in  the  '*Britirf» 
Medical  Journal"  of  27th  July;  and, 
whether,  in  consideration  of  the  new 
and  important  questions  in  pwDajy 
education  treated  of  in  this  Beport,  he 
will  authorise  the  publication  djae 
full  text  of  the  investigations  oxiwm 
it  is  founded  ? 
♦SirW.HARTDYKE:  Thehon.Mem- 

ber  has  called  my  attention  to  the  ^V^ 
in  question,  and  I  have  no  doubt  tiiatwj 
intrinsic  importance  of  the  mwM 
questions  with  which  it  deals  will  obiaa 
for  it  a  sufficient  share  of  public  notwit 
I  have  neither  the  means  nor  the  np» 
to  authorise  the  publication  of  anytiual 
in  connection  with  the  inquiry  *P* 
which  the  Report  is  based. 

GOVERNMENT  STOCK  AND  TBB  ?Ott 
OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mb.  OOTAVIUS  V.  MORGAN  J 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Geneiw 
whether  he  is  now  prepared  to  ff^ 
greater  publicity  to  the  fact  that  GoveJ 
ment  stock  can  be  purchased  thj<^p 
the  agency  of  the  Poat  Office  8atii|^ 
Bank,  by  means  of  advertisements  IJ 
otherwise ;  whether  ho  can  state  «• 
amount  at  present  invested  through  » 
above  agency;  and,  whether  he  ^ 
cause  to  be  re-issued,  and  sold  at  aVMT 
price,  "  Aids  to  Thrift,"  originally  p*- 
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lished  during  the  time  the    late  Mr. 
Favoett  was  Postmaster  Generfd  ? 
«Mb.  BAIEES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  say   that  I  have 
directed  a  fresh  notice  to  be  issued  to 
an  Postmasters  throughout  the  King- 
donii  desiring  them  to  exhibit  in  a  more 
cmspicaons  place  the    printed  notices 
with  which  they  have  been  furnished. 
The  amount  invested  through  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  on  the  31st  July 
last  was  £7,007,767,  of  which  £3,003, 157 
has  at  different  times  been  sold,  leaving 
a  balance  on  31st  July  of  £4,004,610. 
I  have  already  caused  the  essential  parts 
of  the  work  called  "  Aids  to  Thrift "  to 
be  reproduced  in  the  Post  Office  Hand- 
book, price  one  penny,  which  can  be 
obtained  at  any  Post  Office,  or  ordered 
from  postmen. 

WESTMINSTER    HALL. 

V1.BELISLE  (Leicestershire,Lough. 

borough) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  First  Com- 

nuMioner  of  Works    whether   he  will 

engage  to  have  the  new  additions  to 

Westminster     Hall    completed,     both 

^thin  and  without,    before    the  next 

Semou  ot  Parliament ;  and  whether  he 

proposes    to    continue     the    parapet, 

^voQght  iron  railings,  and  gas-lamps  as 

far  as  the  St.  Stephen's  entrance,  after 

^he  pattern  of   the    existing    parapet, 

railings,  and  gas-lamps  from  the  Clock 

Tower  to  the  comer  of  the  new  addition 

^    Westminster    Hall;     and,    if    so, 

whether  he    will  engage  to    have  the 

vorks  completed  and  the  rubbish  cleared 

^^sy  as  soon  as  possible  ? 

Mb.  roe  (Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
^rst  Commissioner  of  Works  how  soon 
be  present  hoarding  on  the  west  side 
'^Westminster  Hfdl  will  be  removed 
Qd  replaced  with  a  suitable  iron  rail- 
^?;  and  if  he  can  inform  the  House 
heo  the  scaffolding,  workshops,  and 
one-cutting  machinery,  which  nave  so 
ipg  disfigured  Westminster  Abbey, 
yi  be  taken  away  ? 

Sia  H.  MAXWELL :  The  plans  for 
fmg  out  the  g^unds  adjoining  the 
w  addition  to  Westminster  Hall,  and 
I*  the  oonstruction  of  the  necessary 
midary  fence  are  still  under  con- 
ization, and  until  they  have  been  ap- 
oved  it  is  not  possible  to  begin  the 
vrks.  The  cost  will  be  very  consider- 
le,  and  it  will  be  necessary  to  submit 
Parliament  an  Estimate  for  provision 
funds.    It    may,  therefore,  not  be  . 


possible  to  complete  the  works  before 
next  Session..  The  Office  of  Works  has 
no  responsibility  in  connection  with 
Westminster  Abbey,  but  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  rev.  Canon  in  resi- 
dence, and  he  assures  me  that  the 
architect  is  using  all  possible  despatch 
in  the  completion  of  the  work. 

IRELAND— COMMISSION     OF    THE 
PEACE— MR.  JAMES  BYRNE 

IklE.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  Copies  of  the  Correspondence 
betwen  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Mr. 
James  Byrno,  of  Wallstown  Castle,  re- 
sulting in  the  dismissal  of  the  latter 
from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  for 
acting  as  Justice  on  a  charge  against 
the  police  in  an  adjoining  Petty  Sessions 
District  within  his  own  County  (Cork) ; 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor,  when 
dismissing  Mr.  Byrne,  had  under  his 
notice  the  decision  of  the  Court  of 
Crown  Cases  Reserved  in  England 
(Queen  v.  Beckley,  20  Q.  B.  D.  187), 
holding  that  it  was  distinctly  legal  for  a 
Magistrate  to  act  within  his  county 
outside  his  Petty  Sessions  District; 
whether  Lord  Cloleridge  in  that  case 
said, 

'*  In  dealing  with  an  offence  committed  in 
the  county  the  Magistrates  for  the  county  have 
jurisdiction  throughout  the  county," 

and  Baron  Pollock  held  that 

**  The  law  is  very  jealous  to  preserve  the 
jurisdiction  of  Bfagistrates,  and  their  authority 
is  not  to  be  cut  down  without  an  express  pro* 
vision  to  that  effect ; " 

whether  if  this  exposition  of  the  law 
in  England  was  not  reported  when  Mr. 
Byrne  was  dismissed,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor will  now  reinstate  him ;  whether 
as  all  Hssident  Magistrates  in  Ireland 
are  allowed  to  sit  everywhere  through- 
out their  counties  and  some  of  them  in 
several  counties,  and  all  English  Magis- 
trates can  exercise  jurisdiction  through 
all  their  counties,  a  different  practice  is 
to  be  established  for  Irish  Justices  or 
their  Commissions  forfeited  if  they  act 
on  the  English  Law ;  and  whether,  in 
consequence  of  Mr.  Byrne^s  dismissal, 
no  Catholic  Magistrate  and  no  Magis- 
trate who  is  not  a  landlord  or  an  agent 
now  sits  for  his  Petty  Sessions  District? 
♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  iok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  I  stated,  in  reply  to  a  ques- 
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tion  put  by  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  on  March  13th,  that  the 
correspondence  between  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  Mr.  Byrne,  of  Wallstown, 
had  been  publiahed  by  Mr.  Byrne,  and 
circulated  in  the  Press.  The  decision  in 
the  case  quoted  in  the  question  does  not 
appear  to  me  to  affect  Mr.  Byrne's  case, 
or  the  reasons  which  induced  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  act  as  he  did.  There  is 
no  analogy  in  the  present  caee  with  the 
appointment  of  a  Resident  Magistrate, 
whose  duty  it  is  to  attend,  if  possible, 
every  Petty  ScAsions  in  his  jurisdiction. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  sees  no  reason 
^whatever  for  reinstating  Mr.  Byrne.  I 
am  informed  that  it  is  not  the  case  that 
no  Boman  Catholic  who  is  not  a  landlord 
or  an  agent  now  sits  for  the  district  in 
consequence  of  Mr.  Byrne's  dismissal. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  law  of  England  is  not 
to  prevail  as  the  law  in  Ireland  in  this 
matter?  Can  English  Magistrates  sit 
where  they  like ;  and  are  Irish  Magis- 
trates not  being  Eesident  Magistrates  to 
be  dismissed  if  they  sit  out  of  their  own 
district  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  The  reason  for 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  acted  in  this 
matter  was  not  that  Mr.  Byrne  had 
violated  the  law  by  acting  without  juris- 
diction, which  was  the  case  in  the 
instance  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  quoted.  It  was  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  a  reprehensible  prac- 
tice in  sitting  outside  his  customary  dis- 
trict for  the  purpose  of  adjudicating  on 
a  special  class  of  cases. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  will  call  atten- 
tion to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

Mb.  cox  :  Will  the  Lord  Chancellor 
take  notice  of  all  Magistrates  who  sit 
outside  their  own  district  ? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  A  similar  practice 
on  the  part  of  any  other  Magistrate 
coming  to  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor will,  I  have  no  doubt,  be  dealt 
with  in   a  similar  manner. 

ALLEGED  OUTRAGE  ON  FISHERMEN 
BY  THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 
Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that,  by  direction  of  Sub- Inspec- 
tor Bigley,  of  Lurgan,  County  Armagh, 
Acting  Sergeant  Beyers,  and  three  other 
constables,  fired  upon  a  boat  containing 
three  fishermen,  named  James  Bobinson, 

Mr.  Madden 


John  Bobinson,  and  Joha  Campbell,  on 
the  Biyer  Bann,  and  that,  when  reoioii- 
strated  with  by  the  fishermen  on  their 
conduct,  the  Sergeant  pointed  his  ri/ie 
at  John  Campbell,  and  threatened  *'to 
shoot  him  to  hell,"  if  he  spoke  another 
word ;  and  ^  hether,  since  the  Magistrate 
at  Portadown  has  granted  a  warrant  for 
the  arrest  of  Acting  Sergeant  BejeoStthe 
Qovemment  will  take  any  steps  in  the 
prosecution  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  TheCoostabu. 
lary  authorities  report  that  District  In- 
spector Bigley  gave  no  such  direction  as 
alleged  in  the  question,  nor  was  he  pre- 
sent on  the  occasion  referred  to.  Bobin- 
son has  alleged  that  Acting  Sergeant 
Beyers  fired  at  him,  but  the  Acting  Ser- 
geant denies  the  charge.  He  has  been 
admitted  by  the  Magistrate  who  isBoed 
the  warrant  to  bail  in  his  own  recogni- 
sance of  £20.  A  summons  has  been 
issued  by  the  District  Inppector  against 
Acting  Sergeant  Beyers,  which  will  come 
on  for  hearing  at  the  Lurgan  Pettj  Ses- 
sions on  the  20th  inst. 

Mb.  BLANE :  Were  the  cartridges  ot 
these  men  examined  when  they  came  in  r 
because  they  are  issued  in  certain  num- 
bers. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  pro- 
fess to  have  lorked  into  tbeefiiww*> 
nor  do  I  think  it  would  be  piop«f  ^  ^^ 
so  as  the  case  is  coming  on  for  tnal* 

Mr.  BLANE:  Does  the  right bon. 
Gentleman  know  of  any  casein  which  a 
person  firing  at  another  was  released  on 
a  £20  bail? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  prwa^ 
that  the  Magistrate  did  not  think  that 
the  constable  fired  at  any  partioiltt 
individual,  but  I  cannot  give  the  bot^ 
Member  any  other  information  thas 
that. 

THE  RIVER  LEA. 
Sir  JOHN  OOLOMB  :  I  beg  to 
the  President  of  the  Local  Oovem 
Board  what  action  has  been  tak^ 
the  Department  with  reference  to 
plaints  made  by  the    Poplar 
Boatd  of  Works  relative  to  thei 
condition  of  the  River  Lea  ?  ^ 

♦The  PRESIDENTofthe  LOOAIiBlJ 
VERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr. 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Qeorge's) :  I 
communicated    with     the    Oo 
of   West  Ham  with  reference  to 
allegations  of  the  Poplar  District 
of   Works,   and  I  am  awaiting 
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reply.  I  have  also  directed  one  of  the 
Eogueeringlnspectors  of  the  Board,  who 
has  made  previous  inquiry  as  to  the  dis- 
eharge  of  sewage  into  the  Biver  Lea  by 
the  West  Ham  Corporation,  to  visit 
West  Ham  and  to  report  the  result  of 
iiis  ioqoiries.  His  previous  engage- 
ments have  prevented  his  visiting  the 
works  until  to-day.  I  expect  shortly  to 
iiaTO  his  Beport. 

THE  CARLOW  POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  sexton  (in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Bybvji):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  is  in  a  position  to  state 
what  progress,  if  any,  has  been  made 
with,  the  new  Post  Office  for  Oarlow ; 
And,  whether  he  will  urge  the  Depart- 
ment to  proceed  with  the  arrangements 
as  quickly  as  possible  ? 
*^.  BAIKES  :  I  am  informed  by  the 
Board  oi  Pablic  Works  that  owing  to 
unexpected  difficulties  the  work  of 
adapting  the  premises  taken  for  the  new 
Fott  Office  at  Carlow  has  not  yet  been 
commenced ;  but  that  it  will  be  pressed 
on  as  quickly  as  possible. 

THE  8TABR  BOWKETT  BUILDING 
SOCIETY. 

CAPTAnr  HEATHCOTE:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  Stoke  and  Fenton  2d5th  Starr 
Bowkett  Building  Society  has  not  sent 
to  the  Hegistrar  of  BuUdiDg  Societies 
tiieir  returns  for  1 888,  as  required  by 
37  and  38  Vict.  cap.  42,  section  43 ;  and 
vhether  he  will  take  such  measures  as 
ttaj  be  necessary  to  compel  this  Society 
to  forward  their  returns  for  1888  to  the 
Registrar? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
^7  the  Begistrar  of  Friendly  Societies 
tkat  the  Society  in  question  informed 
^  in  December  last  that,  owing  to  the 
'a'^  number  of  withdrawals,  arrange- 
ments were  being  made  for  winding  up. 
Ho  formal  intimation,  however,  of  the 
•ononnced  winding  up  has  been  received, 
M  the  Begistrar  will  in  a  few  days 
>Bad  the  usual  notice  requiring  a  state- 
ment of  accounts  for  the  year  ending 
'oly,  1888.  It  is,  therefore,  premature 
^  present  to  say  whether  it  will  be 
k^^eessary  to  take  any  action. 

Mft.  BEADLAUOH  :  Is  the  right 
^1^^  Gentleman  aware  that  the  evidence 
hikn  upstairs  showed  that  the  Begistrar 
^completely  neglected  his  duties  as 


to  enforcing  the  sections  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  Act  ? 

Mb.  MATTHE WSsasked  for  notice  of 
the  question. 

IRELAND— LAND    COMMISSION- 
MR.    BABINGTON. 

Mb.  OABEW:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Hume  Babington  by 
the  Chief  Land  Commission  as  Court 
Valuer  to  inspect  certain  holdings  near 
Downpatrick  in  cases  of  appeals  recently 
heard  there,  and  in  which  Messrs. 
Wrench  and  Litton  have  not  yet  given 
their  decisions,  whether  he  can  now  state 
if  this  Mr.  Babington  is  a  land  agent  in 
County  Armagh ;  whether  he  invariably 
gave  evidence  on  behalf  of  land- 
lords in  fair  rent  cases  in  County 
Antrim  and  County  Derry ;  and, 
whether  he  will  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Land  Commission  to  these  facts,  and 
also  to  the  desirability  of  appointing  to 
inspect  these  holdings  some  independent 
valuer  who  is  neither  in  the  employment 
of  the  landlords  nor  the  tenants  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Thisques- 
tion  does  not  appear  to  be  substantially 
different  to  the  one  put  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  forlSouth  Downon  the  30th 
of  July,  and  I  ao  not  think  I  have  any- 
thing to  add  to  the  reply  then  given. 

MR.  CONYBEARE,  M.P. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  give  the  date  of  the 
medical  report  which  has  been  received 
respecting  Mr.  Conybeare's  health; 
whether  it  made  any,  and  what,  re- 
ference to  the  repeated  complaints  made 
by  Mr.  Conybeare  as  to  the  rheumatic 
affection  from  which  he  is  suffering,  or 
to  the  complaints  made  by  Mr.  Cony- 
beare respecting  the  weakness  of  and 
pain  in  his  eyes,  which  he  attributes  to 
the  whitewashed  walls  of  his  cell; 
whether,  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Conybeare 
complains  of  suffering  constant  pain, 
sometimes  so  severe  as  to  entirely  cripple 
him  and  prevent  him  from  walking,  he 
will  have  further  and  fuller  reports  sent 
as  to  Mr.  Conybeare'scondition ;  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  on  Monday  last  Mr. 
Conybeare  could  get  only  half  an  hour's 
exercise,  owing  to  the  wet  weather,  and 
on  Tuesday  he  and  all  other  prisoners 
were  confined  to  their  cells  the  whole 
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day,  in  consequence  of  the  rain ;  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  he  will  reconsider 
his  opinion  that  no  sheltered  exercise 
ground  is  needed ;  and,  whether  there  is 
any  other  prison  in  Englaod  or  Ireland 
in  which  first-class  misdemeanants  are 
confined  to  one  small  cell  similar  to  that 
which  Mr.  Conybeare  is  compelled  to 
occupy? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  M* ARTHUR :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  wnether  he  will 
request  the  General  Prisons  Board  of 
Ireland  to  direct  the  doctor  of  London- 
derry Gaol  at  once  to  make  a  careful 
examination  into  the  state  of  the  eye- 
sight of  Mr.  Conybaare,  M.P.  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  notice  is 
insufficient  to  deal  with  these  questions. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL :  Well,  wiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  me  the  as- 
surance that  a  special  officer  will  be  sent 
to  examine  into  Mr.  Conybeare's  eye- 
sight ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  do 
that.  The  surgeon  to  the^gaol  is  a  most 
competent  man,  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  fear  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  neflrlected 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  prison 
doctor  is  amere  general  practitioner,  and 
not  a  specialist. 

Mb.  W.  M'ARTHUR:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  request  the 
General  Prisons  Board  of  Ireland  to 
direct  the  doctor  of  Londonderry  Gaol 
to  at  once  make  a  careful  examination 
into  the  state  of  Mr.  Conybeare's 
eyesight. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prisons 
Board  are  perfectly  alive  to  the  health  of 
every  person  in  the  Irish  prisons,  and  I 
know  they  are  watching  this  case  with 
great  care. 

Db.  KENNY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  general  order 
on  the  question  of  the  colouring  of  the 
cells?  The  matter  has  been  already 
under  discussion  amongst  the  authori- 
ties and  they  are  all  agreed  on  the 
matter. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  authorities  are  agreed  on 
the  matter.  There  has  been  no  evidence 
brought  before  me  that  leads  me  to 
believe  that  the  present  system  of  colour- 
ing the  walls  of  prison  cells  is  delete- 
rious to  the  eyesight  of  the  prisoners. 
However,  I  will  bring  the  matter  before 
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the  Irish  Prisons  Board  and  take  their 
opinion  on  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  he  ALY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  was  in  Tralee  Gaol,  and  made 
representations  as  to  the  distress  caused 
to  him  by  the  white  colour  of  the  walls, 
the  Governor  of  the  gaol  had  the  evil 
remedied  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye^ 
causing  the  walls  to  be  brown-washed  ? 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
is  it  worth  while  to  keep  this  question 
open  such  a  length  of  time  when,  with 
so  little  trouble,  the  g^evanoe  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  could  be 
removed  ? 

Db.  KENNY:  I  beg  to  give  notioe 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  this  matter 
on  the  Estimates. 

PRISONERS  AND  THE  PRESS. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  (Ooni- 
wall,  Mid,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  foet 
that  the  General  Prisons  Board  of  Ire- 
land have  detained  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Conybeare,  containing  a  paper  writtea 
by  thatjhon.  Member-lor  theeditor<rflhe 
Jdining   Journal:    whether    the    papa 
contained  anything  more  than  a  mere 
expression  of   Mr.   Conybeare's  Tiairs 
upon  the  question  of  mining  royaUiea, 
which  the  editor  of  the  journal  Uad 
asked  him  to  send,  with  the  objeoi  of 
comparing  them  with  the  viewa  of  otiher 
Representatives  of  mining  rnnntitnimfiM 
who  had    already  contributed 
expressions  of  opinion  on  this  im 
question ;  whether  there  waa  in  the 
Member's  paper  any  reference  to 
troversial    topics   connected    -witk 
causes  of    his  imprisonment,    or 
Ireland  generally ;  and  whether, 
the  circumstances,  he  will  direct  Ikli 
the  hon.  Member's  letter  xmvj  be 
mitted  to  pass  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  B ALFOUE :  The 
Prisons  Board  report  that  a  co 
cation  from  Mr.  Conybeare.  in 
for  the  Press  was  submitted   bj 
Governor  of  Londonderry  Prison  oi 
31st  ult.,  and  in  accordance  wi^ 
established  practice  of  the  serriai 
was  informed  in  reply  that  no       __ 
of  any  class  is  permitted  to  write  to 
Press.    It  would,  in  the  opinion  «{ 
Prisons  Board,  be  wholly  inoou 
with  the  maintenance  of  priaon 
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pline  if  a  contrary  course  were  per* 
minted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  aek— as 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  sow  made 
a  definite  statement  that  no  prisoner  of 
aity  class  can  now  be  permitted  to  write 
to  the  Press— whether  the  rule  has  been 
in  existence  since  January  1,  1883,  or 
whether  it  has  only  been  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself? 

Mr.  a  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Prisons 
Board  have  given  me  the  information 
which  I  have  given  to  the  House.  I 
know  DO  more  about  the  subject.  If  the 
hoQ.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  put  a 
farther  question  on  the  Paper  I  will 
endeardur  to  answer  it. 

Ma.  MACNEILL:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  know  that  Mr.  E. 
Yates  and  Mr.  Stead  were  allowed  to 
conduct  their  respective  journals  when 
in  prison  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  question  of 
that  kind  ou^fht  to  be  addressed  not  to 
me,  hut  to  the  Home  Secretary .» 

MR.MAONEILL:  Then  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  as 
to  prison  discipline  in  Ireland.  Does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know 
that  the  late  Bichard  Pigott,  when  in 
prison  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant- in 
1S68,  was  allowed  to  conduct  his  news- 
papers? 

POST  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 
Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
^  ^g  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whethsr  he  is  aware  that  it  has  been 
toe  practice  to  announce  in  the  Official 
Postal  Circular  Tacancies  occurring  in 
Poatmasterships.  Ac,  and  the  date  by 
»hich  application  to  fill  such  vacancy 
••aid  be  sent  in  ;  whether  such  practice 
™  recently  been  departed  from ; 
*h«ther  a  recent  Post  Office  Circular 
Mtaibs  the  record  of  10  appointments, 
dmade  without  any  previous  announce- 
ft^t  that  a  vacancy  existed ;  and 
tliether  he  will  state  to  the  House  the 
***son8  for  the  change  ? 
|*Ma.  EAIKE8:  I  am  quite  ;aware  of 
practice  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
I,  and  no  change  has  been  made  as 
is  the  general  custom.  I  must,  at 
same  time,  say  that  I  am  under  no 
ition  to  maintain  the  practice, 
boa.  Member  is  mistaken  *in  sup- 
ig  that  in  the  case  of  the  10 
|pointment8  to  Postmasterships  recently 
tde  no  previous  announcement  of  a 
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vacancy  had  appeared.  The  fact  is  that 
only  four  Postmasterships  were  vacant, 
and  they  were  all  notified  in  the  usual 
way  in  the  Post  Office  Circular.  The 
candidates  selected  to  fill  these  four 
vacancies  were  all  Postmasters,  and 
with  the  view  of  giving  as  wide  and 
simultaneous  a  flow  of  promotion  as 
possible  I  selected  others  from  among 
the  candidates,  several  of  whom  were 
themselves  Postmasters,  to  fill  the  posts 
thus  rendered  vacant. 

OLD  CALABAR. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
ther he  can  communicate  to  the  House 
the  substance  of  the  Eeport  of  Consul 
Hewett  on  the  outrage  committed  at 
Old  Calabar  on  the  25th  of  February 
last ;  and  what  representations  have 
been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  Qovernment  of  Germany 
on  the  subject? 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  Satisfactory 
explanations  have  been  received  from 
the  German  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  is  not  considered  necessary 
to  present  any  Papers. 

RABBIT  COURSING. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  desire  to  nsk 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  he  has 
received  memorials  from  Bath,  New- 
castle, and  other  places  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  alleged  cruel  practice  of 
*•  rabbit  coursing  "  in  enclosed  places ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  into  consi- 
deration the  expediency  of  amending 
the  Cruelty  to  Animals  Act,  so  as  to 
deal  with  this  practice  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir.  I 
have  received  such  memorials.  While 
greatly  disapproving  of  the  cruelty 
sometimes  displayed  in  rabbit  coursing, 
as  described  in  the  memorials,  I  do  not 
see  my  way  to  the  possibility  of  amend- 
ing the  law  in  the  present  state  of 
public  businef'S. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  a  promise,  or  hold 
out  any  hope,  that  the  question  will  bo 
dealt  with  by  legislation  next  Ses- 
sion? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  acknowledge  that  it  would  bo 
extremely  imprudent  on  my  part  to 
hold  out  any  hope  of  the  kind. 
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Mb.  PENROSE  PITZGERALD 
(Oambridge) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
complaints  that  have  been  made  to  the 
police  authorities  of  the  bad  condition 
and  unfitness  of  the  horses  being 
worked  in  certain  omnibuses  in  Lon- 
don ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to  take 
any  steps  towards  putting  a  stop  to  the 
practice  of  using  unfit  horses  in  public 
vehicles  by  giving  the  police  authori- 
ties power  to  withhold  or  withdraw 
licenses  from  proprietors  who  do  not 
possess  horses  adequate,  in  the  opinion 
of  said  authorities,  for  the  services  they 
undertake  to  perform,  or  otherwise? 
.  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that 
during  the  year  he  has  received  com- 
plaints as  to  the  unfitness  of  horses 
from  six  private  persons.  In  conse- 
quence of  these  complaints  inspection 
was  ordered  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Police  in  exercise  of  the  power  vested  in 
him  by  16  and  17  Vict.,  c.  33.  s.  2,  and 
a  veterinary  surgeon  was  called  in  to 
report  on  the  studs  of  three  proprietors. 
In  the  case  of  two  of  these  proprietors 
the  inspection  showed  that  the  horses 
were  all  fit  for  work.  In  the  case  of  the 
third  proprietor  four  horses  were  re- 
ported unnt.  If  these  horses  are  worked 
notices  as  usual  will  be  issued,  and  if 
they  are  disregarded  the  license  is  liable 
to  be  revoked.  The  police  are  fully 
alive  to  their  duties  in  this  respect,  and, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner,  the 
provisions  of  the  existing  law  are 
adequate  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  aware  that 
omnibus  companies  and  tramway  com- 
panies increase  their  fares  by  double 
the  amount  on  Bank  holidays  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,,  order ! 

H.M.S.  SULTAK. 

Mr.  EDMUND  ROBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  whether,  since  the  full 
Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  at  the 
inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Captain^  in 
1870,  and  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
.  inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Vnnguardy  in 
1876,  were  laid  before  Parliament,  he 
would  explain  in  what  respect,  if  any, 
the  inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Sultan 


differed  in  character  and  purpose  from 
these  inquiries  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  thi  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex,  Ealing) :  In  the  case  of  the  loss  of 
the  Captain  and  the  Vanguard  the  onlj 
inquiry  held  was  under  Court  Martial. 
In  the  case  of  the  Sultan  an  inTsatiga- 
tion  both  by  Court  Martial  and  by  a 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held.    I  am  not 
aware  that  the  proceedings  of  any  natal 
Court  of  Inquiry  have  ever  been  laid 
before    Parliament.      In    the  present 
instance   the  proceedings,  both  of  the 
Court  Martial    and    of   the  Conrl  ol 
Inquiry,  have  been  published  in  exltM 
through  the  daily  Press,   but  I  nwot 
decline  to  make  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court    of    Inquiry    a    Parliamentary 
Paper. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Has  there 
been  an  Admiralty  Minute  prepared  as 
to  this  inquiry,  and,  if  so,  will  it  belaid 
before  the  House  ? 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No,  Sir.  U 
the  hon.  Qentleman  will  look  into  the 
circumBtances  of  the  Vanguard  inqmryi 
he  will  see  that  that  inquiry  bears  no 
analogy  to  the  inquiry  into  the  loei  « 
the  Suitan,  consequently  no  Minute  will 
be  prepared.  , 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Briatol, 
E.) :  When  one  of  Her  Mojaety'aahipa 
is  lost,  is  it  not  right  that  all  informaUon 
concerning  such  loss  should  be  gi^en  to 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Any  hon. 
Member  desiring  to  have  full  informa- 
tion can  obtain  it  by  consultuig  the 
published  reports  of  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to  giw 
notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  thia 
subject  on  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

THE  CASE  OP  MURPHY. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Gree^ 
8.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  8ecretaiy« 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whetto 
it  is  true  that  a  constable  of  thft  I. 
Division  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  IjJ 
just  been  dismissed  the  aerrice,  on  til 
ground  that  he  was  "grievously  ■••• 
pected  of  guying  false  evidence ;"  •■^ 
whether  it  was  upon  the  evideBeeef 
this  constable  that  a  costennoafl^ 
named  Thomas  Murphy  (who  upon  Ml 
trial  set  up  an  alUi)  was  in  Decembif 
last  convicted  and  sent  into  penal  a•^ 
vitude ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  be  pio* 
poses  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 
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Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  A  constable  of 
the  X  Division  has  been  dismissed  from 
the  Bemce  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
made  false  statements  with  reference  to 
the  discharge  of  his  duties  as  a  police 
officer,  and  with  reference  to  immoral 
coodact  discreditable  to  the  force ;  and 
alao  on  the  ground  of  grave  suspicion 
attaching  to  the  truth  of  a  charge  made 
by  him.     The    case    against  Murphy 
reated  priocipallj  on  the  eyidence  of 
ibis  constable,  and  after  full  considera- 
tion and  consultation  with  the  learned 
Judge  I  have  thought  it  right  to  release 
Morphy  on  license. 

laSLAND— PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
CRIMES  ACT. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal.  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
directions  g^ven  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  under   the  14th  section  of 
**The  Crimes   Act,    1887,"  make  any 
and  what  provision    for   counsel    and 
solicitors  of  persons  charged,  and  where 
may  those   directions  be   found;    are 
those  directions  distinct  from  the  rules 
Qoder  the  15th  section;  do  the  scales 
made  under  the  latter  rules  relate  to 
anything  but  the  travelling  and  main- 
tenance of  the  accused  and  their  wit- 
neaaea;    would    he    state    specifically 
whether  the  Gweedore  prisoners  to  be 
tried  in  the  Queen's  County  at  a  special 
^cesjon  of  the  Assizes  in  October  will 
wceivefrom  the  Crown  full  and  ade- 
quate aid  to  enable  them  to  retain  and 
ceep  the  counsel  and  solicitors  engaged 
ttd  instructed  for  their  defence  before 
thechaige  of  venue ;  and,  whether  there 
u any  scale  to  meet  such  a  case;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  see  that  one  is  provided 
«  directed  by  the  Act  ? 
.Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:    The  direc- 
^onB  of  the    Lord  Lieutenant,   under 
Seetioii  h  of  the  Crimes  Act,  do  make 
fcoTision  for  counsel  and  solicitors  of 
pofsoos  charged.     These  directions  are 
unbodied  in  Treasury  regulations  and 
M  at  Dublin  Castle.     They  are  dis- 
btctfrom  the  rules  under  Section  15. 
&6  Gweedore  prisoners  will,  of  course, 
>Mei?e  from  the  Crown  the  same  aid  as 
^hat  already  given  to  other  prisoners  in 
<bioge  of  venue  cases  under  the  Trea- 
*ttty  scale  existing. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
^^tleman  not  aware  that  that  only 
defers  to  travelling  expenses,  and  that 


no  person  has  ever  received  anything 
except  for  travelling  expenses  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  gather 
from  the  information  supplied  to  me 
that  what  is  done  is  this :  There  has 
been  provision  made  for  the  travelliug 
expenses  of  witnesses  and  for  mainten- 
ance, and  in  addition  to  that  I  believe 
there  is  provision  made  for  solicitors  and 
for  counsel — under  Sections  14  and  15. 
That  is  the  impression  I  gather. 

Mr.  0»D0HERTY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  where  these  direc- 
tions are  to  be  found—in  what  Treasury 
Minute  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
make  known  the  contents  of  the  Trea- 
sury Minute,  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

"BAD  CHARACTERS"  IN  ENNIS. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  give  the 
names  of  the  ''  bad  characters "  with 
whom  Martin  M'Namara,  hoo.  Secretary 
Crusheen  Branch  Irish  National  League, 
was  associating  with  in  Ennis,  which  led 
to  his  arrest  in  that  town  on  the  25th 
ultimo  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  From  the 
Report  received  from  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  it  appears  that  M'Namara 
was  observed  to  associate  with  several 
suspects  of  the  district.  I  think  it 
would  be  contrary  both  to  precedent 
and  to  the  public  interest  to  publish  the 
names  of  such  persons. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  must  press  this  question. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has  stigpna- 
tised  as  bad  characters  some  of  the  most 
respectable  inhabitants  of  the  town  of 
Ennis  and  the  County  of  Clare,  some  of 
whom  may  be,  for  aught  I  know,  friends 
of  my  own.  I  want  to  learn  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  he  referred. 
Will  he  repeat  his  cowardly  and  con- 
temptible slanders  outside  the  House  ? 
ILoud  eria  of '' Ot^er  V] 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  \  The 
hon.  Member  must  know  that  he  is  not 
entitled  to  use  that  language. 

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE  :  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  is  meant 
by  the  term  **  suspects."  Is  it  a  term 
known  to  law  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  not  a 
term  known  to  law.  I  did  not  use  it  in 
a  legal  sense. 
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Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  What  is  the 
meaning  of  the  phrase  ? 
*Mb.  A.J.BALFOUR:  Persons  who 
are  under  suspicion,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  rise  to 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

LAND  CASES  FROM  STRANORLAR. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Solicitor 
General  if  he  is  aware  that  several 
hundreds  of  cases,  served  for  hearing 
before  the  1st  November,  1887,  in  the 
Land  Courts  in  the  Union  of  Stranorlar 
alone,  are  still  undealt  with,  and  that 
the  tenants  are  being  processed  in  large 
numbers  at  every  sessions  for  the  old 
rents;  and,  whether  he  can  account 
for  the  extraordinary  delay  in  hearing 
these  cases  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Land 
Commiesioners  report  that  there  are 
484  cases  from  the  Union  of  Stranorlar 
unheard,  and  which  were  received 
before  November  1,  1887.  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  tenants  are  being  pro- 
cessed in  large  numbers  for  the  old 
rents.  But  even  were  such  the  case, 
their  interests  are  safe-guarded  by  the 
existing  statutes.  A  Sub-Commission 
has  been  sitting  continuously  in  County 
Donegal  since  September,  1888,  and 
the  several  unions  have  been  taken  up 
in  their  turn.  The  last  sitting  for  the 
union  referred  to  was  in  December, 
1888,  and  there  will  bo  another  fitting 
early  next  Circuit  for  the  same  district. 
All  the  Sub- Commissions  have  been 
working  continuously  throughout  Ire- 
land and  are  constantly  engaged.  It 
has  not  been  possible  to  arrange  for 
more  frequent  sittings.  The  Commis- 
sioners anticipate  that  if  the  Bill  intro- 
duced this  week  by  the  Government 
becomes  law  this  Session,  the  disposal 
of  outstanding  applications  to  fix  judi- 
cial rents  will  be  much  expedited. 

THE    REPORT   OF    THE   ROYAL    COM- 
MISSION ON  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  DE  LISLECLeicestershire,  Mid.}: 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  ho  will  give  an  assurance 
that  no  new  Education  Code  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  of 
Commons  next  Session,  nor  any  fresh 
educational  legislation  be  proposed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  until  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  upon 
Education    has    been     amply    and    in 


detail    discussed    in    both   Hooses  of 
Parliament  ? 

*Thr  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  We  are,  I  think,  ac- 
customed to  ''ample"  discasaion  io 
this  House,  and  I  do  not  know  wbat 
interpretation  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  to  such  an  engagement  aa  h& 
desires  me  to  enter  into.  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry  it  is  not  in  my  power  to 
make  him  any  pledge  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  DE  LISLE :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  that  we  ahall 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this 
matter  early  next  Session  ? 

*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  No;  1  cannot 
undertake  to  provide  a  special  time  for 
such  discussion.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  aware  that  hon.  Members  themselves 
are  able  to  raise  discussions  on  queationa 
of  this  character. 

A  COURT  FOR  CRIMINAl/  APPEAIA 
Mb.  FRANCIS  MACLEAN  (Oxford, 
Woodstock):   I  beg  to   ask  the  First 
Lord  of   the    Treasury    whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  introducing  a  Bill  next 
Session  for  the  constitution  of  a  Ooart 
of  Appeal  in  Criminal  Cases  ? 
*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  qoeation 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  one  of  great  im- 
portance ;  but  I  am  sure  he  will  aw ^^ 
it  is  not  in  my  power  to  give  him  an 
answer  to  a  question  which  would  have 
to  be  considered  by  the  whole  Qofern- 
ment. 

Mr.  F.  MACLEAN :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  as  early  as  possible  next 
Session  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  question  of  the  adn»- 
bility  of  constituting  a  Court  of  Apfw 
in  criminal  cases,  and  move  a  Beeo- 
lution. 

THE  MERCHANDISE  MARKS  ACT  !>' 
THE  COLONIES. 

Ma.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield.  Briglit- 
side) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretait 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  which  of  oar 
Colonies  have  adopted  the  principles  of 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  how  tsa^J 
have  failed  to  do  so,  and  what  stepe  are 
being  taken  by  the  Colonial  Office  \x> 
secure  uniformity  in  that  respect? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  Laws  aimi- 
lar  to  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  are 
in  force  in  the  following  Colonies:— 
Canada,  Newfoundland,    the  Cape  of 
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Oood  Hope,  Natal,  Western  Australia, 
Jamaica,  British  Quiana,  British  Hon- 
duras, I^ioidad  and  Tobago,  Grenada, 
8f.  Vincent,    St.   Lucia,  the  Leeward 
Islands,    the    Falkland    Islands,     St. 
Helena,  Sierra  Leone,  the  Gambia,  the 
Oold  Coast,  Lagos,  Gibraltar,  Ceylon, 
Maoritias,  and  the  Straits  Settlements. 
The  Oo?emments    of    the    following 
Colonies  have   promised    to  introduce 
similar  legislation  : — Victoria,  Queens- 
iand,  South  Australia,  Tasmania,  New 
Zealand,  Bahamas,    Barbados,    Malta, 
and  Hongkong.     In  Fiji,  Heligoland, 
Md  Labuan,  it  has  not  been  considered 
necessary 'at  present  to    legislate,  but 
the  Governors  will  be  instructed  to  do 
80.    In  Bermuda  a  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced by  the  Government,  but  has  been 
rejected  by  the  Legislature.     The  Go- 
vernnaent  of  New  South  Wales  has  not 
jet  signified  its  intention  of  adopting 
the  principles  of  the  Act,  and  the  Go- 
vernor has  been  recently  requested  to 
report  on  the  subject.     The  Secretary 
of  8tate  has  taken  the  necessary  steps 
to  secure  uniformity  of  legislation  in 
Crown  Colonies,  and  he  trusts  that  in 
those  Colonies  in  which  the  Crown  has 
fio  control  over   legislation  (with   the 
unimportant    exception    of    13ermuda) 
uniformity  will  shortly  be  established. 

laELAND— THE  RELEASE  OF  FATHER 
STEPHEN 

UtL  MAO  NEILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
Father  Stephen,  the  priest  of  Falcar- 
f&gh,  who  was  sentenced  to  six  months' 
imprisonment  on  account  of  ciroum- 
Btances  connected  with  the  Gweedore 
evictions,  was  yesterday  discharged 
from  Derry  Gaol  two  months  before 
the  expiration  of  his  sentence ;  and,  if 
^*  what  are  the  grounds  for  his  dis* 
:harge? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  true 
hat  Father  Stephen  has  been  released  ; 
^  ground  of  bis  release  is  failing 
lealth. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL :  I  have  received 
he  following  telegram  from  Father 
Stephen: — •*!  have  never  pleaded  ill- 
isalth,  and  my  health  is  still  good.'' 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  per- 
^y  aware  that  Father  Stephen  never 
leaded  ill-health,    but  the  doctor,   on 


observing  a  loss  of  weight,  advised  his 
release. 

IMPRISONMENT  OF  MR.  CONYBEARE. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL:  I  beg  to  ask 
whether  Mr.  Oonybeare  was  sentenced 
yesterday  to  be  deprived  for  a  week  of 
all  newspapers,  and,  if  so,  on  what 
ground,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  Estimates  are  now  beiug  dis- 
cussed ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  know  no- 
thing about  the  subject  of  this  question, 
nor  can  I  for  a  moment  see  what 
relevancy  the  Irish  Estimates  can  have 
to  the  sentence  alleged  to  have  been 
passed. 

PROGRESS  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  W.  M.  murphy  (Dublin,  St. 
Patrick's) :  May  I  ask  when  the  Vote 
for  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  will 
be  taken? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  We  are  now 
taking  the  Magistrates'  Vote  out  of  its 
order  in  deference  to  the  wish  of  the 
Irish  Members.  We  propose,  however, 
to  take  the  rest  of  the  Votes  in  their 
order. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  Is  it  intended  to  take  the 
second  Order  to-night — the  Infectious 
Diseases  Notification  Bill  ? 
*Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  should  be  glad  to 
take  it  to-night  if  the  Irish  Estimates 
are  finished  before  12  o'clock. 

Mr.T.  M.  HEALY:  When  the  Qovem- 
meut  bring  in  the  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  do  they  intend  to  include 
in  it  the  first  section — the  L^asehoUer's 
Section — of  the  Act  of  1887,  so  as  to 
give  leaseholders  a  little  additional  time 
to  go  into  Court  ? 

Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  Yes;  it  will 
be  included. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  Will  the  Tithe 
Rentcharge  Bill  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Ye^;  and  we 
hopetto  be  able  to  make  considerable 
progress  with  it.  I  tbink  I  may  now 
refer  to  the  notice  I  gave  last  evening 
with  reference  to  a  Saturday  sitting.  1 
was  under  the  impresbion  tbat  hon. 
Members  would  gladly  avail  themselves 
of  the  opportunity  to  shorten  the 
Session  by  a  Saturday  bitting ;  but  in- 
formation has  been  communicated  to  me 
from  various  parts  of  the  House,  and 
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especially  from  bon.  Gentlemen  below 
tbe  Gangway,  tbat  a  Saturday  sitting 
would  be  extremely  disagreeable  to 
tbem.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
do  not  wish  to  occupy  time  by  discussion, 
and  will  therefore  not  proceed  with  the 
notice  which  stands  in  my  name.  In 
taking  this  course  I  hope  I  may  appeal 
to  hon.  Members  in  all  parts  of  the 
House  to  make  such  reasonable  progress 
with  the  business  as  will  afford  a  chance 
to  hon.  Members,  who,  I  believe,  are 
generally  desirous  of  returning  to  the 
country  as  early  as  possible.  Of  course 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Goyemment  to 
remain  as  long  as  it  may  be  necessary ; 
but  I  believe  there  are  very  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  would  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  see  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  I 
appeal  with  confidence  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men not  to  prolong  discussion  beyond 
what  is  reasonable  and  necessary. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton- 
shire. E.) :  Will  the  Tithe  Rent  Charge 
Bill  be  the  First  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Monday  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Substantially, 
the  Tithe  Bent-Charge  Bill  will  be  the 
First  Order  on  Monday. 

Mr.  COSSHAM  :  I  would  ask  whether 
pressing  forward  the  Tithes  Bill  is  not 
contrary  to  the  statement  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  made,  that  he  de- 
■ires  to  save  the  time  of  the  House  ? 

♦Mr.  W:  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  Government  feel  them- 
selves compelled  to  take  the  judgment 
of  the  House  on  this  Bill. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL:  Does  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  intend  to  pro- 
ceed to-night  with  the  London  County 
Council  (Money)  Bill  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  opposition  to  it. 

INDIAN  TELEGRAPH  DEPARTMENT. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
the  Government  of  India  recognises  the 
preferential  claim  of  officers  who  have 
served  a  great  number  of  years  in  the 
Indian  Telegraph  Department,  and  who 
have  entered  that  Department  in  its 
lower  grades,  to  the  higher  offices  in 
the  Department  as  they  fall  vacant  ? 

Tdb  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE    for    INDIA  (Sir  J.   Gorst, 

Mr.  rr.  H.  Snith 


Chatham) :  In  making  promotions  io 
the  Telegraph  Service  tbe  Oovemme&t 
of  India  have  regard,  first,  to  personal 
fitness,  and,  secondly,  to  length  of 
service. 

Sir  ROPER  LETHBRIDGE:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  is  the  total  amoimtof  the  pen* 
sions  now  payable  in  England  to  mem- 
bers of  the  Indian  Telegraph  Depart- 
ment ;  and  what  would  be  the  extra 
cost  if  those  pensions  were  pud  in 
sterlinpr  ? 

Sra  J.  GORST :  The  amount  is  Ba 
89,758  1 1  annas.  The  extra  cost  of  pay- 
ing in  sterling  would  be  £2,804  19e.4i, 
at  the  present  official  rate  of  exchange. 


MESSAGE  PROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  passed  a  Bill,  in- 
tituled "An  Act  for  further  promoting 
the  ReTision  of  the  Statute  Lav  bj 
repealing  superfluous  expressions  of  en- 
actments which  have  ceased  to  be  id 
force  or  have  become  unneceeaary. 
[Statute  Law  Revision  Bill  [Lords.] 

That  they  have  agreed  to  Settle 
Land  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Companiee 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  (18^) 
Amendment  Bill ;  Amendmenta  t|> 
Marriages  (Basutoland,  &c)  ^{|j 
[LordsJ,  Court  of  Session  and  Biu 
Chamber  (Scotland)  Clerks  Bill. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BlUi 
[LOBDS.] 
Read  the  first  time ;   to  be  Tead  a 
second  time  upon  Tuesday  next,  and  to 
be  printed.    [Bill  371.] 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  I/)BDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to  Oraeltf** 
Children  Prevention  Bill,  now  Pw^J 
tion  of  Cruelty  to,  and  Protection* 
Children  Bill ;  Local  Government  (Soo^ 
land)  Bill,  with  Amendments. 

LUNACY  ACTS   AMENDMENT  Blli» 

[LORDS.] 

Lords  Reasons   for    disagreeiig 
certain  of  the  Amendments  made  by 
Commons,  and  Lords   Amendmenji 
the  Commons  Amendments,  and  0 
sequential  Amendment  to  the  Bill.** 
considered  upon  Monday  next,  and  to* 
printed.    [BiU  870.] 
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ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(Iq  the  Committee.) 

Class  III. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  eum,  not  exceeding  £84,062,  be 
gnnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necenary  to  defray  the  Charge)  which  will 
come  in  oourEe  of  payment  during  the  year 
endbg  on  the  31  at  day  of  March,  1 890,  for  the 
fiiliries.  Allowances,  and  Expenses  and  Pen- 
lioni  of  Tarious  County  Court  Officers,  of 
Diniiooal  Commissioners  and  Magistrates  in 
Ireland,  and  the  Expenses  of  Revision." 

The    CHIEF     SECRETAEY    foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub,  Man- 
chester, E.) :   It  might  perhaps  be  in 
accordance    with    the    wishes     of   the 
House  that  I  should  make  a  short  ex- 
planation, almost  in  the  nature  of  a  per- 
gonal explanation,   with  regard  to  an 
episode  which  occurred  in  the  course  of 
my  speech  last  night  on  this  Vote.    It 
will  be  recollected  that  one  of  the  sub- 
jects that  camo  up  for  discussion  was  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  and  Colonel 
Twner  in  declining  to  subscribe  to  the 
Kerry  Hunt,  and  I  stated  that  one  of 
^0  reasons  which  I  understood  to  in- 
fluence these  gentlemen  was  that  they 
were  of  opinion  that  the   attacks  made 
^>on  them  in  the  newspaper  of  an  hon. 
Member  who  was  on  the  committee  of 
fhathnnt  were  of  such  a  kind  as  to  make 
It  impossible  for  them  to  continue  their 
connection   with  the  hunt  any  longer. 
I  read  out  certain  phrases  which  1  had 
understood  afforded  some  of  the  grounds 
on  which  these  two  gentlemen  had  come 
to  their  decision.    The  hon.    Member 
wferred  to  appeared  to   dispute    the 

Gneral  accuracy  of  the  phrases,  and  I 
TO  done  my  best  since  then — I  have 
not  had  much  time — to  discover  how 
&r  the  view  which  I  understand  to  be 
the  view  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  and  Colonel 
Turner,  is  absolutely  jastified  by  the 
contents  of  the  newspaper  in  question — 
the  Kerry  Sentinel.  The  Kerry  JSentinel 
tt  in  the  habit  of  giving  publicity  to  the 
'cedutions  of  various  branches  of  the 

I^nd  League  in  that  part  of  Ireland 

*Thb  chairman  :  The  right  hon. 
QcitUeman  proposes  to  justify  the 
opinion  of  the  Magistrates  by  citations 
&om  a  newspaper.     I  think  that  is  in- 


troducing a  new  element  into  the  Debate 
foreign  to  the  question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALEOUE :  On  the  point 
of  order,  (3ir,  may  I  point  out  this  to 
you  ?  The  contention  of  the  two  gen- 
tlemen in  question,  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche 
and  Colonel  Turner,  whose  conduct  was 
publicly  called  attention  to  in  the  House, 
was  based  on  certain  expreasions  which 
they  said,  or  thought,  were  used  in  the 
Kerry  Smtiiel.  The  reply  made  was 
that  these  expressions  were  not  used  in 
the  newspaper ;  therefore,  I  would  ask 
you,  Mr.  Courtney,  whether  it  would  not 
be  relevant  to  the  Debate]  to  point  out 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  absolutely 
equivalent  expressions  have  been  so 
used? 

♦The  CHAIEMAN  :  That  would  be 
wandering  into  an  entirely  new  con« 
troversy .  The  only  question  is  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  representation  of  the 
views  entertained  by  those  two  Magis- 
trates. As  to  going  into  a  j  ustification  of 
the  views,  I  do  not  think  that  would  be 
regular. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE ;  Of  course,  I 
do  not  wish  to  press  the  point ;  but  I 
would  ask,  is  not  the  accuracy  of  the 
representation  dependent  upon  tho  fact 
that  those  quotations  did  occur  in  the 
newspaper  in  question?  If  they  did 
occur,  the  representation  of  the  views  of 
the  Magistrates  would  be  correct;  if 
they  did  not  occur,  it  would  be  incorrect. 
In  that  way  would  not  this  matter  be 
relevant  ? 

*Thb  CHAIEMAN :  No,  I  think  not. 
The  point  raised  last  night  was,  the  jus- 
tification of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  making  his  statement  in  which  he 
represented  the  views  of  the  Magis- 
trates. The  point  is  the  justification  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not  of  the 
Magistrates  who  held  these  views. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Mr.  Courtney, 
the  Magistrates  were  attacked. 
♦The  CHAIEMAN  :  Not  in  relation  to 
this. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  Then  may  I 
not  justify  myself? 

♦The  CHAIEMAN  :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  adopt  the 
language  last  night  as  represouting  the 
views  of  the  Magistrate  and  wishes  to 
make  that  language  his  own,  he  will  in 
that  case  bo  justified  iu  going  into  this 
evidence.  But  I  would  strongly  depre- 
cate such  a  course  as  fatal  to  the  conduct 
of  business. 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  the  face  of 
your  strongly- expressed  opinion,  Sir,  I 
shall  abstain  from  going  into  the  matter 
farther.  

Mr.  J.W.  LOWTHEB  (Kent,  Thanet): 
On  the  point  of  order,  may  I  ask,  Mr. 
Courtney,  whether  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  would  be  entitled  to  reply  to  a 
question  on  the  subject  of  the  language 
actually  used? 

♦The  chairman  :  Order  is  generally 
preserved  by  paying  deference  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Chair,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  elected  to  do  that. 

Mr.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry,  W.): 
I  should  be  very  happy,  indeed,  if  you 
saw  your  way  to  afford  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary the  facility  he  desires.  The  charge 
last  night  was  that  I  in  my  paper  did  use 
that  language,  aud  I  call  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  substantiate  it. 

*Thb  chairman  :  That  is  not  quite 
what  was  said  last  night.  But  I  appeal 
to  both  sides  of  the  House  after  the 
expression  of  opinion  that  has  fallen 
from  the  Chair  to  let  this  digression 
cease. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  I 
will  pass  over  the  incident  of  last  night, 
merely  remarking  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary,  through  his  secretary  or  his  secre- 
tary's secretary,  may  easily  manage  by 
letters  to  the  newspapers  to  fuUy  explain 
his  position.  The  matter  upon  which  I 
first  wish  to  ask  a  question  is  strictly 
relevant  to  this  Vote,  and  has  reference 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  Resident  Magistrates.  These 
Resident  Magistrates  are  allowed  not 
merely  to  practice  in  a  particular  Petty 
Sessions  district,  they  are  armed  with 
powers  to  sit  in  various  counties  through- 
out Ireland.  About  four  months  ago  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave  a  dis- 
tinct pledge  that  a  Paper  would  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  explaining  the  position 
of  the  Divisional  Commissioners.  I  had 
never  seen  any  Paper  explaining  under 
what  circumstances  these  gentlemen 
were  plaoed  in  their  new  position.  They 
started  as  ordinary  Resident  Magistrates, 
and  remained  so  until  Mr.  Forster 
issued  what  was  called  his  **  satrap 
circular"  making  them  Divisional 
Magistrates,  dividing  Ireland  into  six, 
and  placing  one  man  over  each  Division. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  the  Auditor 
General  stigmatised  the  proceeding  as 
I' grossly  illegal,"  and  it  was  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion  during  the  whole  of  a 


night  in  this  House.    It  shows  eitrt* 
ordinary  elasticity  and  suppleness  in  the 
law  that  when  Government  cannot  get 
the  salaries  of  these  gentlemen  as  Divi- 
sional  Magistrates,  they  can  elude  the 
Auditor    General    by    turning   them 
into    Divisional    Commissioners.   The 
Lord  Lieutenant   shifts   the  elide,  the 
Lord    Chancellor  turns  on   his  lime* 
light,  and  these  gentlemen  blsze  forth 
as      Divisional      Commissioners    with 
judicial  functions  in  12  counties.    Then 
I  come  to  the  Resident  MagistrateSjand 
first  to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  of  whom  I  wieh 
to  speak  with  the  utmost  respect  due  Uj 
him  personally,  and  to  his  office,  or  as  I 
may  say  offices.   Mr.  Cecil  Roche  began 
official  life  as  a  Land  Commissioner,  and 
in  that  capacity  it  may  be  remembered 
how  he  punished  Lord  Annaly  by  cat- 
ting down  his  rents.     Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
had  a  quarrel  with  Lord  Annaly,  and 
that   nobleman  got  it  hot  and  heavj 
from  Mr.  Cecil  Roche.     To  use  a  com- 
mon expression,  he  **  wired  into"  Lord 
Annaly  with  equal  energy  to  that  he 
has  since  displayed  against  my  hon. 
Friend  and  the  Nationalists  of  Eer^- 
For  private  reasons,  into  which  I  will 
not    enter,  Mr.    Cecil  Roche  left  the 
position  of  Land  Commissioner  and  be- 
<^ame  a  Resident  Magistrate.     -Aa  * 
Land  Commissioner  he  had  £1|^  ^ 
year  and  expenses.     How  it  waa  fli«^ 
he  was  compelled  or  induced  to  become 
a  Resident  Magistrate  with  £450  a  jeai 
I  will  not  now   inquire    into.   He  was 
appointed  to  Kerry,  and  there  he  carried 
out  the  views  of  the  Government  so  well 
that  they  increased  his  salary  and  jnru- 
diction.     They  made  him  a  Magistrate 
of  the  County  of  Clare.     Now  the  prac- 
tice of  these  gentlemen  is  to  travel  firom 
one  L^'censing  Sessions  to  another,  and 
whenever  a  Nationalist  publican  appliei 
for  a  renewal  of  his  license  in  Claie, 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche  sails  up  from  Coootj 
Kerry,  and  takes  his  seat  on  the  Bsb^ 
to  secure  the  refusal  of  the  license.  Aad 
this  brings  me  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Jamei 
Byrne  and  the  manner  in  which  he  hai 
been    treated.       How    can     the   Ixv^ 
Chancellor  defend  his  action   with  re* 
spect  to  Mr.   James  Byrne,    a    teDan^ 
farmer  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Mallov 
and   a    Justice    of    the    Peace?     Vt. 
Byrne   is   a   moderate    politician,   bat 
he  was  an  old  member  of  the  Tenaati 
Defence  League  ten  or  more  years  ago. 
It  happened   that    at  the  Sessioaa  ^X 
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Permoy,  which  is  10  miles  from  Mallow, 
where  Mr.  Bjme  resided,  there  was  a 
case  in  which  the  police  were  charged 
with  having  batoned  the  people.     Mr. 
Byrne  came  up  from  Mallow,  and  sat 
on  the  Bench  during  the  trial,  and  for 
thus  sitting  outside    his    district    Mr. 
Byrne's  name  was  removed   from  the 
Oofflmission     of  the    Peace.      At    the 
same  time    Mr.     Eaton,    E.M.,     was 
brought  from  Mitchelstown,  a  distance 
of  15  miles.     It  was  all  right  for  him 
to  come,   and  be  was  paid   for  it,  but 
because  the  unpaid  Magistrate    came 
•i  lesser  distance  he  was  dismissed  from 
the  Commission.     This  I  say  is  a  scan- 
dalous exercise   of  the  authority  of  the 
I^rd  Chancellor.     How  does  the  law 
stand  as  laid  down  in  a  case  decided  as 
recently  as  two  years  ago  ?    The  action 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  in   absolute 
oppodtioa  to    the    law   laid    down  in 
England  in   the  case  of  **  The  Queen  t>. 
Bickley,"    in      which       the     Queen's 
Bench,     upholding    the     decision     of 
Quarter  Sessions,  held  that  a  Magis- 
Urate's  jurisdiction  extends  to  the  whole 
connty,  and  is  not  confined  to  his  own 
Petty  Sessional  district.     Such    is  the 
decision  of  Lord  Coleridge  and  Baron 
Pollock.      Why,  then,  was  Mr.  Bryne 
dismissed? 

The  chairman  :  This  is  a  point 
that  does  not  arise  under  the  Yote. 

MK.T.M.  HEALY:  The  point  I  wish 
to  nm  is  the  difiPerence  of  treatment  of 
Mr.  Eaton  and  Mr.  Byrne. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  action  of  a 
Beeident  Magistrate  in  acting  outside 
his  district  is  another  point ;  the  hon. 
Member  was  going  beyond  that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  I  urge  is 
that  the  treatment  applied  to  Mr. 
Byrne  should  be  equally  applied  to 
Mr.  Eaton,  and  all  the  rest  of  the  noble 
*nny.  Why  is  that  which  is  forbidden 
to  Mr.  James  Byrne  conceded  to  Resident 
Magistrates  in  whom  nobody  has  any 
confidence,  and  some  of  whom  are  in  a 
hopelessly  insolvent  condition  and 
%ure  in  the  pages  of  Stubha^  Oa%ette  ? 
Many  of  these  gentlemen  I  allude  to  are 
•Uowed  to  go  about  from  one  district  to 
toother,  now  acting  as  Resident  Magis- 
^fstes,  now,  like  Mr. Cecil  Roche,  leading 
A  baton  charge  of  the  police,  and  con- 
wiuing  at  Licensing  Sessions  to  deprive 
Nationalists  of  licenses.  Why  should 
these  men  be  allowed  to  pack  the  Bench 
on  such  occasions  ?    Why  is  Captain 


I  Stack,  of  whom,  personally,  I  saj 
nothing,  allowed  to  exercise  jurisdiction 
oyer  1 2  counties  ?  From  experience  we 
have  had  of  their  conduct,  I  verily 
believe  that  many  of  these  Magistrates 
would,  instead  of  the  plank  bed  and  six 
months'  hard  labour,  be  willing  to  have 
the  penal  laws  re-enacted.  I  am  sure 
that  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  would  gladly  set 
up  a  triangle  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting 
100  lashes  with  his  own  hand  on  jnj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Kerry.  Still,  these  men  have  their 
uses,  and  when  Home  Rule  is  established 
they  may  be  sent  to  Belfast,  where 
Inspector  Kerr,  after  being  prosecuted 
for  breaking  Nationalists'  heads,  had 
his  own  head  broken  by  the  Orange 
rioters.  One  of  these  Magistrates,  Mr. 
Hamilton,  during  the  Home  Rule  De- 
bates, expressed  the  willingness  of  him- 
self and  his  colleagues  to  serve  a 
National  Parliament  with  as  much 
zeal  as  they  now  serve  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment. No  doubt  they  would.  Mr. 
Roche  and  Mr.  Hamilton  would  do  a 
good  deal  for  £600  a  year.  Well,  if 
the  civil  war  breaks  out  as  predicted  by 
the  military  Member  for  Belfast,  these 
gentlemen  may  be  placed  in  the  fore- 
front of  the  battle,  and  display  their 
zeal  for  law  and  order.  Meantime,  I  am 
anxious  that  Irishmen  under  this  ad- 
ministration and  the  next  should  have 
an  equal  administration  of  the  law. 
Among  the  appoiutments  I  find  the 
name  of  Mr.  Bruen,  and  I  ask  what 
are  the  special  qualifications  he  possesses 
for  the  Magistracy  ?  He  is  the  son  of 
a  Privy  CouQcilior  and  of  a  former 
Member  of  this  House,  and  I  believe 
he  has  shown  some  skill  in  cricket. 
We  have  the  **  demon  bowler"  put  on 
the  Bench,  and  I  would  suggest  that  the 
''demon  bowler"  should  be  kept  within 
something  like  reasonable  limit'^.  The 
oth er  Magistrate  who  sat  with  the  "  demon 
bowler"  was  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald. 
He,  I  see,  figures  in  the  book  of 
biography — a  kind  of  Magisterial  Dodd, 
I  think  the  Chief  Secretary  called  it 
yesterday.  His  qualifications  are  those 
of  an  o£B.oer  in  India.  Poor  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald. I  understand  that  the  heat  has 
a  great  effect  on  a  certain  class  of  officers 
in  India,  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  I  am  in- 
formed, has  become,  what  is  called  in 
Indian  slang,  a  **  gonner,"  from  sun- 
stroke or  the  heat  of  the  weather. 
So    Mr.    Vesey    Fitzgerald    was    sent 
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day,  in  consequence  of  the  rain ;  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facts,  he  will  reconsider 
his  opinion  that  no  sheltered  exercise 
ground  is  needed ;  and,  whether  there  is 
any  other  prison  in  England  or  Ireland 
in  which  first-class  misdemeanants  are 
confined  to  one  small  cell  similar  to  that 
which  Mr.  Oonybeare  is  compelled  to 
occupy? 

Mr.  WILLIAM  M^AETHUR :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  hp  will 
request  the  General  Prisons  Board  of 
Ir^and  to  direct  the  doctor  of  London- 
derry Gaol  at  once  to  make  a  careful 
examination  into  the  state  of  the  eye- 
eight  of  Mr.  Conybaare,  M.P.  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  notice  is 
insufficient  to  deal  with  these  questions. 

Me.  mac  NEILL  :  Well,  wiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  me  the  as- 
surance that  a  special  officer  will  be  sent 
to  examine  into  Mr.  Conybeare's  eye- 
sight ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  do 
that.  The  surgeon  to  the^gaol  is  a  most 
competent  man,  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  fear  that  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  neglected. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  prison 
doctor  is  amere  general  practitioner,  and 
not  a  specialist. 

Mb.  W.  M'ARTHUR:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  request  the 
General  Prisons  Board  of  Ireland  to 
direct  the  doctor  of  Londonderry  Gaol 
to  at  once  make  a  careful  examination 
into  the  state  of  Mr.  Conybeare's 
eyesight. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prisons 
Board  are  perfectly  alive  to  the  health  of 
every  person  in  the  Irish  prisons,  and  I 
know  they  are  watching  this  case  with 
great  care. 

Dr.  KENNY :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  give  a  general  order 
on  the  question  of  the  colouring  of  the 
cells?  The  matter  has  been  already 
under  discussion  amongst  the  authori- 
ties and  they  are  all  agreed  on  the 
matter. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  authorities  are  agreed  on 
the  matter.  There  has  been  no  evidence 
brought  before  me  that  leads  me  to 
believe  that  the  present  system  of  colour- 
ing the  walls  of  prison  cells  is  delete- 
rious to  the  eyesight  of  the  prisoners. 
However,  I  will  bring  the  matter  before 
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the  Irish  Prisons  Board  and  take  their 
opinion  on  it. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE  ALY :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  when  the  ho&. 
Member  for  North  East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien)  was  in  Tralee  Gaol,  and  made 
representations  as  to  the  distress  cauaed 
to  him  by  the  white  colour  of  the  walls, 
the  Governor  of  the  g^ol  had  the  eTil 
remedied  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye- 
causing  the  walls  to  be  brown-washed  ? 
I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
is  it  worth  while  to  keep  this  qae8t»)n 
open  such  a  length  of  time  when,  with 
so  little  trouble,  the  g^evance  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oamborae  ooald  be 
removed  ? 

Db.  KENNY:  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  this  matter 
on  the  Estimates. 

PRISONERS  AND  THE  PRESS. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  (Can- 
waU,  Mid,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  tik 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  Uxi 
that  the  General  Prisons  Board  of  lie- 
land  have  detained  a  letter  from  Vr- 
Conybeare,  containing  a  paper  writtw 
by  thatjhon.  Member -for  theeditorofthe 
Mining  JourtuU ;    whether    the  pspfif 
contained  anything  more  than  s  m^^^ 
expression  of   Mr.    Conybeare's  newe 
upon  the  question  of  mining  tojetoes, 
which  the  editor  of  the  jourBil  had 
asked  him  to  send,  with  the  <>^i*^J^ 
comparing  them  with  the  views  of  ottj* 
Representatives  of  mining  oonstitoeoc^ 
who  had    already  contributed  MW 
expressions  of  opinion  on  this  impoiW 
question ;  whether  there  was  in  the  ta* 
Member's  paper  any  reference  to  «* 
troversial    topics    connected   with  w* 
causes  of    his  imprisonment,  or  w^ 
Ireland  generally ;  and  whether,  iimIV 
the  circumstances,  he  will  direct  wi 
the  hon.  Member's  letter  may  he  f^ 
mitted  to  pass  ?  . 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  (hWj 
Prisons  Board  report  that  a  comn<|j[ 
cation  from  Mr.  Ck>nybeare.  intfliM 
for  the  Press  was  submitted  by 
Governor  of  Londonderry  Prison  <* 
dlst  ult.,  and  in  accordance  wi& 
established  practice  of  the  serrioe 
was  informed  in  reply  that  no  pri<^^ 
of  any  class  is  permitted  to  write  toM 
Press.  It  would,  in  the  opinion  ofjB 
Prisons  Board,  be  wholly  inoonipMH 
with  the  maintenance  of  priscm  ^Bi^ 
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pline  if  a  contrary  coarse  were  per* 
mitted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask— as 
tbenght  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  made 
a  definite  statement  that  no  prisoner  of 
aojr  class  can  now  be  permitted  to  write 
to  the  Pross— whether  the  rule  has  been 
in  existence  since  January  1,  1883,  or 
whether  it  has  only  been  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Prisons 
Board  hare  given  me  the  information 
which  I  hare  given  to  the  House.  I 
know  no  more  about  the  subject.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  put  a 
farther  question  on  the  Paper  I  will 
endeardnr  to  answer  it. 

Mb.  MACNEILL:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  know  that  Mr.  E. 
Yates  and  Mr.  Stead  were  allowed  to 
conduct  their  respective  journals  when 
in  prison  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  A  question  of 
that  kind  ought  to  be  addressed  not  to 
me,  but  to  the  Home  Secretary.* 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL :  Then  I  will  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  as 
to  prison  discipline  in  Ireland.  Does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know 
tliat  the  late  Richard  Pigott,  when  in 
pnsoQ  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant>in 
1866,  was  allowed  to  conduct  his  news- 
papers? 

POST  OFFICE  APPOINTMENTS. 
Vn.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  it  has  been 
Ae  practice  to  announce  in  the  Official 
costal  Circular  vacancies  occurring  in 
Postmasterships.  &c.,  and  the  date  by 
which  application  to  fill  such  yacancy 
jonld  be  sent  in  ;  whether  such  practice 
™  recently  been  departed  from ; 
whether  a  recent  Post  Office  Circular 
*>ntaih8  the  record  of  1 0  appointments, 
•Umade  without  any  previous  announce- 
Bent  that  a  vacancy  existed ;  and 
whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  the 
'Hsons  for  the  change  ? 
^Mb.RAIKES  :  I  am  quite  Jaware  of 
»«  practice  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
i^ferSy  and  no  change  has  been  made  as 
ivgards  the  g^^neral  custom.  I  must,  at 
jke  same  time,  say  that  I  am  under  no 
wlig^tion  to  maintain  the  practice. 
Lue  hoQ.  Member  is  mistaken  *in  sup- 
posing that  in  the  case  of  the  10 
appointments  to  Fostmasterships recently 
nade  no  previous  announcement  of  a 
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vacancy  had  appeared.  The  fact  is  that 
only  four  Postmasterships  were  vacant* 
and  they  were  all  notified  in  the  usual 
way  in  the  Post  Office  Circular.  The 
candidates  selected  to  fill  these  four 
vacancies  were  all  Postmasters,  and 
with  the  view  of  giving  as  wide  and 
simultaneous  a  fiow  of  promotion  as 
possible  I  selected  others  from  among 
the  candidates,  several  of  whom  were 
themselves  Postmasters,  to  fill  the  posts 
thus  rendered  vacant. 

OLD   CALABAR. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
thry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whe- 
ther he  can  communicate  to  the  House 
the  substance  of  the  Beport  of  Consul 
Hewett  on  the  outrage  committed  at 
Old  Calabar  on  the  25th  of  February 
last ;  and  what  representations  have 
been  made  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  Government  of  Germany 
on  the  subject? 
♦Sir  J.  FERQUSSON :  Satisfactory 
explanations  have  been  received  from 
the  German  Government  upon  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  it  is  not  considered  necessary 
to  present  any  Papers. 

RABBIT  COURSING. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  desire  to  nsk 
the  Home  Secretary  whether  he  has 
received  memorials  from  Bath,  New- 
castle, and  other  places  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  alleged  cruel  practice  of 
**  rabbit  coursing  "  in  enclosed  places ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  into  consi- 
deration the  expediency  of  amending 
the  Cruelty  to  Animals  Act,  so  as  to 
deal  with  tiiis  practice? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS;  Yes,  Sir.  I 
have  received  such  memorials.  While 
greatly  disapproving  of  the  cruelty 
sometimes  displayed  in  rabbit  coursing, 
as  described  in  the  memorials,  I  do  not 
see  my  way  to  the  possibility  of  amend- 
ing the  law  in  the  present  state  of 
public  business. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  a  promise,  or  bold 
out  any  hope,  that  the  question  will  bo 
dealt  with  by  legislation  next  Ses- 
sion? 

Mr.  MATIHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  will  acknowledge  that  it  would  bo 
extremely  imprudent  on  my  part  to 
hold  out  any  hope  of  the  kind. 
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Mb.  PENROSE  PITZGEEALD 
(Cambridge) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
complaints  that  have  been  made  to  the 
police  authorities  of  the  bad  condition 
and  unfitness  of  the  horses  being 
worked  in  certain  omnibuses  in  Lon- 
don ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to  take 
any  steps  towards  putting  a  stop  to  the 
practice  of  using  unfit  horses  in  public 
Tehioles  by  giving  the  police  authori- 
ties power  to  withhold  or  withdraw 
licenses  from  proprietors  who  do  not 
possess  horses  adequate,  in  the  opinion 
of  said  authorities,  for  the  services  they 
undertake  to  perform,  or  otherwise  ? 
.  Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Police  that 
during  the  year  he  has  received  com- 
plaints as  to  the  unfitness  of  horses 
nrom  six  private  persons.  In  conse- 
quence of  these  complaints  inspection 
was  ordered  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Police  in  exercise  of  the  power  vested  in 
him  by  16  and  17  Yict.,  c.  33,  s.  2,  and 
a  veterinary  surgeon  was  called  in  to 
report  on  the  studs  of  three  proprietors. 
In  the  case  of  two  of  these  proprietors 
the  inspection  showed  that  the  horses 
were  M  fit  for  work.  In  the  case  of  the 
third  proprietor  four  horses  were  re- 
ported unnt.  If  these  horses  are  worked 
notices  as  usual  will  be  issued,  and  if 
they  are  disregarded  the  license  is  liable 
to  be  revoked.  The  police  are  fully 
alive  to  their  duties  in  this  respect,  and, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner,  the 
provisions  of  the  existing  law  are 
adequate  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
omnibus  companies  and  tramway  com- 
panies increase  their  fares  by  double 
the  amount  on  Bank  holidays  ? 

♦Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,,  order ! 

H.M.8.  SULTAK, 

Mb.  EDMUND  KOBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  whether,  since  the  full 
Minutes  of  the  Proceedings  at  the 
inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Captain^  in 
1870,  and  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Vgnguard^  in 
1876,  were  laid  before  Parliament,  he 
would  explain  in  what  respect,  if  any, 
the  inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the  Sultan 


differed  in  character  and  purpose  from 
these  inquiries  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADM- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  In  the  case  of  the  lose  of 
the  Captain  and  the  Vanguard  the  onlj 
inquiry  held  was  under  Court  Martial. 
In  the  case  of  the  Sultan  an  inveetigi* 
tion  both  by  Court  Martial  and  by  t 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held.  I  am  not 
aware  that  the  proceedings  of  any  nanl 
Court  of  Inquiry  have  ever  been  Irid 
before  Parliament.  In  the  present 
instance  the  proceeding?,  both  of  the 
Court  Martial  and  of  the  Oonrt  of 
Inquiry,  have  been  published  in  txtn» 
through  the  daily  Press,  but  I  mnit 
decline  to  make  the  proceedings  of  the 
Court  of  Inquiry  a  ParliamentttJ 
Paner. 

Mb.'  E.  ROBERTSON  :  Has  there 
been  an  Admiralty  Minute  prepared  u 
to  this  inquiry,  and,  if  so,  will  it  beliid 
before  the  House? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No,  Sir.  H 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  Vanguard  inqaiij' 
he  will  see  that  that  inquiry  bears  so 
analogy  to  the  inquiry  into  the  loei  w 
the  iiultan^  consequently  no  Mioate  will 
be  prepared.  , 

Ma.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  {^Ai!^ 
E.) :  When  one  of  Her  Mojeetj's  shjpi 
is  lost,  is  it  not  right  that  all  infomt^v^ 
concerning  such  loss  should  be  gir^  ^ 
the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Any  kon. 
Member  desiring  to  have  full  imormi- 
tion  can  obtain  it  by  consultiog  the 
published  reports  of  the  proceedioge- 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to  pte 
notice  that  I  will  call  attention  to  m 
subject  on  the  Appropriation  BilL 

THE  CASE  OF  MURPHY. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Gfe» 
8.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  SecretttTj* 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whetMt 
it  is  true  that  a  constable  of  tbe^ 
Division  of  the  Metropolitan  Pdioe  MJ 
just  been  dismissed  the  service,  on  w 
ground  that  he  was  "grievously  i«J* 
pected  of  giving  false  evidence  ;*'  •■^ 
whether  it  was  upon  the  e?id«iee» 
this  constable  that  a  costenn<*^ 
named  Thomas  Murphy  (who  npoo  ■■ 
trial  set  up  an  alibi)  waa  in  Deceiae* 
last  convicted  and  sent  into  penal  eV* 
vitude ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  he  F>^ 
poses  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 
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Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  A  constable  of 
the  X  Division  has  been  dismissed  from 
the  Borrice  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
aide  false  statements  with  reference  to 
the  diseharge  of  his  duties  as  a  police 
officer,  and  with  reference  to  immoral 
condact  discreditable  to  the  force ;  and 
also  on  the  ground  of  grave  suspicion 
sttachiog  to  the  truth  of  a  charge  made 
by  him.  The  case  against  Murphy 
rested  principally  on  the  evidence  of 
this  oonstabloy  and  after  full  considera- 
tion and  consultation  with  the  learned 
Judge  I  have  thought  it  right  to  release 
Murphy  on  license. 

IBELAND— PRISONERS  UNDER  THE 
CRIMES  ACT. 

Mr.  (yDOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
directions  given  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  under   the  14th  section  of 
''The  Crimes    Act,   1887,"  make  any 
and  what  provision    for   counsel    and 
solicitors  of  persons  charged,  and  where 
luay  those   directions  be   found;    are 
those  directions  distinct  from  the  rules 
under  the  15th  section;  do  the  scales 
made  under  the  latter  rules  relate  to 
anything  but  the  travelling  and  main- 
tenance of  the  accused  and  their  wit- 
nesMs;    would    he    state    specifically 
whstherthe  Qweedore  prisoners  to  be 
tried  in  the  Queen's  Oounty  at  a  special 
'ossion  of  the  Assizes  in  October  will 
wceivefrom  the  Crown  full  and  ade- 
quate aid  to  enable  them  to  retain  and 
keep  the  counsel  and  solicitors  engaged 
and  instructed  for  their  defence  before 
the  charge  of  venue ;  and,  whether  there 
js any  scale  to  roeet  such  a  case;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  see  that  one  is  provided 
as  directed  by  the  Act  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  direc- 
tions  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  under 
Ssetion  14  of  the  Crimes  Act,  do  make 
pofiaion  for  counsel  and  solicitors  of 
parsons  charged.  These  directions  are 
a&bodied  in  Treasury  regulations  and 
tte  at  Dublin  Castle.  They  are  dis- 
tinct from  the  rules  under  Section  15. 
Ills  Oweedore  prisoners  will,  of  course, 
i^aeeive  from  the  Crown  the  same  aid  as 
^iuU  already  given  to  other  prisoners  in 
^nge  of  venue  cases  under  the  Trea- 
aufy  Bcale  existing. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  not  aware  that  that  only 
refers  to  travelling  expenses,  and  that 


no  person  has  ever  received  anything 
except  for  travelling  expenses  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  gather 
from  the  information  supplied  to  me 
that  what  is  done  is  this :  There  has 
been  provision  made  for  the  travelling 
expenses  of  witnesses  and  for  mainten- 
ance, and  in  addition  to  that  I  believe 
there  is  provision  made  for  solicitors  and 
for  counsel — under  Sections  14  and  15. 
That  is  the  impression  I  gather. 

Me.  0»D0HERTY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  where  these  direc- 
tions are  to  be  found — in  what  Treasury 
Minute? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
make  known  the  contents  of  the  Trea- 
sury Minute,  but  I  will  inquire  into  the 
matter. 

"BAD  CHARACTERS"  IN  ENNIS. 

Mb.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  give  the 
names  of  the  "  bad  characters "  with 
whom  Martin  M'Namara,  hon.  Secretary 
Crusheen  Branch  Irish  National  League, 
was  associating  with  in  Ennis,  which  led 
to  his  arrest  in  that  town  on  the  25th 
ultimo  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  From  the 
Report  received  from  the  Constabulary 
Authorities  it  appears  that  M'Namara 
was  observed  to  associate  with  several 
suspects  of  the  district.  I  think  it 
would  be  contrary  both  to  precedent 
and  to  the  public  interest  to  publish  the 
names  of  such  persons. 

Mb.  COX :  I  must  press  this  question. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stigma- 
tised as  bad  characters  some  of  the  most 
respectable  inhabitants  of  the  town  of 
Ennis  and  the  County  of  Clare,  some  of 
whom  may  be,  for  aught  I  know,  friends 
of  my  own.  I  want  to  learn  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  he  referred. 
Will  he  repeat  his  cowardly  and  con- 
temptible slanders  outside  the  House  ? 
[Zrottrftfrm  of  "Order!'*] 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  \  The 
hon.  Member  must  know  that  he  is  not 
entitled  to  use  that  language. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRB :  I  would  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  is  meant 
by  the  term  ''  suspects."  Is  it  a  term 
known  to  law  ? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  is  not  a 
term  known  to  law.  I  did  not  use  it  in 
a  legal  sense. 
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believe  that  it  is  even  a  deluBion.    I 
believe  the  Chief  Secretary  is  far  too 
clever  a  man  to  nurse  or  hug  any  de- 
lusion of  that  kind.    His  position  is 
this,  as  I  apprehend.     He  is  like  Pro- 
metheus:   he  is  chained  to  his  post. 
His  friends  will  not  allow  him  to  leave. 
They  say— **  You  have  been    such  a 
success  in  the  Irish  Office."    He  wants 
to  be  somewhere  else ;  he  would  like  to 
have  some  other  work  than  that  of  pro- 
moting Eesident  Magistrates,  and  look- 
ing after  the  interests  of  the  Irish  land- 
lords in  Oweedore  and  elsewhere ;  but 
he  has  been  so  great  a  success  that  he 
cannot  be  spar^ ;  and  having  entered 
upon  this  false  and  foolish  policy  he  is 
bound  to  see  it  to  its  end.    His  prede- 
cessor was  wiser:  he  got  out  in  time. 
He  knew  what  was  coming.     While  I 
admire  the  courage  and  ability  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  carrying  out 
the  Coercion  Act  in  the  way  he  is  doing, 
I  cannot  but  think  that  he    is   only 
actuated    by    a    false    and     foolish 
pride.     It    is  to   my    mind    a   miser- 
able thing  that  the  two  nations  should 
thus  be  kept  divided,   and   that    our 
nation  should  be  crucified — not  between 
two   thieves,   but   among  seventy- two 
of   them— for  I  believe  there  are  72 
Resident   Magistrates  operating    from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other.    I 
say  it  is  a  miserable  thing  if  this  state 
of  things  is  to  be  allowed  to  continue, 
and  that   if   you  are  reasonable  men 
you  will  appoint  Magistrates  of  character 
and  substance,  who  will  administer  the 
law  with  discretion,  who  will  examine 
into  the  state  of  the  people  and  do  some- 
thing for  them  that  will  be  better  than 
sending  them  to  a  plank  bed.    We  have 
had   announcements   made  that  never 
was  there  a  period  of  greater  prosperity 
in  Ireland  than  now ;  that  never  were 
there  more  amicable  relations  between 
the  Besident  Magistrates  and  the  people 
than  those  which  exist  at  the  present 
moment.    Does  any  one  believe  this? 
Do  we  believe  it  ?    And  we,  after  all, 
are  the    best  judges.    If  our  country 
were  only  content,    should  we  not  be 
delighted  ?    What  have  we  to  gain  by  a 
contrary  course  ?  I  put  it  to  you  whether 
the  fact  that  the  representatives  of  five- 
sixths  of  the  Irish  people  are  against 
the    present    sj6tem  of  administration 
ought  to  count  for  something  ;  and  in 
view  of  all  the  follies  and  mistakes  these 
Magistrates  have  made  I  ask  you  why 

Mr,  T.  M.  neay 


can  you  not  begin  a  new  life,  and  do 
something  to  earn  the  gratitude  of  i 
people  over  whom  you  now  insist  on 
ruling? 

♦The  SOLICITOR    GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity):  When  the  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Healy)    condescended 
from  the  region  of  general  denundatioii 
of  the  follies  and  mistakes  of  the  Bed- 
dent  Magistrates,  and  from  the  salliei 
with  which  he  has  diverted  the  Oom- 
mittee,  and   came    to    the  regions  of 
fact,  the  hon.   and  learned   Gentlemaa 
was   not,    I    think,    very    happy   in 
the     illustrations     he     employed    in 
order   to  enforce  his  general    aoeosa- 
tions.    He  has  spoken  of  the  qoalifiea* 
tions  of  these  Magistrates,  and  asked 
who  are  they  ?    He  also  drew  a  pietme 
of  a  Court  composed  of  two  Resident 
Magistrates,  one  of  whom  he  described 
as  a  ''Demon  Bowler,"  and  of  another, 
whom  he  alluded  to  as  a  retired  Indian 
Official ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  the 
very  case  which  had  been  decided  by 
this  Demon  Bowler  and  the  retired  In- 
dian  Official  was  discussed  in  this  Hovie, 
when  three  learned  Gentlemen,  Mem* 
hers  of  this  House,  undertook  to  I17  be- 
fore us  their  version  of  the  law  upon  the 
subject.    The  three  hon.   and  Jesfsed 
Gentlemen  who  undertook  to  give  tbeir 
opinions  on  the  legality  of  the  teahSBM 
of  the  Court  referrod  to  andcriti<asedbv 
the  hpn.   and   learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  were  mea 
of  whose  legal  competence  the  Locd 
Lieutenant  might  fairly  have  been 
fied.    :They  were  the  hon.  and  h 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Weett 
Division  of  Durham,  the  hon.  and  li 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  DumftM% 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  GenUemaftte 
Member  for  Stockton,  who  was  foitam^y 
Solicitor  General ;  and  they  all  took  W 
same  view  of  the  law,  and  pronooaael 
against  the  legality  of  the  decision  ol  Ai 
Resident  Magistrates  in  ordering  Ikl 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  to  find  aeimiitiw 
of  good  behaviour.    But  when  I  lookil 
what  took  place  before  the   Conil  it 
Exchequer,   I    find    that    that    OmI 
decided  that  the  action  of  the  Mad^ 
trates    was    perfectly  legal,    andSri 
those  learned  Gentlemen  wero  WfOi^  \ 
This,  I  think,  is  a  very  significant  fli^ 
and  an  incident  of  this  kind   biuuglt 
home   to    the   Committee   ia    wcntik  i 
good   deal    of    denunciation,      I    «a 
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hardly  soppose  that  the  three  hon.  and 
learned  uentlemen  to  whom  I  have 
referred  came  down  to  enlighten  this 
Hbaee  upon  that  case  without  having 
looked  into  the  law  on  the  subject,  or 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  making  an 
attack  on  their  political  opponents.  I 
do  not  believe  it ;  and  it  only  serves  to 
show  the  enormous  room  there  is  for 
differences  of  opinion  on  questions  of 
this  kind.  Now,  when  we  are  told  to 
look  at  the  qualifications  of  the  Magis- 
trates I  would  wish  the  Committee  to 
tarn  to  see  the  extent  to  which  their 
decisions  have  been  questioned;  and 
what  do  we  find  ?  for  this,  I  say,  is  the 
broad  and  proper  way  of  looking  at  the 
question.    Whether  this  or  that  man 

a  aired  his  experience  or  legal  know- 
,  ^  by  study  and  practice  as  a  bar« 
nster,  or  by  practical  experience  as  a 
Magistrate,  is  not  the  point ;  the  ques- 
tion  is,  whether  the  magistrates  have 
acquired  legal  knowledge  and  experi- 
ooce  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  dis- 
cbarge their  duties  in    a  satisfactory 
"^Miner.    I  say,  therefore,  that  when 
you  find  it  recorded  that  there  are  only 
9  per  cent  of  successful  appeals  against 
their  decisions,  and  when  you  find  in 
|be   case  of    the    hon.    Member    for 
Mid-Cork  that  only  on  one  point,  and 
that  a  purely    technical  one>  was  the 
order  o!  the  Magistrates  reversed,  the 
ground  being  that  one  Magistrate  had 
not  the  power  to  adjourn  the  hearing,  I 
do  not  think  a  case  can  be  made  out 
ijgainst  the  Magistrates  by  discussing 
«eir  antecedent  qualifications  for  office. 
Wearenot  now  discussing  theOrimes  Act, 
9Qt  the  allegation  that  the  Government 
■sw  worked  that  Act  by  improper  meac  a. 
^t^the  employment  of  inefficient  and 
■coopetent  men.      Well,  how  are  we 
»Wng  charges  of  this  .nature  to  the 
'J'tf  Thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
»•  Member  for  North  Longford  has 
2^  there  is  no  appeal  in  certain  cases. 
^I  say  that  there  is,  under  the  Grimes 
«ti  the  aame  appeal  as  in  cases  under 
■e  ordinary  law  in  Ireland.     Where 
Iwnts  of  law  are  involved  there  are 
JMns  of  having  any  questions  decided 
gr  the  Superior  Oourts.    Now,  I  ask 
v«  Committee  to  look  at  the  results. 
K  seems  to  me  that  the  most  conclusive 
■''•wer  to  the   accusations  of    incom- 
\^^cj  brought  against  these  gentle- 
■»€n  ia  the  fact  that   so  remarkably 
"^  a   number    of   appeals    against 


their  decisions  should  have  been 
successful.  It  has  been  found  that 
the  decisions  of  these  Magistrates, 
whom  the  Committee  are  asked  to  con- 
demn as  a  class,  have  on  the  whole, 
with  a  remarkably  small  number  of  ex- 
ceptions, been  upheld,  whether  by  the 
County  Courts  on  appeal  or  by  the 
Superior  Courts.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  has  asked  the  Com- 
mittee to  believe  that  the  appeals  which 
go  before  the  Coxmty  Court  Judges  are 
not  fairly  heard.  We  have  been  told  that 
a  certain  Judge  has  a  son  who  is  a 
Resident  Magistrate.  Now,  I  put  it  to 
the  Committee,  is  that  a  serious  way  of 
dealing  with  such  a  question?  And, 
again,  I  ask  the  Committee  to 
look  at  the  broad  facts.  What  is 
the  position  of  the  22  or  23  men 
who  are  County  Court  Judges  in  Ire- 
land? Who  are  they,  how  are  they 
appointed,  and  what  is  their  tenure  of 
office?  I  challenge  any  one  to  say  that| 
as  a  body,  they  do  not  fairly  represent 
the  practising  Bar  of  Ireland — I  do  not 
say  those  very  first  flights ;  but  they  are 
men  who  have  all  won  their  way  to  their 
present  position  by  sheer  merit.  When 
we  are  told  that  one  of  these  gentlemen 
has  a  son  who  is  a  Resident  Magistrate, 
I  ask  whether  that  can  be  regarded  as  a 
serious  criticism  of  such  a  body  ?  Can 
it,  for  one  moment,  be  considered  a 
ground  on  which  we  are  to  discuss  the 
action  of  the  two,  or  three  and  twenty 
Irish  County  Court  Judges  ?  And  here 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  not,  for  one 
moment,  understand  me  to  suggest  that 
it  is  a  ground  which  ought  to  be  put 
forward  even  against  the  individual 
Judge  to  whom  reference  has  been 
made.  Well,  I  have  shown  what  is  the 
class  of  men  of  whom  the  County  Court 
Judges  of  Ireland  are  composed ;  and 
when  I  say  that  their  tenure  of  office  is 
such  as  to  render  them  absolutely  inde- 
pendent of  the  Executive,  I  think  I  have 
placed  the  position  they  hold  in  a  light 
which  the  Committee  will  be  able  to 
appreciate.  Complaint  has  been  made, 
and  an  explanation  demanded,  of  the 
statement  made  by  a  certain  County 
Court  Judge  to  this  effect,  as  it  is  sug- 
gested, that  he  would  not  entertain 
appeals  in  Crimes  Act  cases.  Now  I 
have  had  that  statement  before  me,  and 
I  deny  it  is  of  the  nature  which  has 
been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member. 
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I  have  been  asked  to  explain  the 
position  of  Divisional  Magistrates  under 
the  new  rules.  The  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  the  substitution 
of  Divisional  Oommissioners  for  Di- 
visional Magistrates  has  been  very 
simple.  Divisional  Magistrates  are 
not  Magistrates  in  the  sense  of  acting 
judicially ;  they  are  always  Executive 
officers,  and  I  think  that  the  name  was 
an  unfortunate  one.  This  class  of  ap- 
pointment was  first  made,  I  believe,  in 
1882,  in  the  time  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster. 
Those  'gentlemen  who  were  appointed 
Hesident  Magistrates  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  had  a  fixed  salary,  and  as 
long  as  they  held  that  appointment  it 
was  held — and  rightly  held — by  the 
Committee  of  Accounts,  that  the  only 
salary  they  could  draw  was  the  statutory 
salary  of  a  Resident  Magistrate ;  but  it 
was  never  doubted  that  the  Government 
could  appoint  Executive  officers,  and  so 
instead  of  being  appointed  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates they  are  now  appointed  Execu- 
tive officers,  with  a  fixed  salary,  and  that 
salary  will  have  to  be  voted  by  Parliamen  t. 
Reference  has  been  also  made  to  the 
fact  of  these  Magistrates  being  put  upon 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace  to  enable 
them  to  discharge  the  duties  of  their 
office.  That  is  by  no  means  an  unusual 
proceeding,  and  as  to  its  legality  and 
conformity  with  precedent,  I  da  not 
think  that  there  can  be  any  doubt.  The 
point  has  been  raised  that  it  is  allow- 
able for  Resident  Magistrates  to  reside 
in  a  different  Petty  Sessions  district 
from  that  in  which  they  act,  whereas 
ordinary  Justices  of  the  Peace  must  not 
habitually  reside  out  of  their  own  dis- 
trict. The  cases,  however,  are  totally 
different.  Resident  Magistrates  are/ 
paid  for  going  round  to  assist  the  ordi- 
nary J.P.'s  in  carrying  out  the  law; 
that  is  the  purpose  for  which  they  are 
appointed.  They  are  to  be  experts  and 
competent  practised  Judges,  to  dis- 
charge duties  in  various  Petty  Sessions 
districts,  and  not  confine  themselves  to 
one  district  as  an  ordinary  Magistrate, 
but  go  on  service  as  they  are  re- 
quired from  one  district  to  another.  Do 
hon.  Members  opposite  by  their  ironical 
cheers  mean  to  suggest  tliat  this  state- 
ment is  inaccurate,  and  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  Resident  Magistrate  to  adhere 
to  a  single  Petty  Sessions  district  during 
his  tenure  of  office  ?  Such  a  contention 
would  be  absurd.     Reference  has  been 

M  \   Uadiitn 


made  to  a  recent  decision  with  regard  to 
the  power  of  a  Justice  of  the  Peace;  bat 
that  decision  has  no  bearing  upon  the 
subject  now  under  discussion.  It  merel/ 
amounts  to  this — that  the  Commiflsion 
of  the  Peace  gives  jurisdictioa  in 
every  part  of  the  country;  for  my  own 
part,  I  only  wonder  that  such  a  propo- 
sition has  ever  been  seriously  doubted. 
With  regard  to  the  occurrence  at  Naaa 
where  it  is  stated  that  the  Magistrate 
turned  the  counsel  in  a  case  out  of 
Court,  I  have  the  report  of  what 
occurred  on  that  occasion,  and  I  find 
that  the  learned  counsel  in  the  case  used 
language  which  the  Court  regarded  as 
improper.  He  said  the  conduct  ot^^ 
Bench  in  regard  to  the  cross  examina- 
tion of  a  witness  was  a  scandal.  The 
Resident  Magistrate,  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
asked  him  to  withdraw  the  expresaon. 
He  refused  to  withdraw  it,  and  said 
that  he  had  used  it  deliberately,  and 
the  Court  refused  to  hear  him  unless  be 
withdrew  it.  The  learned  counsel  had 
spoken  of  scandalous  conduct • 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  ( Wexford, N): 
That  is  not  a  true  report  of  what  I  said; 
it  is  substantially  accurate  as  far  as  it 
goes;  but  without  a  full  report  the 
matter  cannot  be  fairly  judged.  I  ^" 
supply  the  hon.  and  learned  GwHetntn 
with  a  report  of  the  exact  langiug® 
which  I  used* 

♦Mr.  madden  :  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  correct  me  if  the  report  befow 
me  is  inaccurate ;  but  I  am  bousd 
to  deal  with  the  question  as  it  hat 
been  brought  forward.  No  explw«- 
tion,  however,  can  remove  the  W 
that  on  being  called  upon  to  withdraw 
his  language  the  hon.  and  learned  Q9Qr 
tleman  refused  to  do  so,  and  said  that 
he  had  used. it  deliberately.  M^ 
incident  of  that  kind  had  occurred  » 
any  Court,  high  or  low,  in  EnglaB^ 
and  counsel  had  used  words  similw'* 
those  which  the  hon.  Member  admit** 
be  substantially  correct,  I  think  tW 
precisely  similar  action  would  h^ 
been  taken.  With  regard  to  the  »fia* 
tor,  I  am  informed  that  at  a  later  psW 
he  addressed  the  Court,  and  dared  tw 
Magistrate  to  put  him  out. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEILY :  That  is  a  b»* 

inaccurate  report.  , 

♦Mr.  MADDEN :    In  the  opinioa  ol 

the  Court  the  proceedings  were  syato- 

maticallv  disturbed,  and  as  a  mattet  w 
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fact  I  am  informed  that  Mr.  Brown  was 
not  turned  out. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  He  was  taken 
oat  hj  two  policemen. 

Mr.  J.  EEDMOND  :  Does  the  Soli- 
dtot  General  derive  his  information 
from  thjs  newspaper  reports,  because 
they  are  entirely  different  from  each 
other  ? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  My  information  is 
derived  from  official  sources,  not  from 
newspaper  reports.  As  an  instance  of 
the  recklessness  with  which  assertions 
are  made,  it  has  been  stated  that  Mr. 
Cecil  Roche  gave  a  soDtence  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  to  a  person  for 
waving  his  hat  for  Mr.  O'Brien.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Roche  did  not  ad- 
judicate on  that  occasion  at  all,  and 
never  i^ave  the  sentence ;  it  was  given 
hy  a  different  Magistrate  altogether. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  got  the 
deposition  of  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  signed 
at  the  police  barrack,  statiog  what  had 
occurred  on  that  occasion. 
*Mr.  madden  :  The  sentence  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Roche  was  not  passed  by 
Mr.  Roche ;  it  was  passed  by  Captain 
Walsh;  and  that  was  rather  an  important 
fact  when  Mr.  Boche  is  being  attacked 
wr  that  particular  sentence.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton  asked  me  in  this 
^use  upon    what    evidence    Captain 
Walsh  acted,  and  whether  he  had  any- 
thing before  him  except  the  deposition 
of  Mr.  Boche  ;  and  the  answer  I  gave. 
»w  that  Captain  Walsh  acted  on  the  evi- 
dence of  his  own  senses.    A  Magistrate 
J^tt  requiring  securities  for    good    be- 
iAviour  is  entitled  to  act  upon  his  own 
knowledge  of  what  is  occurring  in  his 
presence,  or,  in  other  words,  the  evi- 
dence of  hb  own  senses.    Mr.  Stock  did 
not  go  to  gaol  for  an  hour,  because  he 
|*ve  sureties  to  be  of  good  behaviour, 
rheee  Magistrates  perform  their  duties 
'D  thefuU  hght  of  day.     "The  fierce 
Jght  that    beats   upon  a  throne  "   is 
wrkness  compared   with  the  glare  of 
[ttblicity  in  which  they  discharge  their 
wities.     This  I   do    not    complain  of, 
uid  the  Government  have  no  reason  to 
<wnplain  of  it.     I  am  certain  that  the 
^eaident  Magistrates  have  no  reason  to 
ompldn  of  it.     Is  there  a  single  act  of 
ao  Resident  Ma«^trates  during  the  last 
'0  years  that  has  not  been  carefully 
>oked  into  ?    Looking  at  the  whole  re- 
^,  looking  at  the  proportion  of  suc- 
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cessful  appeals,  looking  at  the  isolated 
cases  that  have  been  taken  up,  I  believo 
the  Committee  will  think  that  the  Be- 
sident  Magistrates  have  come  out  of  the 
ordeal  to  which  they  have  been  sub- 
jected with  every  credit  to  themselves. 

Mr.   J.  REDMOND :    I  think   that 
the   hon.   and  learned  Qentleman  has 
tried  to  prove  too    much.     Whatever 
else    the    Eedident    Magistrates    may 
be  they  are  not  competent  and  prac- 
tised   Judges.      It    would    have   been 
more  to  the  purpose  to  show  that  they 
were  an  average  body  of  men  who  have 
been  entrusted  with  functions  of  a  very 
difficult  character.     Although  there  is 
reason  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of  in- 
dividuals, I  cannot  treat  the  question 
apart  from  the  policy  of  the  Coercion 
Act  they  are  administering.    No  matter 
what  body  of  men  are  employed  to  ad- 
minister it,  they  cannot  give  satisfaction 
in  carrying  out  its  provisions.     I  object 
to  the  method  in  which  the  Magistrates 
are  selected,   to  the  method   in  which 
they  are  in9tructed  and  inspired,  and  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  do  their  work. 
No  men  could  satisfactorily  discharge 
the  duties  of  Judge  and  jury  that  are 
cast  upon  them.     No  law  is  more  com- 
plex and  difficult  than  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy ;  and  one  of  the  most  competent 
Judges  resigned  rather  than  take  upon 
himself  the  administration  of  that  law 
without  the  assistance  of  a  jury.     Yet 
in  administering  that  law  the  Kesident 
Magistrates  have  to  act  as  both  Judge 
and  jury.    It  is  generally  held  that  the 
liberty    of    the  subject  would  not  be 
worth  a   moment's  purchase  unless  if. 
were  safeguarded  by  Judges  indepen- 
dent of  the  Executive,  and  by  juries 
indifferently  chosen ;  but  as  Judges  the 
Eesident  Magistrates  are  not  indepen- 
dent of  the  Executive,  and  as  jurymen 
they     are    not    indifferently     chosen. 
Coming  to  individuals, it  is  impossible  to 
avoid  giving  expression  to  strong  feel- 
ings of  resentment  at  many  things  which 
have  occurred.     It  is  irrelevant  to  com- 
pare the  qualifications  of  Members  of 
Parliament     with    those    of  Besident 
Magistrates,   as    the    Chief    Secretary 
has  done,  because  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment have  not  to  try  charges  of  con- 
spiracy.   Recently  I  was  interested  in 
an  intricate  case  of  conspiracy  tried  by 
Mr.    Bodkin    and  Mr.    Macleod.     Mr. 
Bodkin  is  said  to  have  been,  before  his 
appointment,  a  civil  engineer,  a  farmer, 
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end  a  Militia  officer ;  and  Mr.  Macleod 
had  been  for  Eome  years  a  Constsbnlary 
officer,  Bsd  these  aie  Ifae  men  supposed 
to  be  qualiSed  to  deal  with  a  difficult 
queetion  of  law.  It  !a  monatrouB  that 
sucli  enonaouH  powers  should  be  eu- 
ttneted  to  men  with  these  qualifications. 
A  power  committed  to  them  is  that  of 
iDBtituting  secret  inquiries,  hy  examin- 
ing witnesseB  in  the  presence  of  no  one 
but  a  shorthand  writer.  Ur.  Justice 
Stephen,  in  his  history  of  the  criminal 
law,  deals  with  secret  inquiries,  and  he 
sajB  : — 

"The  •D'batitDlion  of  eecret interrogation  for 
an  open  inTeitiftation  would  appear  lo  us  to  be 
poieoniog  juiiice  at  ita  source.  An  Engliah 
Judge  would  feel  himself  degraded  if  he  were 
required  to    extort  admiscious   by   elaborate 


Yet  this  is  the  system  which  is  at 
work  under  this  Crimes  Act.  In  these 
secret  inquiries  no  rules  of  evi- 
dence goide  or  fetter  the  discretion 
of  the  Magistrates.  A  secret  inquiry 
was  held  recently  in  the  County  of 
Wexford,  and  presided  over  by  a 
gentleman  named  Considine.  He  sum- 
moned people  before  him,  and  in  secret 
questioned  and  cross- questioned  them, 
so  as  to  extort  adoiissione  from  them. 
As  to  his  qualifications  for  the  exercise 
of  legal  functions  at  all,  I  find  it  stated 
that  he  served  as  High  Sheriff  in 
County  Limerick  in  1S8I,  and  that  he 
kept  all  his  terms  for  the  Bar,  but  for 
family  reasons  was  not  called.  The 
other  day  Mr.  Considine  admitted  in 
evidence  that  years  ago  he  kept  all 
the  summer  terms  at  one  of  the  English 
Inns,  but  never  attended  a  lecture  or 
attempted  to  pass  an  examination.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  descrip- 
tion of  this  Magistrate  is  a.  dishonest 
one.  Now,  the  Solicitor  Oeneral' 
argument,  that  the  charge  of  it 
competence  brought  against  th 
Magistrates  ie  negatived  by  the  nun 
ber  of  appeals  in  which  the  convictions 
hsve  been  confirmed  by  the  County 
Court  Judges, was ^rimd/rtfiV,  no  doubt, 
a  strong  one.  But  when  we  look  into 
the  facts  ve  can  eee  what  thisconfirmation 
is  worth.  One  County  Court  Judge  who 
has  jurisdiction  over  three  counties — 
I  refer  to  Judge  Darley — has  declared 
that  he  will  not  interfere  in  any  of  these 
Crimes  Act  cases  with  the  discretion  of 
the  Magistrates,  unless  he  is  satisfied  they 
ive  made  a  mistake  in  point  of  " 
Mr.  Ifaddtn 


IGOMMON^S)  SerciM  Stiimalu.  HO 

What  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  that 
appeal,  which  by  law  should  he  a 
rehearing  of  a  oase,  was  abaolntely 
taken  away  from  every  man  who  was 
within  the  jurisdiction  ot  that  Ooan^ 
Court  Judge.  Take  another  fnatawiw. 
The  Solicitor  General  was  indignant  at 
the  suggestion  that  these  County  Court 
Judges  could  be  anything  but  indspoi- 
dent  and  impartial  administrators  (Jtlw 
law.  X  should  like  the  hon.  and  leonied 
Qentleman  to  stale  whether  h«  serioosly 
considers  that  County  Court  Judge 
Webb  is  a  gentleman  entirely  indepen- 
dent of  the  Executive  Oovemment.  We 
know  iiow  County  Court  Judge  Webb 
got  bis  preferment.  We  know  that 
Judge  Webb  waa  the  pamphleteer  for 
the  Conservative  Party  in  Dublin  and 
was  engaged  in  the  preparation  of 
articles  for  which  he  was  paid  by  a 
certain  political  association,  and  which 
in  another  shape  formed  the  origin  of 
the  Timet'  articles  on  '•  Pamellism  and 
Crime."  Although  Judge  Webb  msj 
have  had  at  one  time  some  practice. 
I  deny  that  he  ever  had  eneh 
legal  professional  work  as  to  justify 
hia  appointment  as  County  Oontt 
Judge.  I  say  his  promotion  was 
the  payment  for  the  political  serrioe  he 
did  to  the  Party  opposite.  To  ask  us  to 
have  confidence  in  a  gentleman  ot  that 
kind  is  about  as  absura  as  to  ask  n>  to 
have  confidence  in  the  legal  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  and  men  like  him.  t 
hope  tie  people  will  notice  to-morrow 
that  the  Solicitor  General  tbiaka  that 
Mr.  Tesey  Fitzgerald  and  Ur.  CSri) 
Engineer   Bodkin    are  competent  and 


practised  Judges.    One  of  the  JadgM  «f 

the  Supreme  Court — Mr.  Baron  Dovie 

— has  said  there  are  several  thingahft 

has  never  been  able  to  understand,  aaA 

one  of  them  is  the  mind  of  these  IomI 
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"If  yon  wiah  that  to  be  of  any  use  you  must 
collect  all  the  Magistrates  together  aud  give 
them  a  good  grind  in  it." 

These  are  the  practised  and  competent 
Judges  the  learned    Solicitor   General 
said  are  quite  6t  to  administer  the  law 
of  conspiracy  and  other  ofHcial  powers 
Tested  m  them  by  the  Crimes  Act.     I 
notice  there  has  been  a  recent  develop- 
ment in  the  action  of  these  Magistrates ; 
tliej  iiave  recently  taken  to  tacking  on 
to  their  sentences  under  the  Crimes  Act 
further  sentences  in  default  of  finding 
bail.    I  do  not  believe  that  when  the 
Legislature  limited  the  imprisonment  to 
be  inflicted  to  six  months,  it  contem- 
plated that  it  might  be  extended  to  nine 
or  12  months  under  an  Act  of  Edward 
m.    Had  such  a  thing  been  thought 
possible,  I  believe  that  the  House  would 
have  introduced  a  provision  to  prevent 
it.    It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  a  man 
need  not  be  imprisoned  because  he  has 
only  to  give  bail  for  good  behaviour. 
The  way  that  Irishmen  look  at  that  is 
ehovn  by  what  Chief  fiaron  Palles  said 
the  other  day— namely,  that  if  he  were 
aalred  to  give  sureties  for  good  beha- 
viour, he  would    Fooner  die    first.     I 
should  like  to  refer  to  an  incident  in 
which  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald  took  part ; 
but  before  1  come  to  the    particular 
point  let  me  say  that  there  is  only  one 
barrister  practising  in  Ireland  who  has 
*iicoe«ded   in    appearing    before    Mr. 
Vesey  Fitzgerald  without  being  turned 
out  of  Court,  and,  as  far  as  I  have  been 
Able  to  ascertain,  there  is  not  a  single 
solicitor  in  the  district,  except  the  Crown 
Soh'eitorSi  who  has  not  been  removed 
from  Court  by  this  Magistrate's  order. 
Some  thne  ago  I  was  engaged  at  the 
Winter  Assizes  in  the  town  of  Mary- 
^^^^'Jgb,    where    Lord    Chief   Justice 
Vonis  was  trying  cases.     Some  of  the 
pHsoners    were    defended    and    others 
were  undefended,  and   I    was   greatly 
*tniek  by  what  1  saw  aud  heard.    If  a 
prisoner  was    undefended    the   Judge 
doired  him  in  statement  and  in  cross- 
CQUunination  the  most  enormous  latitude. 
iMt  the  Court  and  went  into  the  Court 
o(  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald.    There  were 
*<ght  or  ten  defendants  in  the  case  in 
vilJch  I  appeared,  but  I  appeared  for 
5M»ly  one    of    them.     The    Magistrate 
dU  not  interfere   with  my  discretion, 
bikt  the  moment  one  of  the  undefended 
prisoners  xose  in  his  place  in  the  dock  and 


commenced — perhaps  incoherently,  per- 
haps irrelevantly,  but  certainly  not  with 
any  intention  to  be  disrespectful  to  the. 
Court — to  cross-examine  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses, Mr.  Yesey  Fitzgerald  at  once 
interfered,  and  said.  *'  You  cannot  ask 
that  question,"  **That  is  irrelevant," 
"If  that  is  the  kind  of  question  you 
have  to  ask,  sit  down;  if  you  do  not,  I 
will  order  you  to  be  dragged  down  by 
policemen."  I  turned  to  my  solicitor 
and  said,  ''This  interference  with  the 
cross  examination  of  witnesses  by  un- 
defended prisoners  is  the  most  scan- 
dalous thing  I  evf  r  saw."  Mr.  Vesey 
Fitzgerald's  ears  are  somewhat  long,, 
and  he  caught  my  observation,  although 
it  was  not  addressed  to  him.  and 
he  asked  me  if  I  said  that.  I  said 
I  did.  Be  asked  me  to  withdraw  it ; 
but  I,  remembering  what  I  had  just 
seen  in  the  Lord  Chief  Justice's  Court, 
refused  to  withdraw  the  expression.  For 
that  offence  I  was  ordered  out  of  Court. 
My  solicitor  remained.,  and  what  occur- 
red in  his  case  was  this :  The  Magistrate 
was  writing  down  the  depositions  him- 
self. Mr.  Brown,  the  solicitor,  com- 
plained that  a  certain  answer  was  not 
correctly  taken  down.  The  Magistrate 
said,  **^Sit  down,  sir,  and  hold  ydur 
tongue,"  and  Mr.  Brown  answered,  "  I 
will  not ;  I  am  discharging  my  duty  to 
my  client,  and  I  insist  upon  that  answer 
being  taken  down  correctly."  For  that 
Mr.  Brown  was  seized  by  two  policemea 
and  dragged  out  of  Court.  This  is  the 
kind  of  thing  that  is  constantly  occur^ 
ring  when  cases  are  tried  before  Mr. 
Fitzgerald.  Beference  has  been  made 
to  the  fact  that  his  action  in  the  case  of 
Dr.  Tanner  has  been  upheld.  But  it 
was  reversed  upon  one  point,  which  was 
a  very  simple  one — namely,  that  a  Court 
not  properly  constituted  to  hear  a  case 
could  not  adjourn  it;  and  as  to  the 
second  point,  with  reg&rd  to  the  holding 
to  good  behaviour  or  committing  for 
three  months  for  contempt  of  Court,  it 
is  a  strange  thing  that  the  brilliant  idea 
of  falling  back  on  his  alternative  juris- 
diction under  the  Act  of  Edward  IIL 
should  strike  Mr.  Fitzgerald  —  an 
ex- Civil  servant  of  India  —  whereas 
it  has  never  occurred  to  auy  of 
his  colleagues,  some  of  whom  do 
possess  some  legal  knowledge.  Mr. 
Baron  Dowse,  in  alluding  to  the 
warrant  on  which  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald 
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oommitted  Dr.  Tanner  under  the  juris < 
diction  given  by  the  Act  of  Edward  III., 
said — 

•*  This  is  a  very  elaborate  document ;  " 

and    further    on     the    learned    Judge 

said — 

"Mr.  Attorney  General,  it  is  so  peculiar 
and  BO  elaborate  that  it  does  seem  to  be  some 
confirmation  of  Dr.  Tanner's  idea  that  these 
Magistrates  came  with  their  ammunition 
ready." 

I  am  free  to  express  my  opinion  that 
Mr.  Yesey  Fitzgerald  did  not  act  on 
his  own  initiative  in  the  matter,   but 
that    he    was  inspired    by   the    legal 
advisers  of  the  Government  in  Dublin 
Castle.   The  Chief  Secretary  denies  that 
there  is  any  fusion  between  the  Execu- 
tive and  the  Judicial  functions  of  Magis- 
trates; and  he  added  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  Magistrates  move  about  so 
frequently  is  that  the  Government  de- 
sire that  those  who  exercise  Executive 
functions  should  not  preside  over  Courts. 
But  there  are  Judges  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  who  are  every    day    in    the 
week  combining  Judicial  and  Executive 
functions.     It  is  only  the  other  day  that 
I  appeared  before  a  certain  Magistrate 
in  a  Crimes  Act  Court,  and  that  within 
two  hours  of  the  close  of  the  Court  I 
witnessed    the    Magistrate    leading    a 
body  of  baton  men  in  the  dispersal  of 
a    meeting.     Colonel   Miller  is    con- 
stantly  exercising   both  Judicial    and 
Executive  functions  in  my  own  county ; 
therefore,  it  is  not  true  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  say  that  the  Executive  and 
Judicial  functions  are  kept  distinct.  The 
action  of  these  Magistrates  is  g^ing  very 
far  indeed  to  intensify  the  contempt  in 
which  the  administration  of  the  |law  is 
held  in  Ireland.    The  Irish  people  have 
got  into  their  heads  that  what  Erskine 
said  long    ago    is  true — namely,  that 
where  the  administration  of  the  law  is 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  deputies  of 
the  Executive  Government]  there  can 
be  no   liberty  except  such  as  is  con- 
venient to  the  Executive  Government. 
Under  present  circumstances  a  sentence 
of  imprisonment  inflicted  by  one  of  these 
Courts  is  regarded  not  as  a  stigma,  but 
as  a  title  to  honour.    These  Courts  are 
not  engaged  in  punishing  crime,  but  in 
attempting  to  break  down  combination 
on  the    part  of   the    people.      As  an 
instance  of  this,  I  may  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  Crimes  Act  is  being  vigorously 
put  into  operation  in  the  County  Wexford 
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— a  county  in  which  within  the  memory 
of  living   men  there    has  not  been  & 
single  serious  agrarian  crime,  wbere  a^ 
the  last  Assizes  the  business  for  thevbole 
county,   with  a  population  of  160,000 
persons,  only  lasted  one  hour  and  a  bali, 
and    consisted    of  one   case  of  pvtty 
larceny.      Yet    this   county  is  be»R 
singled  out  for  the  most  thoroagli  and 
whole-hearted    administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act.    This  is  the  county  wbere 
secret  inquiries  are  being  held  right, 
left,  and   centre.     This  is  the  county 
where  some  of  the  Priests  who  ha?e 
preserved  the  public  peace  for  balf  a 
century  are  being  prosecuted  under  the 
law  of  criminal  conspiracy,  which  law  w 
administered  by  ex- civil  engineen  and. 
ex-Indian  political  officers.    The  object 
of  these  prosecutions  is  to  put  down 
what  the    Chief  Secretary  regards  as 
illegal  combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
people.    There  are  in  the  county  only 
three  estates    in   which   the  Plan  of 
Campaign  is  at  work ;  on  all  the  other 
estates  the  tenants  have  come  to  terms 
with    their    landlords.     Wherever  the 
Magistrates  are  exercising  their  avay, 
wherever  they  are  sending   the  local 
leaders    to    prison,   public  opinion  w 
indignant  at  the  system  of  GoveromeD^- 
Public  opinion  lustifies  the  action  ol  the 
local  leaders  who  may  have  made  me  ot 
such  extreme  expressions  or  aasi^  »• 
tenants  in  their  action  against  their  land* 
lords.  Thesecombinationsaredefjingtbe 
Coercion  Act  and  defying  the  action  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates,  and,  so  fax  &> 
crime  is  concerned,   the  action  of  the 
Coercion  Act  is  absolutely  unneeded. 
Let  me  say  I  attribute  more  to  faults  w 
the  system  than  to  faults  in  indiyidoa* 
I  do  not  deny  that  there  are  indi?idui» 
amongj the  Magistrates  utterly  unfitted  ?f 
training  and  utterly  unsuited  peiaonaUy 
for  the  performance  of  Magisterial  fnn^ 
tions ;  but  still  it  is  more  to  the  syatea 
and  policy  that  I  attach  fault  than  to 
individuals.    The  right  hon.  GenUem** 
is  degrading  the  law ;  he  is  destreyai^ 
whatever  remains  of  confidence  in  »• 
minds  of  the  people  in  the  admintf*'*' 
tion  of  the  law.     He  is  postponingi 
far  as  in  him  lies,  the  approach  of 
day,  the  arrival  of  which  I  and  my 
leagues  ardently  desire,  when  the  I** 
will  be  impartially  admioistered  b6tw«|^ 
man  and  man  in  Ireland,  will  be  ^ 
garded  with  confidence  and  respect  vi 
the  people,   and  will  cease  to  be  ^ 
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inatrument  ia  the  hands  of  the  rich  and 
the  few  to  he  used  against  the  poor  and 
the  manj ;  when  it  shall  be  no  longer 
tnie,  in  the  words  of  Sir  Bedyers  Buller, 
that  there  is  no  law  on  the  side  of  the 

rrman  in  Ireland ;  when  the  law  shall 
administered  with  firmness,  discre- 
tion, and  justice  between  man  and  man. 
When  that  day  comes,  I  believe  the 
British  Empire  will  have  in  no  part  of 
its  vast  dimensions  a  more  loyal  or  more 
law-abiding  people  than  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,   E.):    The    Chief 
Secretary  last  night   repudiated  with 
considerable  heat  the  assertion  made 
that  there  is  collusion  between  Dublin 
Oastle  and   the  administrators  of   the 
Coercion  Act.     The  assertion  that  sen- 
tences were  prepared  in  Dublin  Castle 
and  sent  down   to  the  Courts  he  re- 
pudiated in  the  most  emphatic  manner, 
and  denied  that  the  statement  had  any 
foundation  in  iact.     Well,  we  must  ac- 
cept that  statement  of  his,  but  while  we 
do  80,  it  must   be  admitted  that  there 
are  peculiar  coincidences  in  tho  adminis- 
tration of  the  Coercion  Act  that  to  our, 
perhaps,   prejudiced    miods    seem    to 
require  some  explanation.     I  may  refer 
to  one  of  these  coincidences  in  relation 
to  my  own  case.    It  may  be  within  the 
recollection  of  tbe  Committee  that  I  was 
srrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  here  in 
Ix>ndon,    the    first    Irish    Member    so 
attested   in    England.     I    was    taken 
a<^ros8  to  the  capital  of  my  county  and 
broa|(ht  before  Mr.  Cecil  Eoohe  and 
Hr.  Hodder.     The  case  lasted  two  days, 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  eloquently  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee defended  me  on  that  occasion. 
To  prove  the  charges  against  me  it  was 
necessary  to  bring  up  no  fewer  than  85 
policeman ;  I  think  that  was  the  number 
present.     As    I    was,   on    the    second 
morning  of  the  trial,  being  escorted  in 
this  way  from  the  prison  to  the  Court- 
liouse  there  occured  one  these  coinci- 
dences to  which  I  have  alluded.    As  I 
psssing  into  the  Court  a  Government 
official  whispered  to  me— "Cox,  you'll 
get  four  months  to-day  for  your  speech 
ttt  Ennis.     Of  course  you  will  appeal, 
sod  you  will  be  re-arrested  and  then 
you  will  get  one  month  for  your  speech 
•t  Kildysart."    This  was  in  the  morning, 
snd  the  case  proceeded  through  the  day. 
At  the  end  of  the  proceedings,  as  was 
predicted,  a  Bentence  of  four  months' 
unprisonment  was  passed  upon  me.    I 


should  have  mentioned  that,  to  the  com- 
munication whispered  in  my  ear,  was 
added,  **  Orders  have  come  down." 
Whether  the  orders  came  from  Heaven 
or  from  Dublin  Castle  was  not  stated. 
I  appealed  of  course,  and  upon  leaving 
the  Court  1  was  re-arrested,  brought 
before  the  same  tribunal,  and  committed 
back  to  prison,  bail  being,  as  in  the 
former  case,  refused.  On  the  Tuesday 
following  I  was  brought  up  for  trial  at 
Kildysart,  where  scenes  occurred  at 
which  I  shall  have  to  refer  later  on. 
The  charges  and  allegations  against  me 
on  both  occasions  were  word  for  word, 
letter  for  letter — in  every  respect  identi- 
cal. My  first  offence  was  my  speech  at 
Ennis,  and  there  there  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  some  excuse  for  me.  I 
advised  the  people  to  stick  to  the  con- 
stitutional agitation  of  the  National 
League.  Portions  of  that  speech  were 
read  to  the  Committee  last  night  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  A.  Pease). 
There  might  have  been  some  palliation 
of  my  offence  on  that  occasion,  because 
the  proclamation  of  the  National 
League  in  Ciare  had  only  appeared  in 
the  Gazette  the  day  before.  But  my 
second  offence  was  the  delivery  of  a 
speech  ten  days  afterwards,  and  then 
there  was  no  excuse  of  absence  of  know^ 
ledge  of  the  proclamation;  and  so  I 
submit  the  second  offence  was  the  graver 
of  the  two,  and  the  sentence  should, 
therefore,  have  been  heavier.  Well,  I 
was  tried,  and,  of  course,  found  guilty, 
and  for  this  second  offence,  word  for 
word,  letter  for  letter,  in  every  respect 
identical  with  the  first,  I  was  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment.  Against 
this  sentence  there  is  no  appeal ;  it  was 
pronounced  to  fill  up  the  period  of  time 
between  the  one  imprisonment  and  the 
other.  We  will  suppose  this  is  merely 
a  coincidence,  but  what  I  would  like  to 
ask  is,  how  was  it  that  the  Government 
official  was  able  to  learn  what  the  sen- 
tences were  going  to  be?  Well,  so 
much  on  the  question  of  complicity  be- 
tween the  Castle  and  Eesident  Magis- 
trates in  the  exercise  of  their  judicial 
functions.  I  now  come  to  their  execu- 
tive functions.  I  was  taken,  as  I  said, 
to  Kildysart  under  strong  escort,  and  at 
the  entrance  to  this  small  village  of  30 
or  40  houses  I  was  placed  in  the  centre 
of  a  square,  and  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  his 
famous  blackthorn  in  hand,  led  the 
way.    In   the  street,    at  the  entrance 
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witl  '.he  decrees  pronounced  by  the 
Besident  Magistrates.  Because  it  was 
known  that  Justice  Waters  was  a  man 
who,  on  the  rehearing  of  a  case,  gave 
equal  weight  to  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesEes  for  the  accused  and  the  police 
witnesses,  appealu  were  not  referred  to 
him  but  to  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  a  legal 
luminary  who  can  be  relied  on  to  give 
thumping  sentences  whenever  a  packed 
jury  find  a  verdict  of  guilty.  Now  there 
is  one  case  upon  which  I  wish  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Ohief  Secretary. 
The  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  has  been  before  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Dublin,  and  we 
have  had  a  very  strong  expression  of 
opinion  from  the  Judges,  chiefly  from 
Chief  Barou  Palles,  uf  whose  legal 
knowledge  1  hope  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Ohief  Secretary  are  satisfied. 
The  Chief  Baron  expressed  the  strongest 
opinion  as  to  the  state  of  the  law  which 
enables  Besident  Magistrates  to  deal 
with  the  offence  of  contempt  of  Court 
under  the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  I  am 
no  lawyer,  but  every  citizen  knows  that 
that  Statute  was  introduced  for  a  totally 
different  purpose  than  for  dealing  with 
persons  guilty  of  contempt  of  Court,  and 
I  want  to  know  why  it  is  that  this  musty 
old  Statute  is  used  for  this  purpose.  Was 
a  hint  sent  from  Dublin  Castle  that  this 
was  the  best  method  of  dealing  with 
contempt  of  Court  when  it  was  found 
that  the  Coercion  Act  was  rather  defi- 
cient in  dealing  with  this  offence,  though 
Heaven  knows  its  net  was  sufficiently 
widely  spread  to  include  most  offences ; 
was  there  a  hint,  I  say,  thrown  out  that 
this  was  a  convenient  method  of  dealing 
with  inconvenient  political  adversaries, 
to  bind  them  under  greater  stress  and 
duration  than  under  the  ordinary  powers 
of  the  Court  in  dealing  with  contempt  ? 

**It  is  a  strange  thing,"  said  the  Ohief 
Baron,  introducing  a  very  significant  phrase, 
"  it  is  a  strange  thing  that  the  industry  of  the 
learned  gentleman  who  represents  the  Crown 
has  not  produced  a  single  case  where  a  person 
has  heen  held  to  peace  for  words  spoken  in 
Court." 

The  Chief  Baron  went  on  to  say  that  in 
Ireland  until  within  the  last  two  or 
three  years  the  respect  for  the  Courts 
must  have  been  such  that  no  case  on  the 
subject  could  arise.  That  is  perfectly 
true.  At  Petty  Sessions  before  these 
tremendous  powers  were  given  to  peri- 
patetic Magistrates  under  the  Coercion 
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Act,  a  rough  and  ready  kind  of  jastice 
was  administered,  and  there   was  no 
punishment  for  contempt  of  Court,  be- 
cause there  was  none  necessary.   The 
Chief  Baron  said  also'  that  the  defama- 
tion was  not  that  of  an  individual  bat 
of  justice  itself,  and  that  he  conceived 
that  the  words  of  Dr.  Tanner  though 
unmannerly  might  be  regarded  as  bar- 
ing some  relation  to  his  defence.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  was  first 
deprived  of  his  defender  by  the  action 
of  the  Court,  and  then,  being  left  to  his 
own  defence,  because  he  uses  language 
which  somewhat  goes  beyond  the  nor- 
mal limits  of  propriety,  he  is  dealt  wi^ 
without  warning  and   without  caution 
in  the  most  offensive   manner.     Whj 
could  not  these  gentlemen  have  dealt 
with  him  at  once  for  contempt  of  Court? 
Why  could  they  not    have    cautioned 
him  ?    It  is  true,  as  Chief  Baron  Palles 
remarked,  that  it  was  not  incumbent  on 
them  to  do  so.     The  learned  Judge  said 
he  himself  certainly  thought  that  before 
being  committed  for  contempt  the  per- 
son should  have  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard,  but  the  doctrine  of  the  common 
law  that  no  one  should  be  condemned 
unheard,   did  not  apply  to    our  laV} 
at  least  since  the  time  of  Edward  III. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to 
carry    out    the    sentence    against  inj 
hon.  Friend  in  face  of  the  fact  that  ^ 
oppressive  proceiure  was  us^d  agaiw* 
him — does  he  intend,    in    face  of  the 
declaration  of  one  of  the  highest  Courts 
in  Ireland,  to  carry  out  a  sentence  which 
in  infamous  in  its  character,  and  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  pronounced* 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wiO 
also  let  us  know  whether  he  has  anj 
intention   of   amending    the   law  next 
Session    in    this    particular    direction. 
What  is  the  position  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for    Mid    Cork     at    this    present 
moment?    He  committed   the  alleged 
contempt  of  Court  when  there  was  beinf 
passed  on  him  a  sentence  which  hit 
been    quashed.      For    expressing  ni 
contempt    for    an     absolutely    lUe^ 
decision  he  is  now  being  imprisoned  nr 
three  months  if  he  does  not  give  thsM 
s  jreties,  wnich  I  think  he  ought  not  t» 
give,  and  which  I  hope  he  will  not  gift* 
There  is  another  case  which,  as  far  at  I 
hnow,  has  not  been  alluded  to —namalfi 
that  of  Mr.  Powell,  the  editor  of  th« 
Midland  Tribune.    That  gentleman  bM 
been  up  twice  before  under  the  Coeraott 
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Act,  and  he  edits  a  paper  that  does  not 
find  favour  with  the  powers  that  be  in 
Ireland.   The  case  appears  to  me  to  be 
on  all  fours  with  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.    It  illustrates,  first,  the 
oppresBiVe  nature  of   this   proceeding 
for  contempt  of  Court,  and  secondly,  the 
facttbat  theHesident  Magistrates  are  the 
creatures  of  the  Executive.     Mr.  Powell 
published  a  Beport  in  his  paper,  and  he 
was  charged  with  having  used  intimida- 
tion towards  Her    Majesty's  subjects, 
and  endeavoured  to  set  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  against  each  other.  The  prose- 
cution was   instituted  by  County  In- 
spector Sobs.      The    counsel    for  the 
defendant  asked   the  Kesident  Magis- 
trate^ Mr.  Waring,  whether  he  would 
state  a  case.      Mr.  Waring  said  at  first 
that  he  saw  no  objection,  but  he  had 
scarcely  spoken  before  the  gentleman  of 
whom  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
late,  Mr.  Bolton,  said  "  I  object."    Mr. 
Waring  said  there  was  no  case  to  state. 
Mr.  Bolton  said  the  statiDcr  of  a  case 
intimated  that  in   the   opinion  of  the 
Court  there  was  something  to  be  argued. 
Mr.  Waring  then  said,  •*  Then  I  will  not 
do  it"     Now,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
^  this  case  the  sentence  is  to  be  carried 
^t.    I  protest  most  strongly  against 
paurts  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  in  Ire- 
«od,  which  are  endowed  with  enormous 
powers— powers    of    a    character    ad- 
mittedly never    before     conferred    on 
VA^urts— being  allowed  now   to  use  at 
their  pleasure  the   Statute  of  Edward 
H^    It  is  notorious  that  these  Magis- 
trates are  not    thoroughly  competent, 
tod  that  they  act  from  aoything  but  the 
bigh^t  possible  motives.     I  will  give  a 
nttle  bstance  of  the  even-handed  justice 
vmcb  these  eentlemen  mete  out.     In 
iCacroom  on  September  29th,  last  year, 
■fr.  O'Shea,  the  secretary  of  the  branch 
rfthe  League,  was  convicted  of  writing 
^  letter  inviting  a  man  to  explain  his 
>oadact,   and    was   sentenced    to  four 
Apnths'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
^oot  the  option  of  a  fine.     All  Mr. 
^Shea  did  was  to  write  a  letter  just  as 
he  secretary  of  a  club  would  write  to  a 
^ber  asking  him  to  give  an  explana- 
^on  before  the  committee  of  somethinfr 
^n  was  supposed  to  be  an  offence 
gainst  the  members  of  the  club.     Two 
Bjs  later  the  Magistrates  who  passed 
bis  sentence    on   Mr.  O'Shea  had  to 
djadioate   upon    a    charge  against  a 
lerk  to  the  filrm  of  Hussey  and  Towns- 


end,  the  well-known  land  agents,  of 
having  assaulted  a  common  prostitute 
on  a  Sunday  morning.  He  had  got  the 
woman  into  his  office,  and  the  police, 
assisted  by  some  corporate  officials,  had  to 
come  and  rescue  her.  Evidence  was  given 
to  the  e£Pect  that  they  found  the  woman 
lying  on  the  floor  in  the  hall,  looking 
very  faint  and  with  tears  in  her  eyes. 
The  Magistrates  convicted  the  person, 
and  said  the  justice  of  the  case  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  infliction  of  a  fine  of 
£5.  No  doubt  the  character  of  the 
person  assaulted  might  cast  some  suspi- 
cion on  her  testimony,  but  the  man  was 
convicted  not  on  her  evidence,  but  on 
that  of  the  police-sergeant,  and  yet  the 
Magistrates  who  two  days  before  gave 
Mr.  O'Shea  four  months'  imprisonment 
for  writing  a  letter  inviting  an  explana- 
tion of  a  man's  conduct,  let  this  man 
off  with  a  fine  of  £5.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
even-handed  justice  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary what  he  has  to  say  about  the  |jro- 
ceedings  of  Major  Oadell  in  turning 
Oanon  Keller  off  his  own  premises  during 
the  Ponsonby  evictions.  The  Oanon 
was  at  the  time  standing  in  the  church- 
yard, which,  as  is  customary  in  Ireland, 
is  absolutely  vested  in  him.  There  is 
no  allegation  by  the  police  that  thero 
was  stone-throwing  where  he  was  stand- 
ing. The  police  ordered  him  out  of  his 
own  premises,  aud  used  a  certain  degree 
of  force  in  ejecting  him.  I  want  to 
know  by  what  right  they  did  this.  Is 
there  any  common  law  right  in  Ireland 
which  enables  the  police  to  enter  on 
private  premises  where  no  felony  is 
being  committed  and  violently  to  remove 
the  owner?  I  want  to  know  also  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to 
keep  Mr.  Powell  in  prison?  There  is 
one  fact  which  ought  to  weigh  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Mr.  Powell  has 
been  previously  in  prison,  and,  in  con- 
sequence of  his  imprisonment,  has  lost 
the  sight  of  one  eye.  This  is  no  exag- 
geration, but  is  a  well  ascertained  fact. 
Of  course  when  the  sight  of  one  eye  is 
lost,  there  is  always  extreme  danger  of 
the  sight  of  the  other  going  by  sym- 
pathy, and  if  Mr.  Powell  now  remains  in 
prison,  he  is  in  a  much  worse  position 
for  standing  the  effects  of  the  imprison- 
ment. I  say  that  if  by  a  system  of 
imprisonment  you  endanger  the  life,  or 
seriously  impair  the  physical  well-being 
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of  ft  person,  you  are  giving  that 
person  more  punishment  than  the  tri- 
bunal before  which  he  appeared  had 
rightly  or  wrongly  given.  When  you 
give  a  man  four  months'  imprisonment, 
plus  the  loss  of  an  eye,  you  give  him 
more  than  the  tribunal  intended  to  give 
him,  and  there  is  a  gross  violation  of 
every  principle  of  justice. 

Mb.    swift  MAONEILL    (Done- 

gal,  S.) :  I  am  sure  we  have  heard  with 

interest    the  speech  delivered   by  the 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  is 
honestly  opposed  to  us,  but  who  always 
recollects  that  he  is  speaking  to  his  own 
countrymen,  for  he  never  acts  in  a  way 
to  provoke  irritating  or  hostile  personid 
ccmment.  I  will  endeavour  to  follow 
his  example.  I  may  say,  in  all  sincerity, 
I  was  astonished  when  the  hon.  and 
leimed  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  as  a  body  of  competent 
practised  Judges.  In  what  does  their 
competency*  or  practice  consist?  It 
consists  of  being  well  versed  in  all  the 
sigfnificanoe  of  the  nods  and  winks  of 
the  Oastle  officials,  and  their  compe- 
tency lies  in  their  power  and  ability  to 
convict.  The  Besident  Magistrates 
have  merely  the  courage  of  convicting  at 
the  beck  of  the  Government.  I  think  it 
would  be  useful  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  enormous  powers  given  to 
Resident  Magistrates.  Cecil  lUche  and 
O'Neill  Segrave  have  a  power  and  in- 
flu^oe  over  the  fortunes  and  liberties  of 
their  countrymen  which  is  not  possessed 
either  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in 
Enffland,  or  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
in  Ireland.  The  highest  magistrate,  in 
the  land  cannot  try  a  case  of  conspiracy 
without  the  intervention  of  a  jury,  but 
Cecil  Roche  and  O'Neill  Seffrave  have 
been  able  to.  The  Lord  Chief  Justices 
I  have  named  hold,  I  believe,  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  in  every  county, 
and  if  they  both,  or  either  of  them,  were 
to  enter  a  Coercion  Court  in  which  two 
Resident  Magistrates  were  trying  a  case 
of  conspiracy,  they  could  not  interfere, 
because  the  Coercion  Act  has  taken 
away  from  ordinary  Magistrates  the 
power  of  sitting  in  these  Courts,  and  has 
entrusted  the  administration  of  the 
Act  to  removable  Magistrates  paid  by 
the  Government,  and  liable  to  dismissal 
without  notice  and  without  explanation. 
These  Magistrates  hold  their  Commis- 
sion by  the  influence  of  one  man,  for 
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the  Second  Reading  of  the  Coercion  Bill 
was  carried  only  through  the  influence 
of  the  publication  of  Figott's  forged 
letters  m  the  Tima.  The  Solicitor 
General  endeavoured  to  disoonnt  the 
value  of  certain  extracts,  quoted  from  a 
Judge's  charge  by  my  hon.  Friend,  \fj 
eliciting  that  the  charge  was  deliyeied 
before  Resident  Magistrates  came  into 
existence.  It  is  certainly  true  thatthej 
did  not  exist  in  Ireland  at  that  time, 
but  as  we  go  on  we  find  fredi  means  of 
tyranny.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentie- 
man  must  remember  perfectly  weU  the 
late  Archbishop  Whateley,  who  was  not 
a  partisan,  for  he  kept  aloof  from  Iriah 
political  parties;  yet  he  said  in  1853 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  time  vu 
largely  occupied  in  deciding  what  mined 

gambler  should  have  tihis  or  that 
tipendiary  Magistracy.  Again,  livd 
Rosse,  the  Chancellor  of  Dublin  Uni- 
versity, whose  son  stood  against  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  an  independent  Cos- 
servativCy  and  whose  electioQ  I  did  m? 
best  to  promote,  said  the  men  selected 
for  the  position  of  Resident  Magistratei 
were  generally  elderly  r0uh  with  brobi 
fortunes  and  damaged  reputatiosfl^  ^ 
were  made  stipendaries  beeaoae  fteif 
patrons  dare  not  venture  to  makf  tkem 
anything  else.  He  goes  on  to  eaj^ 
the  Government  appoint  only  thosivBO 
are  absolutely  dependent  on  tkm* 
Some  are  habitual  orunkards,  andnoM 
than  half  unable  to  show  themsehtt 
except  on  Sundays.  They  are  caDid 
"  Sunday  birds."  There  was,  I  bdieiai 
one  whose  body  was  seised  bj  hii 
butcher  after  death.  I  have  here  eooi 
of  the  characters  written  for  ap^ieaito 
for  these  posts  of  "  competent  and  pi*** 
tised  judges,"  by  their  relatives  to  A* 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  day.  Th^vert 
read  in  this  House  on  the  Ist  Afnt 
1887.  I  will  only  read  one  of  them.  B 
was  addressed  to  Lotd  Carlisle,  and  A* 
writer  applied  on  behalf  of  his  brot^ 
*' who  had  been  leading  an  idle  life  aw 
contracting  habits  injurious  to  hisheiv 
as  well  as  distressing  to  his  famOj. 
The  letter  continued — 

"He  has  latterly,  I  rejoice  to  say,  ^ 
leading  a  different  life ;  he  has  reoeatlj  lujj" 
an  attachment  to  an  interesting  Sootoh  Im 
one  who  in  point  of  deep  reUgiont  heli«f  iijB 
that  could  be  wished  for.  Their  onion  i«  yg 
delayed  by  financial  reasons,  and  under  toMi 
circumstances  I  venture  .to  aA  your  SzoelMf 
to  procure  for  him  a  situation  as  StipiU^^ 
Magistrate,  for  which  he  is  extfeiB«5  ^^ 
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qualified,  as  he  regularly  and  effioiently  dis- 
charges his  datiea  as  J.P.  in  this  parish;' 

Lato  oathe  writer  adds  that "  some  post 

of  leu  yalae    would  be  acceptable." 

This  letter  Is  signed,    "P.  Fitzgerald, 

Knight  of  Kerry."    Now,  that  letter 

was  written  25  years  ago.     But  is  this 

system  of  appointing  Eeaident  Magis- 

fratea  still  .continued?    What    about 

O'Neill  Segrave  ?    How  is  it   possible 

that  that  man,  who  was  discharged  from 

an  inferior  regiment  for  embezzlement 

of  pablio  and  private  funds— for  frauds 

o{  a  wantonly  heartless  nature,   because 

he  embezzled  some  money  given  him  by 

a  pri?ate  soldier  to  take  home  to  his 

mother — ^I  ask  how  comes  this  man  to 

be  a  eompetent  and  practised  Judge  ?  I 

oncy  hie  head  was  filled  with  bad  law, 

^  hia  stomach  with    good  whisky. 

•Wwt  a  Solon  for  the  Government  to 

^aoeon  the  judgment  seat!    What  a 

Danielcome  to  judgment!    It  was  Dr. 

Tanner  who  first  brought  the  case  of 

J^  8t?grave  before  the  House,  and  w^o 

mtgawe  the  House  information,  which 

the  6o?emment  could  easily  have  got 

|hrottgh  the  Colonial  Office.    And  now 

l/r.  3^nner  is  punished,  possibly  by  the 

<**eKiae  of  an  illegal  and  certainly  an 

(uiusaal  jorisdiction,  because  he  has  un- 

etHhed  that  gentleman  and    stamped 

the  diaracter  of  the  Eesident  Magis- 

ttataa  by  giving  Mr.  Segrave  as  a  speci- 

nwtt  of  the  order.     If  the  Irish  Govern- 

flMot  did  not  know  Mr.  Segrave's  ante- 

cwents  when  they  appointed  him,  their 

^^^^Hgenoe  was  in  the  highest  degree 

«wpable.    If  they  did  know  them  their 

J^dnet>a8   wicked  in  the  extreme. 

Ofitiait  to  be  believed  that  they  did 

^    know  .  his    antecedents  ?      Crsdat 

*ndeui  Aptnla.     I  might  freely  translate 

*»t  as  "  You  vdlkj  tell  that  to  the  Ohan- 

««Dor  of  the  Exchequer."    And  now  I 

«ome  to  the  case  of  I)r.  Tanner.    He  is 

■t  present  serving  three  months'  im- 

pBuonment.     He  was  brought  before  a 

Mmnal  on  a  false  and  fictitious  charge ; 

he  was  diarged  under  the  Coercion  Act, 

■&d  if  he  misbehaved  himself  in  Court 

the   men    who   took  him    there  were 

Ic^ely  responsible  for  his  misbehaviour. 

M  oourse,  wonders  never  cease,  but  I 

■■^ttlto  know  how  it  comes  to  pass  that 

^  two  Heaident  Magistrates    had  a 

Bineolous  knowledge  of  the  antique 

od  obsolete  Statute  of  Edward  III., 

vhidi  was  not   possessed  by  the  Law 

Jfficers  of  the  Crown  in  this  House,  or 


even  by  an  ex- Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land ?  Who  suggested  it  to  these  men  ? 
How  did  they  find  it  out?  Who 
drafted  for  them  that  elaborate  and 
legal  document  of  process  for  con- 
tempt, which  they  brought  with  them 
into  Court?  Was  it  done  by  inspira- 
tion ?  Where  did  it  come  from  ?  Did 
it  come  from  the  recesses  of  the  Cabi- 
net? When  the  appeal  was  being 
heard  one  very  interesting  observation 
was  made  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.     He  said — 

"I  have  given  my  opinion  that  this  juris- 
diction exists  in  this  case,  whether  justly  exer- 
cised or  not." 

Why  did  he  go  the  extreme  length  of 
giving  that  opinion  ?  I  am  certain  that 
that  document  came  from  Dublin  Castle. 
There  is  nothing  new  under  the  sun.  A 
similar  act  of  discovering  musty  and 
obsolete  laws  was  once  done  in  England 
in  the  days  of  the  Stuarts,  and  all  I  can 
say  is  that  a  man  who  would  dig  down 
and  exhume  old  statutes  which  every- 
body has  forgotten  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  an  injustice,  or  what  is  worse,  for 
the  purpose  of  political  calumny,  is  a 
person  of  whom  no  Administration  need 
be  proud.  I  regret  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary is  not  in  his  place.  He  has  again 
and  again  reproved  me  for  the  tone  of 
my  references  to  these  Magistrates.  Of 
course  I  only  laugh  at  his  reproof.  I 
again  say  that  they  are  underground  and 
secret  agents  carrying  out  the  behests 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.  They  are  in  a 
position  of  inferiority,  they  are  depen- 
dent upon  him.  The  **able  and  ex- 
perienced judges"  called  Resident 
Magistrates  are  manufactured  at  Dublin 
Castle  at  round  table  conferences  be- 
tween them  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  called  to  discuss  the  political 
situation.  Otherwise  what  is  the  naean- 
ing  of  the  paragraph  recently  published 
to  thejeffect  that  Colonel  Turner,  Mr.  Cecil 
Eoche,  and  another  Magistrate,  who  has 
been  in  attendance  on  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary during  the  last  two  days  at  the 
Castle,  have  returned  to  their  districts. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  you  manufac- 
ture your  competent  and  experienced 
Judges.  You  have  a  conference  be- 
tween the  starving  Judges  and  their 
paymaster.  When  the  Coercion  Act 
first  came  into  operation  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  minions  thought  they 
would  best  curry  favour  with  him  by 
inflicting    the    heaviest    possible    sen- 
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tences  under  the  Act,  and  consequently 
we  had  quite  a  orop  of  sentenoes 
of  six  months'  imprisonment.  This, 
of  course,  led  to  appeals,  and 
pending  the  hearing  of  these  the  oon- 
yicted  Members  went  about  the  country 
repeating  the  so-called  offences.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  in 
Manchester,  in  November,  1887,  said 
that  Besident  Magistrates  ought  to  give 
one  month  sentences,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  fear  of  appeal  or  of  the  men 
who  were  charged  going  about  the 
country  promoting  disorder  and  confu- 
sion before  the  appeal  was  heard.  For 
three  months  after  the  delivery  of  that 
speech  I  noticed  that  sentences  for  one 
month,  accompanied  with  hard  labour, 
were  given,  and  the  persons  convicted 
were  thus  robbed  of  theirright  of  appeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
comical  excuse  about  the  peregrinations 
of  the  Hepident  Magistrates.  I  asked 
him  how  it  came  to  pass  that,  although 
these  Magistrates  were  travelling  all 
about  the  country,  we  were  refused 
statistics  in  reference  to  the  number  of 
cases  tried  by  each  of  them  under  the 
Coercion  Act  ?  Why  are  they  sent  all 
over  the  country  ?  Is  it  not  because  men 
like  Hamilton  and  Cecil  Koche  and 
Segrave  could  be  relied  upon  to  convict  ? 
I  was  reading  last  Sunday  the  Book  of 
Job,  which  I  will  recommend  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  peruse.  A 
question  was  put  to  one,  who  was  cer- 
tainly not  an  angel,  whence  he  came. 
The  reply  was  from  going  up  and  down 
in  the  earth  and  from  going  to  and  fro 
in  the  land.  That  is  exactly  the  motto 
of  the  favorite Hesident  Magistrates,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  when  these  gentle- 
men have  finished  their  careers  they 
will  receive  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  commendation,  **  Well  done 
thou  good  and  faithful  servants."  Now, 
I  think  no  accusation  against  the 
Government  would  be  complete  unless 
we  brought  in  a  touch  of  the  Timet,  I 
find  that  Captain  Plunkett,  the  '*  don't- 
hesitate-to*  shoot "  man,  was  away  from 
his  duties  56  days  in  London,  and  Mr. 
Slack  was  absent  60  days.  Three  other 
Besident  Magistrates  volunteered  to 
help  the  Ttmea  in  tabulating  returns  for 
the  Special  Commission,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, which  out  of  its  generosity  gave 
the  services  of  its  Attorney  General,  has 
given  rapid  promotion  to  these  men. 
Mr.  Cecil  Hoche  is  promoted,  and  why  ? 

Mr.  Swift  Mac  Neill 


"Because,"  says  the  Chief  Secretary, 
* '  he  richly  deserves  it."  At  the  risk  of 
being  a  little  out  of  order  I  may  saj  I 
wonder  whether  that  gentleman  is  a 
far-away  cousin  of  an  interesting  familj, 
because  the  country  is  being  goyerned 
at  present  by  a  family  party.  In  con- 
clusion, let  me  say  that  Besident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  bring  justice  into 
contempt,  and  they  are  the  chief  priests 
in  the  blasphemy  of  justice  wfich  at 
present  characterises  Irish  administra- 
tion. 

Mb.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  I  believe  that 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  has  beeo 
used  against  the  hon.  Member  for  ttii 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  Mr.  Powell,  and  the 
rest  simply  for  the  purpose  of  deprinng 
them  of  the  right  of  appeal,  and  at  the 
same  (time  inflicting  on  (them  a  longer 
term  of  imprisonment  than  can  be  in- 
flicted under  the  Crimes  Act withonttf 
opportunity  of  appealing  being  afforded. 
The  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  is  by  no  means  an  isolated  one. 
There  is  also  the  case  of  Mr.  Powell.ol 
the  Midland  Tribune,  the  case  of  Mr. 
O'Reilly,  of  County  Tipperary,  both  of 
whom  were  sentenced  under  the  i^  ^' 
Edward  HI.     I  find  also  that,  on  Tues- 
day last,  two   Magistrates  in  Oonnly 
Cork  sentenced  one  of  the  tenants  on 
the  Ponsonby  Estate  under  that  Sttitnte. 
The  young  man  was  cited  for  one  of  tw 
usual  offences  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  sentenced  to  a  month's  impneo^^* 
ment.    The  defendant  said,  **I  wcept 
the  sentence,  and  I  would  do  the  samen 
the  morning."     The  Bench  thenreo^ 
sidered  their  sentence,  and  ordered  ^ 
defendant  to  find  bail  for  his  good  be- 
haviour  for   12    months,    or  to  g« » 
prison    for    a    further    term  oi  thiee 
months.    Besides  these  cases,  th«w  «• 
six  others,  of  tenants  on  the  L^* 
Estate  in  County  Cork,  who  were  ^ 
tenced  under  the  same  Act.    The  ft* 
is,  that  there  is  what  I  think  I  may «» 
a  wholesale  applicatioa  of  the  Afljt» 
Edward  III.,  so  as  to  deprive  the  p«P* 
of  the  right  of  appeal.     We  have  lej^ 
in  the  case  of  Dr.  Tanner,  that  no  ng» 
of  appeal  exists.    I  denounce  *^  ?* 
conspiracy  between  the  right  hof'  "J^ 
tleman  and  his  Removable  Magii^J 
to  effect  the  same  purpose  with  n^ 
to  Coercion  Act  prisoners  as  he  «^ 
nally  tried  to  effect  by  conseoutifi^ 
tences    of   one  month's  imprieoiui^ 
The  apologists  for  the  Govemm«t»>I 
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aaj,  as  the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland 
said  in  Court  the  other  day,  that  this  is 
00  panishment  at  all,  because  a  man 
can  escape  going  to  gaol  if  he  gives  bail 
to  be  of  good  behaviour.     The  Chief 
fiaron  of  the  Exchequer  said  the  other 
day,  "  For  my  part,  if  I  was  ordered  to 
giye  bail  for  good  behaviour,  nothing 
in  the  world  would  induce  me  to  do  so." 
The  Irish  people  have  taken  the  very 
same  ?iew  of  this  indignity.      It  is  of 
course   on  the  calculation    that    they 
would  take  that  view  that  this  policy  is 
being  adopted.      It    is    known    that 
in  no  single   instance  would  any  of 
these   men,    who    are   not    criminals, 
consent    to      give     bail     to     be    of 
good  behaviour  and  thus  place  a  brand 
and  stigma  upon  themselves.     I  trust 
the  point  will   be  dwelt  upon  by  other 
spesikers,  and  that  public  opinion  will  be 
80  brought  to  bear  upon  this  attempt  to 
deprive  the  intended  victims  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  of  the  right  of  appeal,  which 
even  this  House  of  Commons  had  the 
intention   of    giving    them,    that    the 
scheme  will  be  exploded  as  was  that  of 
giving  consecutive    sentences    of    one 
month's    imprisonment.      Now,     Mr. 
Courtney,  there  is  one  very  important 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  refer  in  regard 
to  the  Besident  Magistrates.  One  of  the 
most  important   and  prudent  of  these 
wecutive  officers  in  Ireland  is  Colonel 
Turner.    I  wish  to  draw  attention  to 
some  of  the  recent  proceedings  of  that 
pntleman,  and  to  call  upon  the  right 
«».  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Iceland  to  say  whether,  in  his  opinion, 
volonel  Turner  is  a  fit  and  proper  person 
to  hold    the    position    he    does    hold. 
Colonel  Turner  is  a  Divisional  Commis- 
noner  for  the  district  of  Clare,  Kerry, 
tnd  other  counties,  and  I  wish  to  refer 
Particularly  to  his  conduct  in  connection 
▼ith  the  Vandaleur  Estate,  which  has 
i^  the  ffcene   of  some  of  the  most 
ttiking  eviction   episodes    that    have 
1*^  place  in  Ireland,  and  which  has 
^Otti  sdll  more  recently  before  the  notice 
of  the  public  as  one  of  the  most  imper- 
ii instances  in  which  the  struggle  of 
^  Plan  of  Campaign  has  ended  in 
*^^f^g  justice  for  the  tenant,  and  in 
"Hoging   to    reason    a   landlord    who 
^iviginally  was  naistaken  enough  to  deny 
^  just  claims   of  his    tenants.    The 
°gfat  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  A.  J.  'BbX- 
^oor)  told  me  the  other  night  that  the 
iuittering  ram  had  only  been  used  in  a 


couple  of  instances.  Why  on  this  very 
estate  when  the  evictions  began  there 
the  battering  ram  was  used  under  the 
active  superintendance  of  Colonel  Turner 
in  the  cases  of  some  twenty  tenants,  and 
the  whole  district  was  devastated  by  its 
operations.  Numerous  evictions  took 
place,  and  a  number  of  houses  were 
levelled  with  the  battering  ram.  The 
result  was  that  the  peace  of  the  district 
was  disturbed,  and  Clare  became  one  of 
those  counties  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  able  to  quote  at  the  head 
of  his  Coercion  statistics.  Colonel  Turner 
was  not  content  with  superintending  and 
aiding  in  the  operations  for  the  clearance 
of  the  estate,  but  he  actually  wrote 
letters  to  the  TtMtH  describing  what 
ought  to  be  done,  and  was  one  of  the 
first  of  those  to  suggest  that  which  was 
known  some  time  ago  as  the  plantation 
policy.  He  suggested  that  the  farms  of 
the  evicted  tenants  should  be  given  to 
people  imported  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  and  elsewhere,  and  stocked  with 
the  cattle  of  the  Landlords'  Association. 
Well,  a  few  months  ago  a  change  came 
over  the  spirit  of  the  scene.  The  land* 
lord  was  reasonable  enough  ;  and  I  give 
him  every  credit  for  his  action.  I  think 
it  was  a  course  of  action  which  the  land- 
lords through  the,  West  of  Ireland  would 
have  been  wise  to  follow.  Colonel 
Vandaleur  had  the*good  sense  and  feel- 
ing to  think  that  a  war  with  his  tenants 
under  these  circumstances  was  a  great 
mistake,  and  he  declared  he  was  willing 
to  submit  the  quarrel  between  them  to 
arbitration,  if  the  tenants  were  also 
willing.  Of  course  the  tenants  were 
willing,  as  the  tenants  on  every  estate 
in  Ireland  are  willing,  to  accept  the 
principle  of  arbitration.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Bussell)  was  chosen  by 
the  landlord  as  arbitrator,  and  the 
tenants  hailed  his  appointment  with  the 
utmost  satisfaction.  His  award  was 
made  in  a  few  days.  Xi  was  carried  out 
in  the  most  whole-hearted  spirit,  and 
peace  was  restored  to  the  whole  district. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
been  asked  just  before  this  whether  he 
would  interfere,  and  had  declined.  What 
the  Government  of  the  country,  who  are 
charged  with  maintaining  peace  and 
order,  had  neglected  was  carried  out  by 
the  landlord  himself  and  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney,  and 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton), 


943 


Supply^  Civil 


{COMMONS} 


SerHee  Eiiimatet, 


944 


oommiited  Dr.  Tanner  under  the  juris- 
diction  given  by  the  Act  of  Edward  III., 
said — 

'<  This  ifl  a  very  elaborate  document ;  " 

and    further    on     the    learned    Judge 

said — 

''Mr.  Attomoy  General,  it  Is  so  peculiar 
and  80  elaborate  that  it  does  seem  to  be  some 
confirmation  of  Dr.  Tanner's  idea  that  these 
Maaristrates  came  with  their  ammunition 
ready." 

I  am  free  to  express  my  opinion  that 
Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald  did  not  act  on 
his  own  initiative  in  the  matter,  but 
that  he  was  inspired  by  the  legal 
advisers  of  the  Government  in  Dublin 
Castle.  The  Chief  Secretary  denies  that 
there  is  any  fusion  between  the  Execu- 
tive and  the  Judicial  functions  of  Magis- 
trates; and  he  added  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  Magistrates  move  about  so 
frequently  is  that  the  Government  de- 
tire  that  those  who  exercise  Executive 
functions  should  not  preside  over  Courts. 
But  there  are  Judges  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland  who  are  every  day  in  the 
week  combining  Judicial  and  Executive 
functions.  It  is  only  the  other  day  that 
I  appeared  before  a  certain  Magistrate 
in  a  Crimes  Act  Court,  and  that  within 
two  hours  of  the  close  of  the  Court  I 
witnessed  the  Magistrate  leading  a 
body  of  baton  men  in  the  dispersal  of 
a  meeting.  Colonel  Miller  is  con- 
stantly exercising  both  Judicial  and 
Executive  functions  in  my  own  county ; 
therefore,  it  is  not  true  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  say  that  the  Executive  and 
Judicial  functions  are  kept  distinct.  The 
action  of  these  Magistrates  is  g^ing  very 
far  indeed  to  intensify  the  contempt  in 
which  the  administration  of  the  ^law  is 
held  in  Ireland.  The  Irish  people  have 
got  into  their  heads  that  what  Erskine 
said  long  ago  is  true— namely,  that 
where  the  administration  of  the  law  is 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  deputies  of 
the  Executive  Qovomment*  there  can 
be  no  liberty  except  such  as  is  con- 
venient to  the  Executive  Government. 
Under  present  circumstances  a  sentence 
of  imprisonment  inflicted  by  one  of  these 
Courts  is  regarded  not  as  a  stigma,  but 
as  a  title  to  honour.  These  Courts  are 
not  engaged  in  punishing  crime,  but  in 
attempting  to  break  down  combination 
on  the  part  of  the  people.  As  an 
instance  of  thif>,  I  may  point  to  the  fact 
that  the  Crimes  Act  is  being  vigorously 
put  into  operation  in  the  County  Wexford 
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— a  county  in  which  within  the  memory 
of  living  men  there    has  not  been  * 
siuele  serious  agrarian  crime,  where  at 
the  last  Assizes  the  business  for  thevbole 
county,  with  a  population  of  150,000 
persons,  only  lasted  one  hour  anda  baU, 
and    consisted    of   one    case  of  p«tty 
larceny.      Yet    this   county  is  b«ng 
singled  out  for  the  most  thorough  and 
whole-hearted    administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act.    This  is  the  county  where 
secret  inquiries  are  being  held  right, 
left,  and   centre.     This  is  the  oountj 
where  some  of  the  Priests  who  hare 
preserved  the  public  peace  for  half  a 
century  are  being  prosecuted  under  the 
law  of  criminal  conspiracy,  which  law  i^ 
administered  by  ex- civil  engineer!  and 
ex-Indian  political  officers.    The  object 
of  these  prosecutions  is  to  put  down 
what  the    Chief  Secretary  regards  m 
illegal  combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
people.    There  are  in  the  county  on\j 
three  estates    in   wliich   the  Flan  of 
Campaign  is  at  work ;  on  all  the  other 
estates  the  tenants  have  come  to  terms 
with    their    landlords.     Wherever  the 
Magistrates  are  exercising  their  sway, 
wherever  they  are  sending  tho  local 
leaders    to    prison,   public  opinion  is 
indignant  at  the  system  of  GoveromeD^- 
Public  opinion  justifies  the  action  o(  the 
local  leaders  who  may  have  madenae  of 
such  extreme  expressions  or  assisted  the 
tenants  in  their  action  against  their  land- 
lords. These  combinations  aredefjing"^^ 
Coercion  Act  and  defying  the  action  of 
the  Resident  Magistrates,  and,  so  far  as 
crime  is  concerned,   the  action  of  we 
Coercion  Act  is  absolutely  unneeded. 
Let  me  say  I  attribute  more  to  faults  m 
the  system  than  to  faults  in  indiyidoals. 
I  do  not  deny  that  there  are  indindows 
amongjUie  Magistrates  utterly  unfitted  bj 

training  and  utterly  unsnited  personallj 
for  the  performance  of  Magisterial  func- 
tions ;  but  still  it  is  more  to  the  system 
and  policy  that  I  attach  fault  than  to 
individuals.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  degrading  the  law ;  he  is  destroji&S 
whatever  remains  of  confidence  i&  ^^ 
minds  of  the  people  in  the  admini^' 
tion  of  the  law.  He  is  postponing,  «^ 
far  as  in  him  lies,  the  approach  of  that 
day,  the  arrival  of  which  I  and  my  CW- 
leagues  ardently  desire,  when  the  lav 
will  be  impartially  administered  betweci 
man  and  man  in  Ireland,  will  be  ^ 
garded  with  confidence  and  respect  by 
the  people,   and  will  cease  to  be  an 
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infltrument  in  the  bands  of  the  rich  and 
the  few  to  be  used  against  the  poor  and 
the  maoj ;  when  it  shall  be  no  longer 
trae,  in  the  words  of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer, 
that  there  is  no  law  on  the  side  of  the 
poorman  in  Ireland;  when  the  law  shall 
be  administered  with  firmness,  discre« 
tion,  and  justice  between  man  and  man. 
When  that  day  comes,  I  believe  the 
British  Empire  will  have  in  no  part  of 
its  vast  dimensions  a  more  loyal  or  more 
law-abiding  people  ihan  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  cox   (Clare,   E.):    The    Chief 
Secretary  last  night   repudiated  with 
oonaiderable  heat  the  assertion  made 
that  there  is  collusion  between  Dublin 
Oastle  and  the  administrators  of   the 
Coercion  Act.     The  assertion  that  sen- 
tences were  prepared  in  Dublin  Castle 
and  sent  down   to  the  Courts  he  re- 
pudiated in  the  most  emphatic  manner, 
and  denied  that  the  statement  had  any 
foundation  in  fact.     Well,  we  must  ac- 
cept that  statement  of  his,  but  while  we 
do  80,  it  must  be  admitted  that  there 
Are  peculiar  coincidences  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Coercion  Act  that  to  our, 
periiAps,   prejudiced    miods    seem    to 
require  some  explanation.     I  may  refer 
to  one  of  these  coincidences  in  relation 
to  my  own  case.    It  may  be  within  the 
recollection  of  the  Committee  that  I  was 
arrested  under  the  Coercion  Act  here  in 
I^ndon,    the    first    Irish    Member    so 
atxested   in    England.     I    was    taken 
Across  to  the  capital  of  my  county  and 
brought  before  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  and 
Mr.  Hodder.     The  case  lasted  two  days, 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
has  just  eloquently  addressed  the  Com- 
mittee defended  me  on  that  occasion. 
To  prove  the  charges  against  me  it  was 
necessary  to  bring  up  no  fewer  than  85 
policeman ;  I  think  that  was  the  number 
present.     As    I    was,   on    the    second 
morning  of  the  trial,  being  escorted  in 
this  way  frooi  the  prison  to  the  Court- 
house there  occured  one  these  coioci- 
dences  to  which  I  have  alluded.    As  I 
passing  into  the  Court  a  Government 
official  whispered  to  me ~"  Cox,  you'll 
get  four  months  to-day  for  your  speech 
at  Ennis.     Of  course  you  will  appeal, 
and  you  will  be  re-arrested  and  then 
you  will  get  one  month  for  your  speech 
at  Kildysart."    This  was  in  the  morning, 
lu^  the  case  proceeded  through  the  day. 
At  the  end  of  the  proceedings,  as  was 
predicted,  a   sentence  of  four  months' 
unprisonment  was  passed  upon  me.    I 


should  have  mentioned  that,  to  the  com- 
munication whispered  in  my  ear,  was 
added,    **  Orders    have    come    down." 
Whether  the  orders  came  from  Heaven 
or  from  Dublin  Castle  was  not  stated. 
I  appealed  of  course,  and  upon  leaving 
the  Court  I  was  re-arrested,  brought 
before  the  same  tribunal,  and  commiUed 
back  to  prison,  bail  being,  as  in  the 
former  case,  refused.     On  the  Tuesday 
following  I  was  brought  up  for  trial  at 
Kildysart,  where    scenes    occurred    at 
which  I  shall  have  to  refer  later  on. 
The  charges  and  allegations  against  me 
on  both  occasions  were  word  for  word, 
letter  for  letter — in  every  respect  identi- 
cal.   My  first  offence  was  my  speech  at 
Ennis,  and  there  there  might  be  sup- 
posed  to  be  some  excuse  for  me.     I 
advised  the  people  to  stick  to  the  con- 
stitutional   agitation  of  the    National 
League.    Portions  of  that  speech  were 
read  to  the  Committee  last  night  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  York  (Mr.  A.  Pease). 
There  might  have  been  some  palliation 
of  my  offence  on  that  occasion,  because 
the    proclamation     of     the    National 
League  in  Clare  had  only  appeared  in 
the  Oatetie  the  day  before.      But  my 
second  offence  was  the    delivery  of  a 
speech  ten  days  afterwards,   and  then 
there  was  no  excuse  of  absence  of  knowr 
ledge  of   the  proclamation;    and   so  I 
submit  the  second  offence  was  the  graver 
of  the  two,  and  the   sentence  should, 
therefore,  have  been  heavier.    Well,  I 
was  tried,  and,  of  course,  found  guilty, 
and  for  this  second  offence,  word  for 
word,  letter  for  letter,  in  every  respect 
identical  with  the  first,  I  was  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment.     Against 
this  sentence  there  is  no  appeal ;  it  was 
pronounced  to  fill  up  the  period  of  time 
between  the  one  imprisonment  and  the 
other.    We  will  suppose  this  is  merely 
a  coincidence,  but  what  I  would  like  to 
ask  is,  how  was  it  that  the  Government 
official  was  able  to  learn  what  the  sen- 
tences were  going  to  be?     Well,    so 
much  on  the  question  of  complicity  be- 
tween the  Oastle  and  Hesident  Magis- 
trates in  the  exercise   of  their  judicial 
functions.     I  now  come  to  their  execu- 
tive functions.     I  was  taken,  as  I  said, 
to  Kildysart  under  strong  escort,  and  at 
the  entrance  to  this  small  village  of  30 
or  40  houses  I  was  placed  in  the  centre 
of  a  square,  and  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  his 
famous   blackthorn    in    hand,  led  the 
way.    In   the  street,    at  the   entrance 
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and  another.  In  fact,  the  whole  letter 
ifl  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  and 
abominable  royelatioQS  of  the  state  of 
mind  fostered  by  the  judicial  and  execu- 
tive functionaries,  which  the  present 
Administration  has  enabled  us  to  become 
acquainted  with.  There  is  but  one  more 
matter  with  which  I  have  to  deal.  I  have 
described  to  the  Committee  the  restora- 
tion of  the  evicted  tenants  on  the  Vanda- 
leiir  estate.  Every  one  of  the  farms  on 
which  evictions  had  taken  place,  had 
been  in  the  possession  of  emergency  men 
with  a  special  guard  of  policemen  to 
themselves.  Each  of  these  policemen 
helped  to  swell  the  number  ordinarily 
employed  in  the  Glare  District,  and 
served  to  enable  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  draw  lurid 
pictures  of  the  state  of  that  county.  It 
was  only  the  other  day  at  the  Clare 
Assizes,  that  ColoneUTurner  presented  a 
Heport  to  Judge  Harrison,  in  which  he 
stated  that,  owing  to  the  operation  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  he  had  been  enabled  to 
withdraw  47  extra  policemen  from 
County  Clare.  These  47  men  were  the 
police  who  had  been  guarding  the 
emergency  men  on  the  farms  from  which 
the  tenants  had  been  evicted.  This  is 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  fabricates 
his  visionary  statements  as  to  peace 
being  brought  about  by  the  admimstra- 
tion  of  coercion.  And  yet,  in  spite  of 
the  exertions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  spite  of  the  most  persistent, 
extraordinary  and  unparalleled  exer- 
tions on  the  part  of  Colonel  Turner, 
Captain  Walsh,  and  other  persons 
charged  with  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  in  that  District,  the  peace  of  the 
neighbourhood  has  only  been  restored 
by  the  action  of  private  individuals. 
Nevertheless,  here  we  have  Colonel 
Turner  addressing  to  the  Judge  of 
Assize  a  statement  which  .1  have  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
docketted  for  the  purpose  of  quotation  on 
some  future  occasion  in  order  that  he 
may  show  that  owing  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Coercion  Act  has  been  ad- 
ministered, 47  of  the  extra  police  em- 
ployed 'in  maintaining  the  peace  of  that 
county  have  been  removed,  and  that 
the  peace  of  the  district  has  been  re- 
stored. The  whole  case  is  as  apt  an 
illustration  of  the  way  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  employs  the  ser- 
vices of  his  Divisional  Commissioners 
and  Hemovable  Magistrates  as  could 
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well  be  adduced ;  and  it  will  be  seea 
that  it  is  not  a  system  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  peace,  and  the  mainten- 
ance of  law  and  order ;  bat  a  sjitem 
deliberately  carried  on  for  the  im)TO- 
cation  of  ^sturbanoe,  the  preyenUon  oi 
peace,  and  the  undermining  of  all  re- 
spect for  the  administration  of  the  lav. 
I  ask  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  diher 
to  refute  my  statements  as  to  Colonel 
Turner,  and  not  to  attempt  thia  by  a 
mere  wave  of  the  hand,  or  by  an  assertion 
based   on    nothing,   except  it  be  the 
statements  of  Colonel  Turner  himself, 
but   by    something    in    the  shape  of 
tangible  fact ;  or  else  to  tell  the  Com- 
iliittee  the  reason  why  he  retains  in  the 
responsible  position  held^by  that  Gentle- 
man in  county  Clare,  and  several  other 
counties,  a  man  who  has  proved  him- 
self unworthy  of  his  office,  and  who, 
instead  of  being  the  friend  of  law  and 
order,  has  been  the  enemy  of  both,  and 
a  constant  disturber  of  the  pablio  peace. 
I  earnestly  urge  the  right  hon.  (fcntle- 
man  to  offer  some  reply  to  me  upon  this 
matter,   and  I    would    appeal  to  the 
Committee  to  say  whether  what  I  hare 
brought    forward    is    not    suffiaeBtij 
serious    to    call  for    an   answer.    At 
the  present    moment    Colonel  Tmaw 
holds  the  position  I  have  described,  and 
I  say  it  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  a  man 
should  be  retained  in  such  a  post  who 
has  been  shown  to  have  acted  in  the 
manner  I  have  narrated. 

♦Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Ince):  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
has  spoken  of  Colonel  Turner  hawig 
changed  his  colours  in  regard  to  politicil 
matters;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  seemi 
to  forget  that  there  is  such  a  thing  as  * 
process  of  slow  conviction,  and  it  ifl  hj 
that  process  that  the  opinions  of  Oolonw 
Turner  have  been  changed.  I  maj  wd 
tl^at  it  was  entirely  due  to  Oobwl 
Turner  declining  to  support  the  Iwd- 
lord  that  the  compromise  we  hats 
heard  of  was  effected  on  the  Vandalaor 
estate.  I  have  this  on  the  very  ^^ 
authority,  and  I  would  recommend  uW 
hon.  Member  for  South  Louth  to  alce^ 
tain  for  himself  whether  this  ii  n^ 
the  fact. 

♦Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  am  |^ 
to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  his  place,  ^^^ 
much  because  I  have  risen  toaddrrt 
the  Committee,  but  because  of  the  ^0|^ 
I  desire  to    bring  before   him;  b^ 


969 


Supply — Ct'vil 


{August  9,  1889} 


Service  Eitimaies. 


970 


which  I  Lope  be  will  not  endeavour  to 
meet  or  refute  by  vague  and  general 
statements,    without    any    satisfactory 
basis  or  foundation.      In  speaking  of 
these  matters  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
Qsoaiiy  winds  up  by  paying    a  high 
tribute  to  the  value  of  those  officers 
who   are   discharging    very    trouble- 
some duties    at    a    period    of    great 
difficulty   and    danger    with    patriotic 
zeal  and  ability.     I  desire  at  the  outset 
of  my  remarks  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  in  attacking  the  action  of  the  Hesi- 
dent  Magistrates    and   in    mentioning 
some  of  them  by  name,  we  do  not  wish 
to  be  understood  as  attacking  indivi- 
duals;  what   we  do  is  to  attack  the 
sfstem  they   assist    in    administering. 
We  look  on  them  only  as  the  miserable 
tools  of  a  wicked  system ;  as  so  many 
automatic   machines    into    which    the 
Crown  Prosecutor   or  the   district  in- 
spector shoves  a  copy  of  the  OazHte^  in 
some  disturbed  district,  whereupon  out 
roils  a  conviction  under    the    Grimes 
Act,  as  readily  as    a    cigarette    from 
the  boxes  with  which    we    have  lat- 
terly become     so   familiar   throughout 
the  country.     We  desire  to  assau  the 
system  under  wvhich  these  officials  are 
appointed,   and    in    order    to    do   this 
terrible  examples,  which  cannot  be  gain- 
>Aid   by    the    other    side,    have   been 
brought  forward.    A  few  days  ago  in 
ftntkipation  of  this  debate,  I  asked  for  a 
^ery  simple  Heturn,  but  failed  to  obtain 
it.     A  Ketum  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  hoTL  Members  since  last  March,  but 
it  does  not  contain  what  we  wish  to 
A*eertain.     In  asking  for  the  Betum  I 
have  referred  to,  I  regret  to  say  that  I 
did  not  meet  with  even  the  commonest 
ot  eonriesy   which  the  very  youngest 
man  of  this  House  has  a  right  to  expect 
Irom  any  minister,  however  powerful  or 
high  in  office.    That  Heturn  would  have 
iieeded  very  few  headings,  and  I  feel  sure 
Ox^t  it  could   have  been  made  out  in 
Dublin  Castle,  probably  in  ten  minutes. 
It  was  to  have  been  a  Betum  showing 
the  seniority  of  those  persons  who  hold 
these  appointments,  and,  had  it  been 
presented,   the    Committee  would  have 
been  enabled  to  see,  by  reference  to  the 
ularies  and  dates  of  appointment,  who 
among  the  total  number,  amounting,  I 
believe,  to  76,  bad  been  promoted  over 
the  heads  of  others;  what  increase  of 
salary  they  had  received,  and  the  amount 
lit  class  promotion  they  had  obtained. 
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But  although  this  Betum  was  refused, 
I  have,  through  another  source,  managed 
to  get  particulars  as  to  the  extraordinary 
manner  in  which  the  promotion  of  these 
Besident  Magistrates  is  brought  about. 
The  right    hon.  Gentleman,    the  chief 
Secretfi^y  hae  told  us  that  seniority  is 
not  the  only  consideration  in  regard  to 
questions  of  promotion ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  cannot  gainsay  the  fact  that 
under  a  normal  state  of  things  seniority 
is  a  valuable  consideration  in  matters  of 
promotion.     I  find  that  certain  indivi- 
duals who  have  been  conspicuous  and 
notorious  in  the  administration  of  the 
Coercion  Act,    are   exactly  those   who 
have  been  recentlv  selected  for  promo- 
tion over  the  hea(!s  of  others,  and  that 
they  have  been  promoted  in  a  manner 
that  cannot  be  looked  upon  as  other- 
wise than  extremely  suspicious.    I  find 
that     a    certain    Mr.     Home,     about 
whom,    when     we    come    to     discuss 
the    Timsi    case,    we    shall    no  doubt 
hear  something,    and    who   was  most 
active  in  working  the   Times   case  up, 
has    been    promoted    over    the    heads 
of  thirty  of  his  colleagues,  from  the  third 
to  the  first  class,  and  that  his  salary  has 
been  increased  by  £250  a  year.     This 
may  be  a  coincidence,  but  it  is  one  of  a 
number  that  go   to  build  up   a  solid 
superstructure   of  fact  which  no   hon. 
Qentleman  in  this  House  can  explain 
away.    Then  we  find  that  Mr.  Harvey 
has  been  promoted  from  the  second  to 
the  first  class,   with  a  rise   of  £125  a 
year,  while  Captains  Walsh  and  Pearce 
and  Mr.    Maine  and  Mr.  Irwin  have^ 
also  been  promoted  over  quite  a  num-* 
ber  of  superior  officers  from  one  class 
to  another.     But  what   most  concerns 
the  argument  in  this  connection  is  that 
the  notorious  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  whose 
name  has  so  often  been  heard  in  this 
and  in  former  Debates,  has  been  pro- 
moted over  the  heads  of  at  least  11  of 
his  colleagues.     Now,  I  say  that  the 
task  of  ascertaining  these  facts  ought 
not  to  be  left  to  the  industry  of  any 
private  individual.     I  ask,  is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ashamed  of  this  system, 
oris  he  not.     {^Cries  of  "No"  fiom  the 
Minuierial  BenchesJ]     Then  why  does 
h  e  refuse  to  present  the  simple  Betum 
that  was  asked  for  last  Monday.     Such 
a  Betum  has  always  been  issued  to  this 
House  up  to  June,  1887,  and  I  ask  why 
has  a  change  been  made  in  the  form  in 
which  it  has  hitherto  been  presented  ? 
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The  reason  can  onlj  be  that  the  Oom- 
mitt^e  would  more  easily  be  able  to 
aaceirtain  the  modus  operandi  by  which 
tjieae  men  are  promoted  for  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties  to  the  Execu- 
tive. A  great  deal  has  been  said  of 
the  want  of  qualification  on  the  part  of 
ipany  of  the  Besident  Magistrates,  and 
I  think  we  may  divide  the  qualifications 
they  possess  into  two  classes,  the  nega- 
tive and  the  positive.  The  negative 
qualifications  belongs  to  the  type  repre- 
sented by  the  Bedmonds,  the  Gardners, 
the  Segraves,  the  Warburtons,  the 
Cecil  Boches,  and  some  others ;  and  the 
positive  Qualification  is  that  whereby 
they  exhibit  on  every  possible  occasion 
a  complete  contempt  for  the  public 
opixiion  of  Ireland,  and  a  stem  anti- 
pathy to  the  Nationalist  Party,  when- 
ever the  opportunity  oflers  itself.  The 
right .  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  with 
great  glee  last  night — he  seemed  as 
groud  of  it  as  a  woman  of  a  new  bon- 
net—a remark  made  by  Chief  Baron 
l^alles,  in  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork;  but  the 
same  learned  Judge  and  Mr.  Baron 
Dowse,  not  long  ago,  in  a  celebrated 
o^e,  delivered  as  crushing  a  judgment 
on  a  decision  given  by  two  of  these 
Magistrates,  Messrs.  Bedmond  and 
Gardner,  as  any  two  Judges  were  ever 
called  on  to  deliver  on  the  action  of 
inferior  officials  in  Ireland.  Besides 
this,  I  may  remind  the  Committee  that 
last  November  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  and  the  Qoyern- 
ment  the  conduct  of  Captain  Segrave, 
and  within  a  week  of  that  time  the 
Government  were  fully  cognizant  of 
facts  that  would  haye  justified  them  in 
suspending  Captain  Segrave  at  once; 
but  notwithstanding  this,  he  was  allowed 
to  retain  his  office,  and  three  months 
after  he  was  in  receipt  of  a  salary  of 
£435  a  year.  Then  we  have  the  case 
of  Mr.  Warburton,  who  was  looked 
upon  as  an  experienced  Magistrate,  in 
addition  to  being  a  well-informed  and 
learned  man.  He  is  now  dead  and — de 
moriuis  nil  nisi  honum — I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  derogatory  to  his  memory. 
Still,  I  may  point  out  that  Baron  Dowse, 
in  coonection  with  a  very  ordinary  case 
on  which  ^Ir.  Warburton  had  adjudi- 
cated, characterised  an  act  done  by  him 
as  most  ridiculous.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  never 
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seems  at  all  abashed  by  the  most  pon- 
tive  and  incontrovertible  statements  of 
facts,  which   are  public  property  tnd 
known  to  every  man,  woman,  and  child 
in    Ireland.      He    denied   last   night 
what  is  a  notorious  fact.    He  denied 
that  there  was  a  combination  of  the 
Judicial  and  Administrative  or  ExecntiTe 
functions  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  B«i- 
dent  Magistrates.    Many  extraordinuj 
statements  have  been  made  as  to  matters 
of  fact ;  but  this  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  only  utterly  be- 
wildering,  but  has    not  the  slight 
foundation.     It  is  within  my  own  know- 
ledge, and  that  of  my  Friends  near  me, 
that  the  same  Magistrates  do  diechaige 
both  Judicial  and  Executive  functionsio 
the  same  town  and  district— aje,  and 
very    frequently    on    the    same  day. 
There    is    nothing    like  reducing  this 
statement  to  the  closest  possible  inoe. 
Take  the  ease  of  Captain  Gardiner,  the 
Besident  Magistrate  in  Cork.    The  fact 
of  his  performing  magisterial  fanctioni 
in  Cork  does  not  prevent  his  adjudicating 
in  the  Counties  of  Limerick  and  Keny, 
and  besides  this,  I  have  seen  him  diaig- 
ing  at  the  head  of  a  troop  of  lasceis 
and  going  out  at  the  bead  of  a  large 
number  of  police.      I   have,  scoiea  oi 
times,    seen  him  at  the  head  of  con- 
stabulary armed  with  baton  and  bayonet 
keeping    order— or   rather    promotiog 
disorder — in  the  streets  of  Cork  aad 
other  places.      I  ask   the  right  hoD. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  there- 
fore, if  he  will  be  candid  enough  to 
withdraw  the  statement  he  made  last 
night  with  regard    to    the   allegation 
that  Captain  Gardiner  is  to  be  seen  one 
day  adjudicating  in   the  City  of  Cork 
and  another  day  heading  a  battle ctog^- 
Captain  Segrave  was  another  Besdfot 
Magistrate    who    combined  Execntjw 
with    administrative  functions    whilst 
stationed    at    Kanturk.       He   sat  in* 
judgment    upon    myself    and   seTerai 
priests,  and  on  other  occasions  was  in 
charge  of  constabulary.    In  April,  18B8, 
when    I,     accompanied    by    my    hoo. 
and    learned  Friend   the  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy),  went  down  to 
test  the  accuracy  of  the  statement  of  the 
Chief     Secretary    that     the    National 
League  was  a  thing  of  tho  past,  I  sa* 
Captain    Segrave     charging     at    the 
head  of  the  constabulary.    I  will  gi^ 
another  case— that  of  Mr.  Cecil  Eoche  of 
Tralee.    Noteatibfied  with  adjudicating 
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on  tiie  Bench  in  the    Petty  Sessions 
distriot  of  Tralee  and  at  KiUarney,  we 
find  him  actaaUy  leaving  the  Bench  to 
pat  lumself  at  the  head  of  the  con- 
stabulary in  order  to  beat  the  people, 
ZDMi,  women,  and  children.    Is  that  a 
mixing  up  of  judicial  and  administra- 
tire  functions,  or  is  it  not?  I  could  give 
similar  cases  from  almost  every  Petty 
Sesdonal  district  in  Ireland,  and  I  hope 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  now  hare  the 
candour  to  withdraw  the  statement  he 
has  made  if  it  is  at  all  possible  for  him 
to  do  anything  consistent  with  veracity. 
Tub  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  know  that  that  language  is 
not  permissible.      He  must  withdraw 
the  expression  he  has  used. 
♦Mb.  FLTNN  :  I  withdraw  the  word 
*•  veracity." 

Thb  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  must  withdraw  in  a  suitable  manner. 
♦Me.  FLTNN  :   I  withdraw,  Sir,  and 
apologise  for  using  the  word.    What  I 
wished  to  convey  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    does    not    give     an 
accurate  idea    to    the    House    in    his 
nanative  of  affairs  that  occur  in  Ire- 
land, but  brings  forward  and  maintains 
as  facts  what  we  know  to  be  absolutely 
without  foundation.    With  regard    to 
Captain    Slacke,    Divisional    Commis- 
sioner, who  was  in  command  of  the 
iotcea  on  the    occasion    of  the   pain- 
fnl  evictions    at    Luggacurran    a  few 
months  ago,   I    should    like  to    know 
whether  he    was  paid  for    doing  the 
landlords'  work  or  not  ?    He  and  an  In- 
spector of  Constabulary,  whom  he  had 
with  him,   brought  forward  from    the 
rent-office  particulars  of  the  valuation 
and  the  rent  and  arrears  due  from  all 
the  tenants.     They  f umbhed  the  land- 
lords' version  of  the  dispute  to  all  who 
wished  to  know  it,  in  particular  to  the 
g^Uemen  of  tbe  Press;   and,  if  these 
officials  were  paid  for  doing  the  work 
of  the  landlord,  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
lo&own  to  the  Committee.    In  oonnec- 
tioa  with  Captain    Slacke,  I    have  to 
complain  of    a  most  contemptible  and 
discreditable  breach  of  faith,  for  which, 
however,  I  do  not  hold  Captain  Slacke 
Personally  responsible.     On  the  occasion 
of  certain  eyictions,  I  was  in  attendance 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  some  in- 
formation tronx  the  tenants,  and  Cap- 
tain Slacke   came  up  to  me  and  two 
or  three  representatives  of  the  Press, 
with  whom  I  was  in  conversation,  and 


said,  *'  Mr.  Flynn,  in  case  you  may  have 
business  in  Dublin  or  elsewhere,  I  feel 
it  right  to  tell  you  that  to-morrow  these 
evictions  will  not  be  proceeded  with." 
I  and  my  friends  accordingly  returned 
to  Dublin,  and  the  next  day  I  received 
a  telegram  saying  that  a  large  force  of 
police  had  marched  out  from  their  en- 
campment, accompanied  by  soldiers,  and 
had  evicted  a  number  of  families.  Who- 
ever was  responsible  for  this  I  do  not 
know ;  but  it  was  a  most  contemptible 
and  discreditable  transaction.  Whether 
it  was  done  to  withdraw  the  remainder 
of  the  evictions  from  the  light  of  public 
criticism — to  ensure  that  they  should  be 
effected  in  the  absence  of  the  gentlemen 
of  the  Press — I  do  not  undertake  to  say, 
but  to  me  it  looks  suspiciously  as  thoueh 
that  were  the  case.  I  will  now  omy 
draw  attention  to  one  or  two  little 
matters  which  I  think  have,  up  to  the 
present,  escaped  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  as  well  as  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  have  referred  in 
terms  of  triumph  to  the  small  number 
of  cases  on  appeal  in  which  the  sen- 
tences of  the  Magistrates  have  been 
reversed.  I  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy) 
has  pretty  effectually  disposed  of  that 
portion  of  the  case,  and  I  trust  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  not  have  the 
temerity  to  refer  to  it  in  the  same  spirit 
again.  I  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  this  significant 
fact — that,  from  the  commencement 
of  the  proceedings  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  there  has  been  no  recorded  instance 
in  which  two  Kesident  Magistrates  on 
the  Bench  have  differed  in  deciding  a 
case.  Chief  Baron  Palles,  and  Baron 
Dowse,  and  Mr.  Justice  Andrews  may 
differ  as  to  most  important  questions 
of  law,  and  as  to  questions  of  fact,  and 
the  most  learned  and  experienced 
Judges  may  differ.  Ordinary  unpaid 
Magistrates  may  differ,  but  there  is  no 
instance  on  record,  so  far  as  my  obser- 
vation goes,  where  Resident  Magis- 
trates have  differed  as  to  the  cases 
which  have  come  before  them ;  and  there 
has  only  been  one  case  in  which  Mem* 
bers  of  the  Nationalist  Party  brought 
before  them  has  been  acquitted. 
Another  thing  which  shows  the  animus 
of  the  Kesident  Magistrates  is  this. 
They  have  power,  under  the  Coercion 
Act,  to  make  persons  whom  they  con- 
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of  ft  person,  you  are  giving  that 
person  more  punishment  than  the  tri- 
bunal before  which  he  appeared  had 
lightly  or  wrongly  given.  When  you 
give  a  man  four  months'  imprisonment, 
plus  the  loss  of  an  eye,  you  give  him 
more  than  the  tribunal  intended  to  give 
him,  and  there  is  a  gross  violation  of 
every  principle  of  justice. 

Mb.    swift  MAONEILL    (Done- 

gal,  S.) :  I  am  sure  we  have  heard  with 

interest    the  speech  delivered   by  the 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  who  is 
honestly  opposed  to  us,  but  who  always 
recollects  that  he  is  speaking  to  his  own 
oounti7men,  for  he  never  acts  in  a  way 
to  provoke  irritating  or  hostile  personid 
ccmment.  I  will  endeavour  to  follow 
his  example.  I  may  say,  in  all  sincerity, 
I  was  astonished  when  the  hon.  and 
leimed  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  as  a  body  of  competent 
practised  Judges.  In  what  does  their 
competency*  or  practice  consist?  It 
consists  of  being  well  versed  in  all  the 
sigfnificance  of  the  nods  and  winks  of 
the  Oastle  officials,  and  their  compe- 
tency lies  in  their  power  and  ability  to 
convict.  The  Besident  Magistnttes 
have  merely  the  courage  of  convicting  at 
the  beck  of  the  Oovernment.  I  think  it 
would  be  useful  for  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  enormous  powers  g^ven  to 
Besident  Magistrates.  Oecil  lUche  and 
O'Neill  Segrave  have  a  power  and  in- 
fluence over  the  fortunes  and  liberties  of 
their  countrymen  which  is  not  possessed 
either  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in 
England,  or  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
in  Ireland.  The  highest  magistrate,  in 
the  land  cannot  try  a  case  of  conspiracy 
without  the  intervention  of  a  jury,  but 
Cecil  Boche  and  O'Neill  Segrave  have 
been  able  to.  The  Lord  Chief  Justices 
I  have  named  hold,  I  believe,  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  in  every  county, 
and  if  they  both,  or  either  of  them,  were 
to  enter  a  Coercion  Court  in  which  two 
Besident  Magistrates  were  trying  a  case 
of  conspiracy,  they  could  not  interfere, 
because  the  Coercion  Act  has  taken 
away  from  ordinary  Magistrates  the 
power  ofsitting  in  these  Courts,  and  has 
entrusted  the  administration  of  the 
Act  to  removable  Magistrates  paid  by 
the  Oovernment,  and  liable  to  dismissal 
without  notice  and  without  explanation. 
These  Magistrates  hold  their  Commis- 
sion by  the  influence  of  one  man,  for 
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the  Second  Beading  of  the  OosrcioaM 
was  carried  only  through  the  inflaenoe 
of   the  publication  of  Fi^ott's  forsed 
letters    m   the    Tim$9.    The   Solioitor 
General    endeavoured  to  disooont  the 
value  of  certain  extracts,  quoted  ttoma 
Judge's  charge  by  my  hon.  Friend,  \ff 
eliciting  that  the  charge  was  deliyend 
before  Besident  Magistrates  came  into 
existence.    It  is  certainly  trae  thattbej 
did  not  exist  in  Ireland  at  that  time, 
but  as  we  g^  on  we  find  fresh  means  of 
tyranny.    The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  remember  perfectly  well  the 
late  Archbishop  Whateley,  who  was  not 
a  partisan,  for  he  kept  aloof  from  Ixuh 
political  parties ;   yet  he  said  in  1852 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  time  was 
largely  occupied  in  deciding  whairuned 
gambler    should     have    wa   or  that 
Stipendiary  Magistracy.    Again,  I^ 
Bosse,  the  Chancellor  of  Dablm  Uni- 
versity,  whose  son  stood  against  the 
hon.  Gentleman  as  an  independent  Con- 
servative, and  whose  electioo  I  ^^^ 
best  to  promote,  said  the  men  aeieded 
for  the  position  of  Besident  Magietratei 
were  generally  elderly  r0uh  with  hwkea 
fortunes  and  damaged  reputations,  vho 
were  made  stipendaries  because  their 
patrons  dare  not  venture  to  makf  ilMA 
anything  else.    He  goes  on  to  ^1^^ 
the  Government  appoint  only  thou  vho 
are   absolutely   dependent    on  than. 
Some  are  habitual  drunkards,  andmoia 
than  half  unable  to  show  themie^ 
except  on  Sundays.    They  are  calW 
*•  Sunday  birds."    There  was,  I  bdiw«i 
one  whose    body  was    seised   hj  hii 
butcher  after  death.    I  have  here  "OBi 
of  the  characters  written  for  applifl^ 
for  these  posts  of  "  competent  and  pi**| 
tised  judges,"  by  their  reladves  to  w 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  day.    They  wert 
read  in  this  House  on  the  1st  Am 
1887.    I  will  only  read  one  of  them.  ^ 
was  addressed  to  Lotd  Carlisle,  and  tha 
writer  applied  on  behalf  of  his  ^'f^'^'J 
"  who  had  been  leading  an  idlelifs^ 
contracting  habits  injurious  to  hishevj 
as  well  as  distressing  to  his  famSj* 
The  letter  continued — 


"He  has  latterly,  I  rejoice  to  **J^*JJJ 
leading  a  different  life ;  he  has  recently  ^^^^ 
an  attachment  to  an  interesting  Scotch  li^ 
one  who  in  point  of  deep  religions  hehel  iMB 
that  could  be  wished  for.  Their  onion  ite^ 
delayed  by  financial  reasons,  and  an<ler  tM 
circumstances  I  yentare,to  ask  yonrExedfa^ 
to  procure  for  him  a  situation  as  StipM^lfl^ 
Magistrate,  for  which  he  is  extremely  ^v* 
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qualified,  as  he  regularly  and  efficiently  dis- 
chargee his  dtttieB  as  J.P.  in  this  parish/* 

Later  on  the  writer  adds  that "  some  post 
of  less  value    would  be  acceptable." 
This  letter  is  signed,    "  P.  Fitzgerald, 
Knight  of  Kerry."    Now,  that  letter 
was  written  25  years  ago.    But  is  this 
system  of  appointing  Eesident  Magis- 
trates still  .continued?    What    about 
O'Neill  Segrave  ?    How  is  it   possible 
that  that  man,  who  was  discharged  from 
an  inferior  regiment  for  embezzlement 
of  puhlic  and  private  funds— for  frauds 
of  a  wantonly  heartless  nature,   because 
he  embezzled  some  money  given  him  by 
a  prirate  soldier  to  take  home  to  his 
mother — I  ask  how  comes  this  man  to 
be  a  competent  and  practised  Judge  ?  I 
tancy  his  head  was  filled  with  bad  law, 
Md  his  stomach  with   good  whisky. 
What  a  Solon  for  the  Oovernment  to 
plaoeon  the  judgment  seat!     What  a 
Darnel  come  to  judgment !    It  was  Dr. 
Tanner  who  first  brought  the  case  of 
«•  Segrave  before  the  House,  and  w^o 
Dwtgive  the  House  information,  which 
the  Government  could  easily  have  got 
Jwough  the  Colonial  Office.    And  now 
Dr  leaner  is  punished,  possibly  by  the 
exercise  of  an  illegal  and  certainly  an 
aoosoal  jurisdiction,  because  he  has  un- 
^wthed  that  gentleman  and    stamped 
the  diaracter  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
ttttee  by  giving  Mr.  Segrave  as  a  speci- 
men of  the  order.     If  the  Irish  Govern- 
meat  did  not  know  Mr.  Segrave's  ante- 
cedents when  they  appointed  him,  their 
^^^msenoe  was  in  the  highest  degree 
«upable.    If  they  did  know  them  their 
wnduct^as  wicked  in  the  extreme, 
fintisit  to  be  believed  that  they  did 
^   know  .  hia    antecedents  ?      Crsdai 
Jjtdaui  Apmla.     I  might  freely  translate 
wjt  as  "  Ton  may  tell  that  to  the  Chan- 
ewor  of  the  Exchequer."    And  now  I 
«»ne  to  the  case  of  Dr.  Tanner.    He  is 
<t  present  serving  three  months'  im- 
Posonment.     He  was  brought  before  a 
^nnal  on  a  false  and  fictitious  charge ; 
he  was  charged  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
s&d  if  he  misbehaved  himself  in  Court 
the   men    who   took  him    there  were 
Jtigel  J  responsible  for  his  misbehaviour. 
Of  course,  wonders  never  cease,  but  I 
^^^^  to  know  hQW  it  comes  to  pass  that 
^  two  Eesident  Magistrates    had  a 
*ttaculous  knowledge  of  the  antique 
»nd  obsolete  Statute  of  Edward  III., 
J^h  was  not   possessed  by  the  Law 
Mfciers  of  the  Crown  in  this  House,  or 


even  by  an  ex- Attorney  Oeneral  for  Eng- 
land ?  Who  suggested  it  to  these  men  ? 
How  did  they  find  it  out?  Who 
drafted  for  them  that  elaborate  and 
legal  document  of  process  for  con- 
tempt, which  they  brought  with  them 
into  Court?  Was  it  done  by  inspira- 
tion ?  Where  did  it  come  from  ?  Did 
it  come  from  the  recesses  of  the  Cabi- 
net? When  the  appeal  was  being 
heard  one  very  interesting  observation 
was  made  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.     He  said — 

**I  have  given  my  opinion  that  this  juris- 
diction exists  in  this  case,  whether  justly  exer- 
cised or  not." 

Why  did  he  go  the  extreme  length  of 
giving  that  opinion  ?  I  am  certain  that 
that  document  came  from  Dublin  Castle. 
There  is  nothing  new  under  the  sun.  A 
similar  act  of  discovering  musty  and 
obsolete  laws  was  once  done  in  England 
in  the  days  of  the  Stuarts,  and  all  I  can 
say  is  that  a  man  who  would  dig  down 
and  exhume  old  statutes  which  every- 
body has  forgotten  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  an  injustice,  or  what  is  worse,  for 
the  purpose  of  political  calumny,  is  a 
person  of  whom  no  Administration  need 
be  proud.  I  regret  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary is  not  in  his  place.  He  has  again 
and  again  reproved  me  for  the  tone  of 
my  references  to  these  Magistrates.  Of 
course  I  only  laugh  at  his  reproof.  I 
again  say  that  they  are  underground  and 
secret  agents  carrying  out  the  behests 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.     They  are  in  a 

Sosition  of  inferiority,  they  are  depon- 
ent upon  him.  The  ''able  and  ex- 
perienced judges"  called  Hesident 
Magistrates  are  manufactured  at  Dublin 
Castle  at  round  table  conferences  be- 
tween them  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  called  to  discuss  the  pohtical 
situation.  Otherwise  what  is  the  mean- 
ing of  the  paragraph  recently  published 
to  thejeffect  that  Colonel  Turner,  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche,  and  another  Magistrate,  who  has 
been  in  attendance  on  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary during  the  last  two  days  at  the 
Castle,  have  returned  to  their  districts. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  you  manufac- 
ture your  competent  and  experienced 
Judges.  You  have  a  conference  be- 
tween the  starving  Judges  and  their 
paymaster.  When  the  Coercion  Act 
first  came  into  operation  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  minions  thought  they 
would  best  curry  favour  with  him  by 
inflicting    the    heaviest    possible    sen- 
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tences  under  the  Act,  and  consequently 
we  had  quite  a  crop  of  sentences 
of  six  months'  imprisonment.  This, 
of  course,  led  to  appeals,  and 
pending  the  hearing  of  these  the  oon- 
yicted  Members  went  about  the  country 
repeating  the  so-called  offences.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  in 
Manchester,  in  November,  1887,  said 
that  Resident  Magistrates  ought  to  give 
one  month  sentences,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  fear  of  appeal  or  of  the  men 
who  were  charged  going  about  the 
country  promoting  disorder  and  confu- 
sion before  the  appeal  was  heard.  For 
three  months  after  the  delivery  of  that 
speech  I  noticed  that  sentences  for  one 
month,  accompanied  with  hard  labour, 
were  given,  and  the  persons  convicted 
were  thus  robbed  of  their  right  of  appeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  a 
comical  excuse  about  the  peregrinations 
of  the  Hepident  Magistrates.  I  asked 
him  how  it  came  to  pass  that,  although 
these  Magistrates  were  travelling  all 
about  the  country,  we  were  refused 
statistics  in  reference  to  the  number  of 
cases  tried  by  each  of  them  under  the 
Coercion  Act  ?  Why  are  they  sent  all 
over  the  country  ?  Is  it  not  because  men 
like  Hamilton  and  Cecil  Koche  and 
Segrave  could  be  relied  upon  to  convict  ? 
I  was  reading  last  Sunday  the  Book  of 
Job,  which  I  will  recommend  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  to  peruse.  A 
question  was  put  to  one,  who  was  cer- 
tainly not  an  angel,  whence  he  came. 
The  reply  was  from  going  up  and  down 
in  the  earth  and  from  going  to  and  tro 
in  the  land.  That  is  exactly  the  motto 
of  the  favorite  Hesident  Magistrates,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  that  when  these  gentle- 
men have  finished  their  careers  they 
will  receive  ^m  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  commendation,  '*Well  done 
thou  good  and  faithful  servants."  Now, 
I  think  no  accusation  against  the 
Government  would  be  complete  unless 
we  brought  in  a  touch  of  the  T$me9,  I 
find  that  Captain  Plunkett,  the  **  don't- 
hesitate-to- shoot "  man,  was  away  from 
his  duties  56  days  in  London,  and  Mr. 
Slack  was  absent  60  dajs.  Three  other 
Besident  Magistrates  volunteered  to 
help  the  Ttmea  in  tabulating  returns  for 
the  Special  Commission,  and  the  Gt)vern- 
ment,  which  out  of  its  generosity  gave 
the  services  of  its  Attorney  GenenU,  has 
given  rapid  promotion  to  these  men. 
Mr.  Cecil  Hoche  is  promoted,  and  why  ? 

Mr.  Swift  Mac  Neili 


'*  Because,"  says  the  Chief  Secretary, 
"  he  richly  deserves  it."  At  the  risk  of 
being  a  little  out  of  order  I  may  saj  I 
wonder  whether  that  gentleman  is  a 
far-away  cousin  of  an  intereating  family, 
because  the  country  is  being  govemed 
at  present  by  a  family  party.  In  con- 
clusion, let  me  say  that  Besident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  bring  jostioeinto 
contempt,  and  they  are  the  chief  jjriests 
in  the  blasphemy  of  justice  which  at 
present  characterises  Irish  administra- 
tion. 

Mb.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  I  believe  that 
the  Statute  of  Edward  III.  has  heen 
used  against  the  hon.  Member  for  Hid 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  Mr.  Powell,  and  the 
rest  simply  for  the  purpose  of  deprifing 
them  of  the  right  of  appeal,  and  at  the 
same  (time  inflicting  on  (them  a  longer 
term  of  imprisonment  than  can  be  in* 
fiicted  under  the  Crimes  Act  without  an 
opportunity  of  appealing  being  afforded. 
The  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hid 
Cork  is  by  no  means  an  isolated  one. 
There  is  also  the  case  of  Mr.  Powell,  of 
the  Midland  Tribune,  the  case  of  Hr. 
O'Reilly,  of  County  Tipperary,  both  of 
whom  were  sentenced  under  the  Act  of 
Edward  III.    I  find  also  that,  on  Tnes- 
day  last,  two    Magistrates  in  Cow^ 
Cork  sentenced  one  of  the  twiaats  on 
thePonsonby  Estate  under  that  Statnte. 
The  young  man  was  cited  for  one  of  the 
usual  offences  under  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  sentenced  to  a   month's  impriiott- 
ment.    The  defendant  said,  ''I  wcep^ 
the  sentence,  and  I  would  do  the  aamem 
the  morning."     The  Bench  then  reow- 
sidered  their  sentence,  and  ordered  »• 
defendant  to  find  bail  for  his  good  be- 
haviour  for   12    months,    or  to  go  "> 
prison    for    a    further    term  of  thia* 
months.    Besides  these  cases,  ^^'^^ 
six  others,  of  tenants  on  the  I*id* 
Estate  in  County  Cork,  who  were  *•• 
tenced  under  the  same  Act.    The  ftj 
is,  that  there  is  what  I  think  I  may  ^ 
a  wholesale  application  of  the  Aci» 
Edward  III.,  so  as  to  deprive  the  p«op 
of  the  right  of  appeal.     We  have  asji 
in  the  case  of  Dr.  Tanner,  that  no  ng» 
of  appeal  exists.    I  denounce  this  itt* 
conspiracy  between  the  right  hoa«Q^ 
tleman  and  his  Eemovable  Magi^^ 
to  effect  the  same  purpose  with  r^g* 
to  Coercion  Act  prisoners  as  he  «#" 
nally  tried  to  effect  by  consecutifM* 
tences    of   one  month's  imprisonin«*" 
The  apologists  for  the  Qovemmen**^ 
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aay,  as  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland 
said  in  Court  the  other  day,  that  this  is 
DO  paoishment  at  all,  because  a  man 
can  escape  going  to  gaol  if  he  gives  bail 
to  be  of  good  behaviour.    The  Chief 
fiaron  of  the  Exchequer  said  the  other 
day,  "For  my  part,  if  I  was  ordered  to 
^76  bail  for  good  behaviour,  nothing 
m  the  world  would  induce  me  to  do  so." 
The  Irish  people  have  taken  the  very 
same  view  of  this  indignity.      It  is  of 
course    on  the  calculation    that    they 
would  take  that  view  that  this  policy  is 
being  adopted.      It    is    known    that 
in  no   single  instance  would  any  of 
these    men,    who    are   not    criminals, 
consent     to      give     bail     to     be    of 
good  behaviour  and  thus  place  a  brand 
and  stigma  upon  themselves.    I  trust 
the  point  will   be  dwelt  upon  by  other 
spesikers,  and  that  public  opinion  will  be 
so  brought  to  bear  upon  this  attempt  to 
deprlTe  the  intended  victims  of  the  Coer- 
cion Act  of  the  right  of  appeal,  which 
even  this  House  of  Commons  had  the 
intention    of    giving    them,    that    the 
scheme  will  be  exploded  as  was  that  of 
giving   consecutive    sentences    of    one 
month's    imprisonment.      Now,     Mr. 
Courtney,  there  is  one  very  important 
matter  to  which  I  wish  to  refer  in  regard 
to  the  Eesident  Magistrates.  One  of  the 
most  important  and  prudent  of  these 
executive  officers  in  Ireland  is  Colonel 
Turner.    I  wish  to  draw  attention  to 
some  of  the  recent  proceedings  of  that 
gentleman,  and  to  call  upon  the  right 
ton.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  say  whether,  in  his  opinion, 
Colonel  Turner  is  a  fit  and  proper  person 
to  hold   the    position    he    does    hold. 
Cobnel  Turner  is  a  Divisional  Oommis- 
ttoner  for  the  district  of  Clare,  Kerry, 
•ttd  other  counties,  and  I  wish  to  refer 
Particularly  to  his  conduct  in  connection 
^^  the  Vandaleur  Estate,  which  has 
1^  the  scene   of  some  of  the  most 
striking  eviction   episodes    that    have 
teken  place  in  Ireland,  and  which  has 
^Mn  still  more  recently  before  the  notice 
<>f  the  public  as  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant instances  in  which  the  struggle  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  ended  in 
*^^imng  justice  for  the  tenant,  and  in 
kjngiog   to    reason    a   landlord    who 
onginally  was  mistaken  enough  to  deny 
ths  just  claims   of  his    tenants.    The 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal« 
^^)  told  me  the  other  night  that  the 
battering  ram  had  only  been  used  in  a 


couple  of  instances.  Why  on  this  very 
estate  when  the  evictions  began  there 
the  battering  ram  was  used  under  the 
active  superintendance  of  Colonel  Turner 
in  the  cases  of  some  twenty  tenants,  and 
the  whole  district  was  devastated  by  its 
operations.  Numerous  evictions  took 
place,  and  a  number  of  houses  were 
levelled  with  the  battering  ram.  The 
result  was  that  the  peace  of  the  district 
was  disturbed,  and  Clare  became  one  of 
those  counties  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  able  to  quote  at  the  head 
of  his  Coercion  statistics.  Colonel  Turner 
was  not  content  with  superintending  and 
aiding  in  the  operations  for  the  clearance 
of  the  estate,  but  he  actually  wrote 
letters  to  the  Tunes  describing  what 
ought  to  be  done,  and  was  one  of  the 
first  of  those  to  suggest  that  which  was 
known  some  time  ago  as  the  plantation 
policy.  He  suggested  that  the  farms  of 
the  evicted  tenants  should  be  given  to 
people  imported  from  the  North  of 
Ireland  and  elsewhere,  and  stocked  with 
the  cattle  of  the  Landlords'  Association. 
Well,  a  few  months  ago  a  change  came 
over  the  spirit  of  the  scene.  The  land- 
lord was  reasonable  enough  ;  and  I  give 
him  every  credit  for  his  action.  I  think 
it  was  a  course  of  action  which  the  land- 
lords through  the,  West  of  Ireland  would 
have  been  wise  to  follow.  Colonel 
Vandaleur  had  the*good  sense  and  feel- 
ing to  think  that  a  war  with  his  tenants 
under  these  circumstances  was  a  great 
mistake,  and  he  declared  he  was  wuling 
to  submit  the  quarrel  between  them  to 
arbitration,  if  the  tenants  were  also 
willing.  Of  course  the  tenants  were 
willing,  as  the  tenants  on  every  estate 
in  Ireland  are  willing,  to  accept  the 
principle  of  arbitration.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Bussell)  was  chosen  by 
the  landlord  as  arbitrator,  and  the 
tenants  hailed  his  appointment  with  the 
utmost  satisfaction.  His  award  was 
made  in  a  few  days.  1%  was  carried  out 
in  the  most  whole-hearted  spirit,  and 
peace  was  restored  to  the  whole  district. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
been  asked  just  before  this  whether  he 
would  interfere,  and  had  declined.  What 
the  Government  of  the  country,  who  are 
charged  with  maintaining  peace  and 
order,  had  neglected  was  carried  out  by 
the  landlord  himself  and  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney,  and 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton), 
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in  Ireland,  that  he  would  refuse  under 
fiimiliar  circumstances  to  f^ive  hail  as 
Dr.  Tanner  refused,  I  ask  do  the  Govem- 
ment  mean  to  keep  the  hon.  Memherfor 
Mid  Cork  in  gaol  ?  When  we  dehated 
Dr.  Tanner's  sentence  on  a  motion  for 
adjournment  a  few  days  ago  I  thought 
we  had  too  much  of  the  legal  argument 
whether  the  Magistrates  had  the  legal 
light  to  hind  Dr.  Tanner  or  not.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  the  important  thing  to  keep 
in  view,  is  the  fact  that — whether  the 
Magistrates  acted  legally  or  not — 
remains,  and  no  one  will  venture  to  dis- 
pute it,  that  no  Bench  of  Magistrates  in 
this  country  would  dare  to  rf^e  up  this 
musty  old  Statute  of  Edward  III.  in  order 
to  arrogate  to  themselves  poj^rs  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  not 
allow  to  be  used.  That  this  statute  was 
deliberately  dug  up  for  the  purpose  is 
abundantly  proved  by  the  Magistrates 
eoming  to  Court  with  a  long  warrant 
oarefuily  drawn  out,  which  they  had  not 
time  to  draw  out  in  Court  nor  the  legal 
knowledge  either.  The  warrant  was 
prepared  for  them  by  some  one  with 
very  superior  knowledge,  and  within 
a  few  weeks  similar  warrants  were  used 
in  other  Courts  in  Ireland,  and  there 
are  now  several  persons  in  gaol  because 
they  refused  to  do  what  the  Chief  Baron 
on  the  Irish  Bench  has  said  he 
under  similar  oiroumstances  would 
refuse  to  do,  namely,  to  give 
bail  for  good  behaviour  under  this 
musty  old  Statute  of  Edward  III. 

The  Committee  divided. — Ayes  107  ; 
Noes  149.— (Div.  list,  No.  295.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (liongford,  N.)  : 
I  do  not  wish  to  oppose  the  Vote  being 
taken  to- night,  but  I  think  we  are  en- 
titled to  a  more  definite  answer  as  to 
when  we  are  to  have  the  papers  which 
were  promised  some  four  months  ago, 
in  reference  to  the  transformation  of 
Divisional  Commissioners  or  Hesident 
Magistrates  into  ordinary  Justices  of  the 
Peace.  We  understood  these  Papers 
were  shortly  to  be  presented,  and  I  hope 
we  shall  have  them  before  the  Hepoit 
stage  of  this  Vote  is  taken. 
♦Mb.  MADDEN  :  If  I  recollect  aright, 
when  the  Motion  for  a  Heturn  was  put 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  the  Oovern- 
ment  said  they  were  prepared  to  assent 
to  a  Motion  extending  over  the  last  10 

Mr.  FUre$  Mahony 


years,    but    the     right    hon.    Gentle- 
man did  not  move  for  this  Heturn. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  WiU  the 
Qovemment  give  us  what  Papers  they 
are  prepared  to  present  ? 

A&.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  wiU  look 
into  the  matter,  and  shall  be  glad  to 
give  such  information  as  can  be  given. 

Mb.  GILL  :  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
bring  very  serious  charges  agamst 
Colonel  Turner,  and  I  beg  to  say  that 
on  the  Report  Stage  I  shall  again  bring 
the  conduct  of  this  gentleman  under  the 
attention  of  the  House. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  say  that  the  Motion  I  put  down  for 
Paper,  was  in  the  form   in  which  I 
thought  it  was  necessary  to  have  die 
information.    I  think  we  are  entitled 
to  the  whole   correspondence    between 
the  Government  ana  the    Lord  Chan- 
cellor, in  reference  to  the  extraordinary 
manoeuvre  by  which   these  gentlemwi 
were  removed  from  the  position  of  Ke- 
sident  Magistrates   to   Justices  of   the 
Peace  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
The  Motion  was  blocked  by  the  Govern* 
ment,    though    it   is    true    when  iny 
patience  was  well-nigh  worn  oat  I  did 
receive  an  intimation  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  willing  to  give  the  Papers  in  a 
less  complete  form,  and  I  communicated 
to  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  my 
view  that,  as  proposed,  the  infonaatio& 
would  be  of  little  use.    I  expected  that 
the  Government  would  relieve  me  from 
the  responsibility  of  moving  for  Papeo 
which  I  had  said  would  be  of  litUe  me, 
and  would  put  down  a  Motion  in  the 
name  of  one  of  their  officials.     I  trost 
now  on  reconsidering  the   subject  the 
Government  will  give  us  a  full  and  firank 
explanation  on  the  subject.     I  will  jmi 
add  that  I  hope  on  the  next   Stage  of 
this  Vote  the  Chief  Secretary  will  be 
prepared  to  offer  some  explaaaticm  ia 
reference  to   the  conduct    of     Cokiiil 
Turner  and  Mr.  Walsh,  whose  interfer- 
ence in  a  dispute  between  lan'dlord  vi 
tenants  in  a  troubled  district  preveatol 
the  effectuation  of  a  settlaoaent 
that  was  about  to  be  arrived  at. 

Mb.    O'DOHERTT  :     There    ia 
item    of    £448    for     the    examini 
of  newspapers  and  hire  of  rooma, 
it    appears     this    expenditure    ia 
account  of  a  kind  of  Press  ceoi 
It  is  very  distinctly  marked  out,  ami 
evidently    an    arrangement    by  wlwil 
j  officers  are  engaged  in  various  ottiim 
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to  which  newspapers  of  the  district  are 
sentaod  ezaminedy  on  a  kind  of  press 
censorship.  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  us  any  information  upon  this 
item? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  No,  the  hire 
of  rooms  has  nothing  to  do  with  a  press 
censorship,  which,  as  thehon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  be  aware,  does  not 
exist  in  Ireland.  In  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Sexton)  I  have  to 
say,  I  shall  be  quite  prepared  to  consider 
the  allegations  against  Colonel  Turner 
and  Mr.  Walsh.  I  feel  sure  these  gen- 
tlemen have  no  desire  to  prevent  settle- 
ments, and  I  believe  the  occurrence 
alluded  to  is  quite  capable  of  satisfactory 
ezplaoation. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  :  May  I  ask  why 
the  hire  of  rooms  is  aseociated  with  the 
item  for  newspapers  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Eooms  are 
not  hired  for  newspapers.  The  grammar 
of  the  entry  leaves  something  to  be 
uesfred,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  correct 
ue  English  when  the  Vote  next  comes 
hefore  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutfon  to  be  reported  on  Monday 
^xt;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

PKKFERENTIAL  PAYMENTS  IN 

BANKRUPTCY     (IRELAND)     BILL. 

(No.  819.) 

Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL  MONEY 
(No.  2)  BILL.    (No.  356.) 

Order  for  Second  Beadiog  read. 

Ifotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mr.  H.  W.  liAWSON  (St.  Pancras, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  enter  a  protest  against 
the  underhand  and  even  treacherous  way 
in  which,  in  connection  with  this  Bill, 
the  (Jovemment  have  behaved. 

*Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
StJBT  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Older,  Sir.  1  appeal  to  you,  is  it 
cvbt  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should 
team  the  action  of  the  Government 
'^nnderhand  and  treacherous." 


*Mk.  SPEAKER  :  The  word  "  under- 
hand "  is  certainly  not  Parliamentary. 

♦Mr.   H.   W.  LAWSON  :    I  at  once 
withdraw  the  word,  Sir.    I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  meaning  I  meant   to    con- 
vey, which  was  certainly  not  directed 
against  him  personally.     I    wish    to 
explain  to    the    House    exactly  what 
happened    in    regard     to      this    Bill. 
This  is  not  the  original  London  County 
Council  Money  Bill.     It  is  a  suppositi- 
tious Bill  introduced  by  the    (Jovern- 
ment  after  withdrawing  the  other  with- 
out notice  to  the  Council,  and  the  differ- 
ence between  the  two  is  this,  that  the 
eighth  clause  of  the  former  which  gave 
the  Council  power  to  pay  any  costs  with 
respect  to  an  inquiry  into  the  water  sup- 
ply of  London  by  the  Council,  has  been 
withdrawn.  It  is, to  say  the  least,  open  to 
doubt  whether  this  Bill  should  be  intro- 
duced at  all.     When  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  was  in  Committed  last  Session 
we  moved  a  clause  placing  London  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  Birming- 
ham, Liverpool,  and  Manchester,  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  money 
should  be  raised,  but  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  insisted    that    the 
County    Council     should     only     raise 
money  after  application  to  Parliament. 
It     was    then    understood    that    this 
Bill      should      be      settled      between 
the  County  Clouncil  and  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  original  Bill  was  so  settled. 
There   were    conferences    between    Bilr 
Reginald  Welby,  representing  the  Trea- 
sury   on    the    one    hand — I    am    not 
bringine  him  into  the  matter  ad  invidiam 
— and    Lord   Rosebery,  Lord   Lingen, 
and  my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundee  on  the  other.    This  clause  was 
agreed  upon,  and  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  this  House  by  the  Govern- 
ment.    Lord    Rosebery    went    abroad, 
and.  without  the  Council  receiving  any 
intimation,  the  Bill  was  suddenly  with- 
drawn   owing    to    the    opposition    of 
persons  connected  with  the  water  com- 
panies, and  another  Bill  was  introduced 
from  which  the  clause  objected  to  was 
omitted.     I  think  that  in  this  matter  the 
people    of    London  have  been   hardly 
used.    They  wish — and  justifiably  so — 
to  obtain  more   information  as  to  the 
water  supply  which  they  have  to  put 
up  with.    It  does  not  follow  that  they 
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will  spend  excessive  sums  to  supplement 
inquiries  which  have  already  taken  place, 
but  they  want  power  to  make  use  of 
them  which  the  original  clause  gave 
them.  We  have  reaeon  to  complain 
that  by  a  sort  of  back- stairs  intrigue 
the  clause  has  been  spirited  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  hope  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  will  be  able  to  give  us 
some  satisfactory  explanations  on  the 
subject.  If  the  Treasury  approved  the 
Bill  in  the  first  place,  why  did  they  not 
adhere  to  it ;  why  did  they  cut  out  this 
clause?  The  water  supply  of  London 
is  a  matter  of  intense  importance  to  the 
people ;  they  have  reason  to  complain  of 
the  defects,  costliness,  and  impurity  of 
the  present  system  of  supply,  and  they 
ought  to  have  a  right  of  inquiry.  I 
shall,  therefore,  try  to  re-insert  the 
clause  on  the  Committee  stage. 

Mb.    a.    BAUMANN   (Camberwell, 
Feckham) :  I  think  the  Treasury  have 
done  wisely  and  well  in  cutting  out  this 
clause.    I  think  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  if  the  County  Council  of  London 
had  been  allowed  to  conduct  a  fishing 
inquiry  into  the  capital   of  the   water 
companies  at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers,   especially    as    there  exists  on 
record  a  very  complete  account  of  an 
inquiry  into  the  water  companies  held 
not  many  years  ago,  and  the  members 
of  the  County  Council  can  find  out  all 
about  the  water  supply  by  consulting 
the  evidence  given  before  8ir  W.  Har* 
court's  Committee.    Now,  there  are  two 
things  I  should  like  to  know.      How 
long  is  the  practice  going  to  be  con- 
tinued of  a  G-ovemment  official  rising  in 
his  place  without  any  explanation  and 
intrt>ducing  a  Bill,   of  the  details  of 
which  he  knows  nothing,  and  without 
affording  any  opportunity  for  discussing 
it?    If  the  House  of  Commons  is  to 
exercise  any  effective  control  over  the 
expenditure    of    the    London    County 
Council,  Bills  such  as  this  ought  to  be 
introduced   by    some    member  of  the 
Council  who  could  make  the  details  of 
the  clauses  plain  to  the  House.     Under 
this  Bill  the  ratepayers  of  Ijondon  will 
be  called  upon  to  supply  £1,760,000, 
and  I  say  that  before  passing  it  we 
ought  to  have  full  information  given  us. 
I  do  not  know  whether  on  the  Motion 
for  the  Second  Beading  I  should  be  in 
order  in  referring  to  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
but  there  are  some  in  respect  of  which 

Mr,  H,  W.  Lawson 


we  are  surely  entitled  to  demand  nme 
explanation.      Under  a  sub-section  of 
Clause    5,    for    example,   the  Coooty 
Council    asks    for    £350,000,  nothiog 
being  said  as  to  the  purposes  for  vhim 
that  sum  is  wanted.    The  Hotim  \s 
surely  entitled  to  know  what  the  money 
is  wanted  for.     Under  another  sub-sec- 
tion of  the  same  clause  the  Council  seek 
to  obtain  power  to  borrow  money  with 
the    object    of  acquiring  a  site  lot  & 
chamber.     No   sum  is  speciBed,  how- 
ever, and  if  the  clause  is  agreed  to  ia 
its  present  form  they  will  be  able  to 
borrow  any  amount  and  to  build  them- 
selves a  "  lordly  pleasure  house"  in- 
deed.     I    have    heard    of  a  sum  of 
£3,000,000  being  spent  on  such  a  pur- 
pose, and  I  do  not  believe  that  thertte- 
paj^rs  wish  that  so  very  large  a  sum 
should  be  spent  on  the  construction  of 
an  Hotel  de  Ville  for  London.    Agaio, 
under  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Worn 
Act,  1881,  and  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  Bridges  Act,  1884,  power  ii 
given  to  borrow  a  sum  of  £791, 000,  and 
this  Bill   gives  the   Council  F^®' *? 
borrow   a  sum  of    £17,000,   profided 
that    all   the    money    borrowed   and 
expended  under  these  Acts  does  not 
exceed    £791,000.     But    it    seems  to 
me     that     £1,100,000      has    ab«J*^ 
been  borrowed,  and  I  should  thflWroW 
like  an  explanation   of    these  figwj^ 
Considering  that  the  rate  levied  imdet 
the  regime  of  the  County  Coundl  has 
already  reached  12d.  and  a  fraction  w 
the  pound,  I  think  that  the  repwaea- 
tatives  of  the  ratepayers  in  this  Honse 
have  a  right  to  ask  that  the  detaiU  ol 
the  Bill  under  consideration  should  w 
fully  explained  either  by  a  Government 
official  or  by  a  representative  of  tn« 
London  County  Council. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbory.B.)- 
I  will  leave  to  the  Financial  SecreUiy 
to  the  Treasury  the  task  of  explaining 
to  the  Member  for  Peckham  his  respo^' 
bility  for  introducing  a  BiU  of  tt» 
details  of  which  he  knows  nothi^- 
But  I  think  this  discussion  will  leadtt* 
House  to  realise  the  unenviable  po«t«* 
in  which  it  is  placed  in  trying  to  retail 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  IxMidoo- 
It  is  the  result  of  attempting  to  k«a9 
London  in  a  "  go^art."  If  we  W 
been  successful  in  our  Amendmtfit  W 
year,  we  should  have  relieved  the  H(M»fi 
of  Commons  of  the  necessity  of  being 
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parties  to  this    Bill.    London    ought 
reallj  to  be  in  the  same  position  as  the 
htgB  Municipalities    throughout    the 
country,  and  I  say  it  is  impossible  for 
Parliament  to  keep  control  over  it  by 
means  of  a  Bill  like  this.     Whether  the 
expenditure  is  too  great  or  not  is    a 
guestion   which   must    be  left  to    the 
Council's  constituents.    If  the  Council 
does  not  fulfil  its  stewardship  honestly 
the  ratepayers  can  call  it  to  account. 
We  in  London  are  suffering  from  the 
prownt  system  of  water  supply.    We 
want,  not  to  rush  into  any  scheme  for 
buying  up  the  water  companies,  but 
power  to   thoroughly  investigate   the 
sources  of  supply,  and  to  ascertain  whe- 
tier  a  cheaper  supply  than  the  present 
cannot  be  obtained.    Those  Members  of 
Farh'ament  who   have  objected  to  the 
presence  in  the  Bill  of  a  clause  which 
would  have  enabled  the  County  Council 
to  effect  their  purpose  in  this  respect 
•TO  either  directors  of  existing  water 
companies  or  relatives  of  directors.    If 
non.  Members  look  at  to-day's  papers 
tbey  will  see  an  account  of  an  action 
Mtween  a  City  firm  and  a  water  com- 
ity.   The  firm   owned  an  enormous 
warehouse  in  which  hardly  any  water 
was  used,  and  they  naturally  desired  to 
be  supplied  by   meter.    They  gained 
their  judgment  in  the  First  Court  they 
went  to,  but  the  company  appealed  and 
got  it  reversed.    Then  the  City  firm  took 
the  case  to  the  Houseof  Lords,  which  sus- 
tyned    the    decision    of     the    Court 
(n   Appeal,    and     it    is    now    settled 
«at    the    people   of    London   cannot 

St  their  water  supply  by  meterage, 
ioymust,  instead,  submit  to  pay  on 
^••esement,  no  matter  how  small b  quan- 
aty  of  water  they  may  require.  Is  there 
juiy  other  commodity  which  the  people 
We  to  pay  for  on  the  same  conditions  ? 
♦l£iL  SrBAB:ER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
^*ter  supply  clause  does  not  form  part 
rf  this  Bill  ^ 

^  Ma.  JAMES  ROWLANDS :  Possibly 
iball  have  an  opportunity  of  raising 
^  question  when  my  hon.  Friend 
Qoves  in  Committee  to  insert  the  clause, 
think  we  have  good  cause  to  complain 
^i  the  manner  in  which  we  have  been 
v^eated  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  I  am  told 
bst  great  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
n  the  OoYeniment  to  cut  out  this  clause, 
do  not  care  whether  the  pressure  came 
rom  this  side  or  the  other  side  of  the 


House  ;  all  I  say  is  that  we  have  a  just 
demand  for  an  inquiry  into  the  water 
supply  of  London. 

♦Sir  EOPER  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.) :  I  think  that  the  Metro- 
politan Members  of  this  House,  whether 
they  sit  on  this  side  or  on  that,  will 
desire  to  scrutinise  very  closely  the  large 
powers  of  expenditure  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  confer  on  the  London  County 
Council  by  this  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  I 
trust  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee, 
who    represei^ts    the    Council   in    this 
House,  will  give  us  some  adequate  ex- 
planation   of  the  proposal.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  who  spoke  last, 
said  this  was  a  matter  for  the  London 
County  Council  itself  to  consider,  and 
that  it  rested  between  the  members  of 
that  body  and  their  constituents.  Well, 
but.  Sir,  for  the  next  three  years  the 
constituents    of     the    London    County 
Council  will  have  very  little  opportunity 
of  saying  anything  on  this  point,  or,  in- 
deed, upon  many  other    points,    as  to 
which  I  suspect  they  will  have  a  bone  to 
pick  with  their  present  representatives 
in  the  London  County  Council  when  they 
oome  before  them  for  re-election.     The 
constitution     of    the    London    County 
Council  has  been  fixed  by  this  House 
with  the  very  purpose  of  our  exercising 
a    certain      amount     of     supervision 
over  its  powers  of  expenditure  during 
the    early     period    of    its    existence, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  the  London 
ratepayers  are  inclined  at  the  present 
moment  to  be  thankful  that  this  House 
possesses  that  power  of  control.    I  hope 
that  this  House  and  that  the  ratepayers 
of  London  will  observe  that  the  fault 
found    by  the    hon.    Member    for  St. 
Pancras  with  this  Bill  is  that  it  does 
not  confer  on  the  London  County  Council 
sufficiently  wide  powers  of  expenditure. 
I   must  say  that  from  the  somewhat 
cursory  perusal  I  have  been  able  to 
give  to  this  Bill,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  powers  given  are  very  large  indeed, 
larger  certainly  than  I  should  be  inclined 
to  agree  to  until  we  have  had  adequate 
explanations  from  those  who  officially 
speak  for  the  County  Council.     I  hope 
the  ratepayers  of  London  will  observe 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
wishes  to  enlarge  these  enormous  powers 
and  to  enable  the  County  Council  to  hold 
a  fishing  inquiry,  and  expend  upon  it  a 
very  considerable    amount  which  will 
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come. out  of    the  pockets  of  the  rate- 
payers. 

*Mb.  LAWSON  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  attributing  motives  to  me  which  are 
not  justified.  The  Treasury  introduced 
this  clause  into  the  original  Bill. 

♦Sir  roper  LETHBRIDaE :  The 
hon.  Member  is  criticising  this  Bill 
because  that  clause  has  been  omitted 
from  it,  and  therefore  I  maintain,  with 
all  deference  to  him,  that  he  does  desire 
to  give  increased  powers  of  expenditure 
to  the  London  County  Council. 

Mb.  T.  C.  baring  (London)  :  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  impossible  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  and  this  hour  of 
the  night  properly  to  discuss  a  Bill  of 
this  description.  I  also  confess  myself 
unable  to  reconcile  the  figures  in  the 
body  of  the  Bill  with  the  figures  at 
either  end  of  it,  although  the  discrepancy 
may  possibly  admit  of  some  explanation. 
For  instance,  although  the  Bill  autho- 
rises the  expenditure  by  the  Council  dur- 
ing the  year  of  £880,000  odd,  when  I 
come  to  examine  the  figures  in  Clause  6, 
I  find  they  do  not  amount  to  £800,000. 
I  hope  that  next  year,  if  we  are  to  exer- 
cise any  control  over  the  expenditure  of 
the  London  County  Council,  the  Bill 
will  be  brought  forward  in  such  a  form, 
and  at  such  a  time,  that  those  who  desire 
to  understand  what  the  people  of  London 
are  paying  for  may  be  able  to  obtain  the 
necessary  information. 

*Mb.  R.  K.  CAUSTON  (Southwark, 
West) :  The  hon.  Member  for  Peckham 
says  the  Government  have  done  wisely 
and  well  in  omitting  the  dause  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  of  the  expenses 
of  a  water  supply  inquiry.  I  hope  I 
shall  be  in  order  in  asking  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  explain 
why  the  Government  have  omitted 
from  the  Bill  the  clause  authorising  an 
expenditure  by  the  London  County 
Council  for  the  purposes  of  an  inquiry 
into  the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolis. 
The  hon.  Member  also  said  that  tiiis 
would  be  a  fishing  inquiry.  Well,  I  say 
that,  fishing  or  otherwise,  the  people  of 
London  demand  that  there  should  be 
an  inquiry  into  the  pressing  question 
of  the  water  supply.  Perhaps,  too,  I 
should  not  be  out  of  order  in  pointing 
out  to  the  House  as  regards  the  omitted 
dause 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 
Sir  Rop$r  Lethlridye 


*Mb.  CAUSTON :  At  any  rate,  I  think 
we  may  demand  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  some  explanation  of  the 
extraordinary  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

♦Mb.  W.  L.  JACKSON  (Leeds,  N): 
I  think  the  explanation  is  very  simple. 
The  clause  referred  to  has  not  been 
introduced,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Pancras,  by  the 
Treasury,  though  no  doubt  ^e  Bill 
with  that  clause  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Treasury.  The  hon.  Member  for  St 
Pancras  spoke  of  the  underhand  and 
treacherous  way  in  which  this  Bill  has 
been  dealt  with.  I  do  not  think  thej 
were  proper  words  to  apply  to  action 
which  is  taken  in  this  House  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  business. 

•Mb.  SPEAKER;  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  withdrew  the  words  oom* 
plained  of. 

♦Mb.  W.  L.  JACKSON  :  I  apologise! 
Sir,  for  referring  to  them.  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  found,  when  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, that  there  was  very  great 
opposition  to  the  clause  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  it  being  pointed  oat  that 
this  annual  Bill  had  always  been 
regarded  simply  and  only  as  a  Honey 
Bill,  conferring  borrowing  powers  on 
the  municipal  authority  for  the  nv- 

Eose  of  carrying  into  effect  works  wDidi 
ad    been    prerlously    sanctioned  bj 
Parliament,  land  it  was  pointed  out  tint 
this  clause  gave  power  to  spend  moi^ 
on  purposes  not  already  sanctioned  by 
Parliament.     Her   Majesty's    Qoraui' 
ment  were  of  opinion  that  there  wV 
much  weight  in  these  objectionsi  wA 
that,  having  regard  to  the  period  of  A0 
Session,  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  ilk 
the  House    to    make    this  innovaliait 
They,  therefore,  moved  thedischatMrf 
the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading  wttt 
first  Bill  and  brought  in  this  umuiliil 
Bill.    The  hon.  Member  for  St.  FtaflM 
has  spoken  of  the  underhand  oonditfl  if 
the  Treasury  in  this  matter,    nod  kt 
states  that  this  clause  was  withdMn 
without  >ny  communication    with  flkt 
Chairman  of  the  London  County  OonatSL 
But  the  hon.  Member  knows  peiifsillf 
well  that  I  endeavoured  to  oommmaBaii 
with  the  Chairman,  and  was  onljni^ 
vented  doing  so  owing  to  his  liaMS 

fone  abroad,  and  the  hon.  Memborilli 
nows  that  I  did  the  next  best 
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and  oommunioated  with    the    Deputy 
Chairmao. 

♦Mb.    LAWSON  :    Lord    Eosebery 
went  abroad  after  the  last  sittiDg  of  the 
Cooncil.     He  could  have   been  com- 
municated with  before  that. 
♦Mb.  JACKSON :  That  does  not  affect 
mj  point  at  all.     The  statement  has 
been  made  that  no  communication  was 
made,  whereas  the  hon.  Member  knew 
I  bad  endeavoured  to  make  the  com- 
munication :  that  I  communicated  with 
the  Deputy  Chairman  as  early  as    I 
could,  and  that  I  also  communicated  by 
letter  with  the  Council. 
♦Mb.  LAWSON  :  I  learned  from  the 
Deputy  Chairman  that  he  was  not  com- 
municated with. 

♦Mb.  firth    (Dundee) :     My    hon. 
Friend  is  mistaken.    I  wrote  a  letter  to 
the  Financial  Secretary  on  the  matter. 
♦Mb.  LAWSON  :  Yes,  afterwards. 
*Mb.  JACKSON  :    I  have  now  ex- 
jP^ed  to  the  House  the  course  I  took, 
xbe  bon.  Member  for  Peckham  has 
asked  for  information  as  to  one  or  two 
points,   and,    first,    as    to   a    sum    of 
£350,000  referred  to  in  Sub- section  2 
of(3au8e5.    Under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  the  County  Council  is  entrusted 
with  the  power  of  dealing  with  lunatic 
a^lums  in  Surrey  and  Middlesex,  and 
this  lum  is  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  certain  buildings  that  are  required. 
As  to  the  apprehensions  of  the  hon. 
Member  respecting  the  power  given  in 
^■Bipect  to  building  a  Cpuncil  Chamber, 
these  are  not  very  well  founded,  as  no 
money  can  be  actually  expended  until 
^  expenditure    has  been    previously 
Mactioned  by  Parliament.      It  would 
>ot  be  wise  to  put  in  the  Bill  the  sum 
I>opoeed  to  be  given  for  the  site  when 
Mgotiationa  are  in  progress  as  to  the 
ttBoant  to  be  paid.     My  hon.  Friend 
d*o  asked  as  to  the  proposal  to  give 
jomet  to  borrow  £17,000,  provided  the 
toM  sum  borrowed  for  certain  purposes 
'oas  not  exceed  £791,000.     He  sug< 
BMtsthat  that  sum  has  already  been 
ttseededy  and  that  £1,100,000  has  been 
iiOROwed.     Bat,  as  a  fact,  the  £17,000 
ViU  faring  the  amount  borrowed  under 
^  Aets  of  1881  and  1884  to  £791,000, 
ad  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  must  be 
BQB&aing    the  figures    and    including 
■BDS  previouDly  authorised  to  be  bor- 
rowed.    May  I   add  that  the  duty  of 
jBoving  the  moond  Beading  of  this  Bill 
i  not  one  which   the  Secretary  to  the 


Treasury  voluntarily  undertakes,  but 
that  it  is  a  duty  imposed  on  him  by  an 
arrangement  of  long  standing. 

Mb.  F.  W.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Stepney)  :  Will  any  amoUnt  be 
put  in  the  Bill  to  show  what  will  be 
paid  for  the  site  of  the  new  Council 
Chamber  ? 

♦Mr.  JACKSON :  No ;  I  am  afraid 
the  negotiations  will  not  be  completed 
in  time.  But  the  agreement  for  pur- 
chase cannot  be  made  without  the  sane- 
ton  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  FIETH  :  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain  a  matter  on  which  a  little  dis* 
crepancy  which  has  arisen.  This  dele- 
tion of  the  clause  was  made  before  I 
had  any  notice  of  it,  and,  indeed,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  St.  Pancras 
was  the  first  to  give  me  information 
about  it.  I  told  him  when  he  called  on 
me  I  had  heard  nothing  about  it,  but 
subsequently  I  found  on  the  Table  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Council  a  letter 
conveying  the  information. 

♦Mr.  JACKSON:  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  explain  that  I  fell  into  a  mistaike. 
When  I  referred  to  the  deputy  Chair- 
man I  meant  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  LondoD, 
and  not  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee. 

Mr.  firth  :  The  titular  appellation 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  is  Vice  Chairman. 
I  may  say  that  the  clause  which  has 
been  omitted  (is  in  exactly  the  same 
language  as  that  contained  in  a  Bill 
which  I  proposed  in  1882,  in  the  Mar- 
kets Bill,  wluoh  we  carried  through  at 
half- past  three  in  the  mornings  I  uiink 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has  given 
a  sufficient  explanation  of  the  Bill ;  but 
I  may  add  that  the  sum  of  £360,000 
which  is  authorised  to  be  raised  is  for 
buildings  which  we  are  bound  to  erect. 

Mr.  COCHRANE-BAILLIB  (St. 
Pancras,  N.) :  With  reference  to  Sub- 
section 4,  Clause  5,  may  I  ask  if  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  see  if  it  is  not 
possible  to  alter  the  present  offices  so  as 
to  make  them  suitable  for  the  Council  ? 

Mr.  FIETH :  I  think  that  no  one 
who  has  been  through  the  building 
which  the  County  Council  are  now 
occupying  would  wish  them  to  remain 
there  longer  than  possible.  A  Commit- 
tee has  thoroughly  investigated  the 
matter.  We  have  temporarily  enlarged 
the  building,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
will  do  us  &e  courtesy  to  call,  I  think 
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he  will  fully  agree  with  the  steps  we  are 
taking  to  get  new  offices. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill,  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

TECHNICAIi  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 
(No.  850.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [Ist  August], 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'* 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

*Mb.  GEORGE  DIXON  (Birming- 
ham, Edgbaston):  As  I  understand 
that  the  Government  have  agreed  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Gorton  Division  of 
Lancashire,  I  shall  not  move  the  Motion 
which  appears  in  my  name. 

Mk.  (JHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.) :  The  Vice  President  of  the  (Council 
in  laying  this  Bill  before  the  House  has 
placed  the  friends  of  technical  education 
in  a  very  difficult  position.  He  must  be 
well  aware  that  a  good  many  education 
reformers  object  to  secondary  education 
being  handed  over  to  Local  Authorities 
instead  of  specially  elected  educational 
bodies.  Unless  some  concession  is 
made  to  our  views  the  Bill  will  be 
strongly  opposed. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
Under  the  Intermediate  Education  Bill 
Parliament  has  given  power  to  Paro- 
chial Authorities  to  levy  a  halfpenny  rate 
for  exactly  the  same  purposes  as  are 
provided  for  in  this  Bill,  and  I  there- 
lore  wish  to  know  if  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  will  enable  them  to  levy  an 
additional  rate. 

♦The  vice  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  do  not  think  any  Local 
Authority  will  impose  any  double  rate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield. 
Brightside) :  I  do  not  oppose  the  Second 
Seading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  accept  it  with 
great  regret  and  reluctance.  After 
the  country  has  been  expecting  a 
Technical  Education  Bill  for  two 
years,  the  measure  now  before 
the  House  is  a  great  disappointment. 
The  real  mischief  is  embodied  in  Sub- 
section (a)  of  Clause  1,  which  prevents 
the  Local  Authority  from  aiding  out  of 
local  rates  any  technical  or    manual 
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instruction  in  elementary  schools,  an 
therefore  by  this  Bill  you  are  buildioga 
castle  in  the  air  and  providing  second- 
ary technical  instruction,  because  there 
is  some  idea  that  the  voluntary  schools 
stand  in  the  way  of  introducing  this 
technical  instruction  in  elementaiy 
schools.  Even  agricultural  instruction 
is  excluded  from  elementary  schools  bj 
virtue  of  this  Bill,  notwithstanding  ^e 
recommendations  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion. What  will  this  Bill  do  for 
London?  For  two  years  the  London 
School  Board  has  had  before  it  a  scheme 
of  technical  instruction  which  everybody 
wishes  to  see  enforced,  but  this  Bill  wiH 
not  allow  a  single  boy  in  the  London 
Board  Schools  to  obtain  this  kind  of 
instruction.  It  is  true  the  Ooonty 
Council  will  be  able,  to  some  extent,  to 
aid  the  Polytechnic,  and  for  that  reason 
I  do  not  oppose  the  Bill,  although  I 
look  upon  it  as  a  miserable  compromise 
and  as  a  miserable  attempt  to 
fulfil  the  promises  of  the  Government 
The  existing  system  of  elementary 
education  is  too  hooky;  and  it  is  de- 
sired to  give  to  the  boys  a  little  manual, 
scientific,  and  technical  instruction  ih&t 
they  may  take  with  them  to  higher 
colleges.  This  Bill  will  enable  any- 
thing of  the  sort  to  be  done.  The  BiU 
is  one  of  the  greatest  shams  ever  per- 
petrated in  the  House,  and  I  hope  that 
it  will  be  much  altered  in  Committee. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  BiU  be  read 
a  second  time." 

Me.  CHANNINCJ:  I  object,  because 
no  reply  has  been  given  to  my  remarks. 

Thb  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
THADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  On  a  point  of  order,  Sir. 
the  hon.  Member  has  already  spoken 
on  this  stage.  Can -he  now  object  f 
♦Me.  SPEAKER :  If  the  words  •*  I 
object "  reach  my  ears,  it  is  suCBfiieat 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  know 
whence  they  proceed. 

Me.  CHANNINO  :  I  object. 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further 
Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood  ad* 
journed. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Moadsy 
next. 

It    being    One    of   the    dock,    Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
Question  put. 


House  adyo^^^i^^  <^t  One  •*< 
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COMllISSION. 

The    foUowmg    Bills    reoeived    the 
Boytl  Assent: — 

Prince  of  Wales's  Ohildren. 
Telegraphs  (Isle  of  Man). 
Advertisement  Rating. 
Small  Debts  (Scotland). 
Caaada  (Ontario  Boundary). 
Passengers  Acts  Amendment. 
Board  of  Agricultare. 
Audit  (Army  and  Navy  Accounts). 
Trost  Funds  Investment. 
Windward  Islands  Appeal  Court. 
Settled  Land  Acts  Amendment. 
Oompaniee  Glauses  Oonsolidation  Act, 

1888y  Amendment. 
Ifsmages  (Basutoland,  &c.). 
Jadidal  Factors  (Scotland). 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales). 

W^ryATE     BILLS    (ALTERATION     OF 

emohandum  op   association.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Committee 
(with  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee) 
"Mde ;  and  to  be  jprinted.  [No.  224]  : 
And  to    be    considered  on  Thursday 

EGYPT  —  MILITARY     OPERATIONS 
AGAINST    TEE    DERVISHES-FUTURE 

POUCT, 

QTJssnoirs. — obsbryatioks. 

,Thi  Eabl  op  CARNARVON,  in 
luuig  to  <^U  attention  to  the  hostilities 
on  the  «Nile  and  the  general  condition 
of  affairs  in  Egypt,  said:  I  will 
i>ot  repeat    now  what   was    said  the 
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other  evening,  in  which  I  so  heartily 
joined^the  expression  of  deep  satisfac- 
tion at  the  skill,  courage,  and  conduct 
of  our  troops  in  the  rbcent  hostilities  on 
the  Nile ;  those  who  took  part  in  that 
short  conversation  bore  emphatic  testi- 
mony to  that,  and  it  would  be  needlessly 
taking  up  the  time  of  your  Lordships  if 
I  were  to  advert  to  it  again.  I  suppose 
no  reasonable  man  doubted  what  the 
issue  of  those  hostiliiies  would  be ;  but, 
as  I  said  before,  there  is  a  larger  ques- 
tion behind — a  larger  question  as  re- 
gards the  possible  or  probable  recur- 
rence of  such  difficulties  and  the  general 
policy  which  is   to  be  maintained  in 

^87Pti^  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  delay  your  Lord- 
ships by  more  than  the  briefest  reminder 
of  the  circumstances  which  have  brought 
us  to  the  present  pass  of  events.  The 
House  will  remember  how  the  dual  con- 
trol was  brought  to  an  end,  the  insur- 
rection of  Arabi,  the  bombardment  of 
Alexandria,  and  the  battle  of  Tel-el- 
Kebir.  Single-handed  in  fact,  and  in 
default  of  ail  allies  we  entered  Egypt ; 
single-handed  we  fought  our  battles; 
single  handed  we  won  all  our  successes. 
But  very  soon  afterwards  we  were 
startled  by  the  news  of  the  de- 
feat of  Kicks  Pasha,  and  I  need 
not  recall  the  circumstances  that 
followed  and  ulminated  in  the  tra- 
gical disaster  to  Gordon  at  Khartoum. 
Very  soon  after  that  the  withdrawal 
of  our  garrisons  commenced,  and  of 
those  that  remained  some  were  mas- 
sacred, some  disappeared,  and  the 
history  of  some  is  even  now  buried 
in  complete  obscurity.  There  was  a 
declaration  made  very  soon  after  that 
time,  or  about  that  time,  to  the  effect 
that  we  intended  to  withdraw  from 
Egypt  at  a  certain  specified  date.  I 
always  regretted  that  declaration,  but 
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that  declaratioD  was  folloved  by  many 
similar  dedarations,  if  not  quite  as  pre- 
ciae  in  language,  at  all  erants  bearing 
very  closely  tbe  same  obaracter.  Then 
commonoed  the  general  policy  of  with- 
drawal from  the  outpoate,  the  canaentrat- 
ing  of  troops  for  the  defence  of  Egypt 
proper,  and  %  gradual  reduction  of  tbs 
armed  forces.  That  redaction  went  on 
from  month  to  month  until  recently  the 
force  oonld  not  have  been  above  2,500 
men,  or  thereabouts.  Then  ensued  that 
which  had  been  predicted  by  a  great 
many  persona  familiar  with  Eastern 
affairs,  fresh  riaings  on  the  frontier, 
freah  harassing  of  out  positions,  till  at 
last  occurred  the  recent  invasion  which 
we  have  been  obliged  to  arrest  by  send- 
ing troops  from  other  places.  If  we  bad 
sustained  a  reverse  we  should  have  been 
obliged  to  send  many  more  troops.  In 
the  events  of  the  last  few  days  tnere  is 
very  much  to  rejoice  over,  and  perhaps 
not  the  least  ground  of  eatisfaction  is 
that  the  health  of  the  British  troops, 
contrary  to  what  might  have  been  ex- 
pected, has  been  admirable.  I  need  not 
point  out  that  the  difficultiesof  European 
troops  are  greatly  aggravated  by  the 
summer  beatof  such  acountiyesEgypt. 
Seasoned  troops  alone  can  bear  such  a 
climate.  But  unseasoned  troops  must 
die  like  flies.  The  reason  wny  our 
troops  did  stand  the  aeverity  of  the 
olimatewas  that  they  were  entirely  sea- 
soned troops.  We  were  obliged  to  bring 
them  from  Ualta,  from  Cyprus,  and 
poasiblj  from  CHbraltar.  I  tluok  it  has 
been  a  wise  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  during  the  last  two  years, 
or  some  what  less,  to  increase  the  strength 
of  our  garrison  at  Malta,  which  for  s 
long  time  bad  been  unduly  low.  The 
garrison  there,  however,  is  very  limited, 
andif  any  check  had  occurred,  troops  of  a 
very  different  quality  and  material  must 
have  been  procured  elsewhere.  But, 
my  Lords,  the  question  to  wliich  I  wish 
to  draw  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  this  House  is  not  purely 
a  military  question,  it  is  essentially  a 
mixed  one.  Egypt,  to  use  a  metaphor 
which  was  applied  to  a  smaller  country 
in  Europe,  ia  now  the  cockpit  of  Euro- 
pean diplomacy.  Bival  theories  are 
contending  and  struggling  for  the 
mastery.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  very 
closely  into  that  part  of  the  subject,  but 
I  mav  remind  your  Lordships  that  very 
briefly  there  are  three  principal  theories 
Hf  £»rl  of  Carivmon 


that  struggle  for  ascendency.  Yai/t  tA 
all,  there  is  that  which  is  known  b;  the 
name  of  neutralisation.  It  is  founded 
on  the  idea  that  Bgypt  may  be  pluad, 
by  the  agreement  of  European  Paven, 
in  the  same  position  of  neutralit;  n 
Belgium.  The  answer  to  that  ia  tint  I 
Egypt  ia  not,  and  cannot  be  tor  a 
long  time,  at  all  events,  ■  Belpam. 
Her  people  are  not  Belgiana.  They 
have  not  learned  the  art  of  Conatita> 
tlonal  Self- Uovem  men  t ;  and  it  woold 
be  idle  to  suppose  that  anything  short  of 
a  veiy  long  apprenticeship  indeed  oould 
teach  it  to  them.  There  are  nut  in 
Egypt  at  the  present  moment  the  el»- 
menta  for  Oonstitational  Government,  w, 
on  the  other  hand,  there  are  not  tEie 
elements  for  a  benignant  despotiin. 
Then  there  ia  that  which  is  sometimes 
deacribed  as' the  International  theoiy— s 
theory  which  finds  favour  in  France, 
but  which  I  beUeve  to  be  equally  im- 
possible. The  idea  is  that  eaoh  Poirer 
in  Europe  shonld  be  proportionately  re- 
presented, and  should  exeniiae  a  pro- 
portionate power  in  the  management  of 
the  countiy.  But  the  great  objectioB 
to  that  ia  that  each  country  and  eseli 
Government  has  its  own  special  object- 
or rather  that  certain  parties  in  sai^ 
country  have  their  own  objects  aod  their 
ovn  interests.  These  objects  andintfreats 
are  not  for  the  good  of  Egypt,  bat  gene- 
rally for  the  promotion  of  the  intetaata 
of  capitalists,  of  bondholders,  of  finan- 
cial nngs,  of  persons  who  hare  private 
and  personal  objects  to  satisfy.  If  &at 
theory  were  attempted  in  reality  it  omU 
only 
manj 
ter,  a 
bute 
next 


atayii 
your 
have 
in  E 
been, 
facto] 
lash, 
have 
have 
have 
galja 
fertU. 


997  Egypi^MiW^ry  0p$rai'4m%  {Auoxtst  12,  1889}      ajainBt  i'le  DervUheii^    Wa. 


GKated  an  effeottve    and   well-drilled 
annj.  It  is  impossible  to  express  too 
fiiroDgl/  the  debt  we  owe  to  the  able 
and  coasoientious  public  servants  who 
haTe  laboured  in.  this  work  in  Egypt. 
Mowover,  life  and  property  have  been 
comparatively  secure,  and,  lastly,  I  am 
told  by  those  wlio   know  the  country 
that  sentiments  have  grown  up  in  the 
nund  of   the    fellah,   who   has   been 
doTO-trodden    for    generations    upon 
generations,    which,    though  they    do 
Aot  actually  make  him   in   all   senses 
of  the    word    a    free     man     fit    to 
govern  himself,  still  make  him  a  very 
different  character  from  that  oppressed 
and  miserable  person  that  he  was  a  short 
time  since.    That  is,  briefly  summarised, 
what  we  have  done.     What  we  have 
not  done  also  is  a  longer  list  than  I 
juite  hke  to  think  of.    I  do  not  say  that 
It  has  been  our  fault ;    circumstances 
Aod   conflicting   policies    have    fought 
against  us;    but   the  taxation  of   the 
country  still  remains  unequal,  unjust, 
and  often  very  oppressiye.    One  of  the 
first  things  which  it  was  our  object  to 
do  in  the  purposes  of  good  government 
▼aa,  no  doubt,  to.  create  a  new  assess- 
ment; but  the  old  assessment  continues, 
and  with  it  most  of  its  inj  ustices  and 
onelties.    I  believe  (my  noble  Friend 
^  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong)  that  at 
no  very  great  distance  from  Cairo,  in  the 
interior  of  the  country,  so  hardly  does 
the  enforcement  of  this  old  assessment 
press  upon  the   people  that  there  are 
▼lary  irequent  sequestrations  of  land  for 
the  non-payment  of  taxes.    I  apprehend 
tbat  one  oi  our   shortcomings  is  that 
we  really  do  not  goyem  enough ;  that 
ft^  people  would  rejoice  to  see  greater 
(oremment,    more     effective     govern- 
Birat;  and  I  imagine  that  the  two  Depart- 
OMts  in  which  and  for  which  we  are 
^Mervedly  popular   are  the  Irrigation 
^^^ftaiment  and  the  Army  Department. 
'or  both  of   those  we  are  respected; 
IvAh  of  thoae  have  done,  and  are  doing, 
*  great  work.     But  in  each  case  the 
vork  is  not  adequate ;  it  is  stopped  in 
■id  career.  There  is  another  evil  whioh 
fe  met  with,  and  whioh  we  still  main- 
ittn-^I  mean  the  conscription.     I  am 
u>i  one  of  those  who  object  to  all  con* 
cstption     on      abstract     and    general 
inmtiB^  far  from  it;  but  I  think  my 
bUe  Friend  must  know  well  from  the 
leti  tiiat  hare  oome  before  him  that 
^  eonaoription   in  Egypt  tells  with 


a    peculiar,    and    a    special|    and,.  I 
should  say,  an  exceptional  cruelty ;  ai;d ! 
cannot  as  matter  of  argument,  in  its. 
present  form  at  least,  be  defended.  And,. 
lastly,  you  have  the  feeling  spread  (^.r 
and  wide  through  the  country  that  there 
is  no  abiding  confidence  in  our  rule ;  by , 
whioh  I  mean  that  there  is  no  confidence 
in  the  permanency  of  our  stay  and  of 
our  administration.     Then  we  oome  to 
ask,  is  this  a  matter  of  success  or  of, 
failure  ?    It  is  certainly  not  success — it 
is  very  far  short  of  it.     Now,  what  are 
the  causes  of  that  ?   Of  course,  there  are' 
many  causes ;  hut  there  are  two  which ' 
stand  out  above  and  beyond  all  others. , 
The  first  is  the  lack  of  suB&cient  money ; 
the  second  the  sense  of  uncertainty  per- 
vading the  whole  country.      All    im- 
provements  in    Egypt,    as    elsewhere) 
want  money.    A  better  system  of  taxa- 
tion,  a  larger  system     of    irrigation, 
better  means  of  defence,  a  police  force, 
an  army — all  these  mean  money ;  and  \ 
what  we  need  in  order  to  obtain  that, 
money  is  a  free  hand  in  the  management 
of  E/yptian  finance.    But  that  is  im- 
possible, because  then  step  in  diplomatic 
considerations,  foreign  jealousies,  and, 
as  in  a  quite  recent  case,  France  forbids 
even  the  conversion  of  the  debt.    I  know 
very  well  that  in  the  course  of  a  few 
years,  I  think  it  is  in  1891,  a  certain, 
part  of  the  interest  on  the  Canal  shares 
falls  in,  and  there  will  be  a  considerable 
saving,  which  of  course  will  be  applic- 
able to  Government  purposes.     But  you 
have  to  wait  five  years  for  that;  and 
even  that  amount,  after  all,  is  nothing 
very  considerable.       But  I  said  there 
was    another    difficulty,    and    another 
drawback,  which  took  from  the  complete 
success  of  our  occupation  of  Egypt,  and 
that  is  the  uncertainty  which  pervades 
the  whole  of  the  Oriental  mind,  whe- 
ther  we  are  there  for  long — whether 
we  may  not  flit  like  a  shadow  on  the 
wall;   and  that  I  consider  to  be  the 
greatest  evil  and  the  greatest  difEculty 
of  all ;  and  for  this  we  have  in  a  certain 
measure  to  blame  ourselves  and  our  owi\ 
conduct,  because,  if  there  has  not  been 
vacillation,  there  has  at  least  been  the 
semblance  of  vacillation.     There  has 
been  the  appearance  of  halting  between 
two  professions.    On  the  one  hand,  we 
have  declared  repeatedly  that  we  went 
to  Egypt  in  order  to  restore  prosperity 
and  order :  in  the  same  breath  we  have 
said  that  we  were  anxious  to  go  as  soon 
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at  we  could  get  away.  Oq  the  one  hand, 
we  declared  that  our  object  was  to  hold 
Egypt:  in  the  same  breath  we  have 
abandoned  the  outworks  of  Egypt  in  the 
Boudan,  and  we  have  reduced  our  troops 
till  it  almost  seemed  as  if  we  were  going 
to  accept  a  mere  corporal's  g^ard.  The 
result  of  all  that  is  that  the  Egyptians 
and  the  Soudanese  disbelieve  very  much 
our  assertions;  that  the  French  place 
unfair  constructions  upon  our  conduct; 
and  that  Europe  looks  on  half  amused 
and  half  perplexed,  and  designates  us 
as  opportunists  living  from  hand  to 
mouth.  But  what  is  after  all  the  real 
position?  It  is  this — that  we  have 
assumed  responsibilities  larger  than  we 
can  fulfil  under  existing  conditions.  We 
have  given  to  Egypt  only  one- half  of 
the  benefits  which  our  occupation  should 
have  tended  to  give  her.  Trade,  which, 
after  all,  is  the  secret  key  to  unlock 
success  and  prosperity,  is  blighted  and 
comparatively  checked.  The  Khedive, 
who,  as  an  Oriental  Sovereign,  had 
power,  is  reduced  in  the  eyes  of  the 
people  to  a  mere  shadow;  and  all 
this  time  we  repeat,  and  repeat,  and 
repeat  over  again  our  intention  of 
going  at  the'  first  opportunity.  Now,  I 
venture  to  think  that,  on  reflection,  your 
Lordships  will  see  that  there  really  are 
but  five  possible  courses  which  are  open, 
and  I  will  venture  to  enumerate  them. 
The  first  of  these  is  evacuation.  That 
would  be  a  very  poor  end  in  the  eyes  of 
the  country  to  all  the  labour  and  blood- 
shed and  sacrifices  that  we  have  made ; 
and  there  can  be  no  doubt  of  this — that 
evacuation  would  mean  anarchy,  and 
must  lead  to  early  foreign  intervention. 
Secondly,  you  may,  as  some  persons 
desire,  but  which  I  should  look  upon  as 
the  worst  solution  of  all,  hand  the 
ootmtry  back  again  to  Turkey.  I  am 
satisfied  that  neither  the  feeling  nor  the 
good  sense  of  this  country  would 
tolerate  such  a  proceeding.  Every  un- 
fulfilled pledge  on  the  part  of  the 
Turkish  Gbvemment,  every  act  of 
oppression,  of  misgovemment,  of  cruelty, 
would  rise  up  against  it,  and  the  very 
stones  of  the  Pyramids  would  cry  out 
against  it.  You  have  Armenia  at  this 
moment  declaring  that  the  condition  of 
things  is  intolerable;  you  have  Orete 
in  a  state  of  semi- revolt;  you  have 
Macedonia  seething;  and,  therefore, 
people  who  are  idle  enough  to  dream 
that  Turkey  could  resume  her  authority 
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in  Egypt  are  living  in  such  a  oloudland 
that  it  is  not  worth  while  to  discosi  it 
Thirdly,  we  may  remain  as  we  ate,  md 
drift  along,  repelling  the  different  at- 
tacks which  from  time  to  lime  may  be 
made— as  on  the  recent  occasion,  sending 
troops  whether    convenient    or  incon- 
venient, hoping  for  the  best,  taking  the 
risk.  There  are,  no  doubt,  precedeotsfor 
this,  but  thev  are  not  satisfactory  prece- 
dents, andlao  not  think  that  that  is  aveiy 
good  solution  of  the  matter.  FonrUily,  we 
might  remain  as  we  are,  bnt  provi^ 
some  defence  for  the  Southern  portions 
of  the  country,  the  outposts  of  Egypt  I 
believe  that  that  can  only  be  acorn- 
plished  in  two  possible  ways :  either  by 
securing  a  competent  and  reliable  autho- 
rity,  semi-independent,   to  hold  these 
outworks  for  you — such  as  Zebehr,  or 
Emin,  or  some  such  person,  and  that 
was,  after  all,  the  ideal  which  I  beliere 
was  mainly  in  Gbrdon's  mind  at  theUsl 
as  a  practical  solation — or  by  placing 
black  garrisons,  who,  however,  must  be 
paid  and  must  be  officered  by  Engliflh- 
men,    to    hold    the   country  for  yon. 
That,  no  doubt,  is  a  better  solution ;  it 
is    a    more    adequate    solution;   bat 
costly,  and  not  without  a  good  many 
difficulties.   Fifthly,  and  lastly,  yofl  mj 
announce  to  Europe  that  you  intend  to 
stay  in  Egy^t  for  the  present,  and  that 
you  are  not  limited  by  times  andseaaow; 
that  you  will  religiously  respect  the 
rights  of   the  bondholders,   but  that 
you  will  administer  the  country  npoo 
your  own  principles   and    policy,  and 
then  govern  the  country  as  firmly,  aad 
substantially  as  wisely,    as  you  haw 
governed  the  best  Provinces  in  I"*^ 
That  is  a  solution  which  is,  undoubtedlyt 
much  the  best  for  Egypt.     It  may  p^ 
sent  difficulties,  possibly,  bo  far  as  t^ 
country    is    concerned,    but  it  ia  «• 
boldest  course,    and    it   is  the  ^i^^JJ 
which  at  any  time  you  may  be  lediw* 
by  a  combination  of    diplomatic  Qi^ 
ditions.  It  means,  no  doubt,  an  inecsi^ 
of  your  Mediterranean   Bquadroo,  w 
an  addition  to  your  Army  of  8ome4,4N 
or  5,000  men ;  but  Eg^t  oonld  fif 
that  if  she   were    willing;    and  p^ 
graphically  defensible   as   she  isvii 
singularly  high  deg^ree  by  the  d0^ 
that    flank  her   on     either    side^  j^ 
masters  of  the  sea  may  eauly  teW 
masters  of  Egypt.  liyliordSytheBetiitti 
alternatives.    I  do  not  believe  tiMiiV 
other  solutions  exist  than  those  wUit » 
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have  mentioned.      Willingly    or   nn- 
^nllioglj,  one  of  these  the  Ghovemment 
must  chooee,  and  the  time  is  drawing 
near  when  that  choice  must  be  distinctly 
and  definitely  expressed.  I  hope  I  have 
Baid  nothing  which  will  embarrass  the 
Qovemment.    It  has  been  far  from  my 
wish  to  do  80.     The  question  is  one  of 
the  grayest  moment ;  but  I  do  think  it 
desirable  that  before  long  some  solution 
should  be  arriyed  at,  and  I  believe  it  is 
equally    desirable    that    the    country 
should,  in  sooie  degree  at  all  events, 
nnderstftnd  the  elements  of  the  question. 
Thb  prime  minister  and  SEC- 
BETARY  OP  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
Uj  Lords,  once  or  twice  this  Session  I 
hare  had  to  regret  that  the  only  Mem- 
ber of  the  Front  Opposition   Bench  (I 
»ay  it  without  any  incivility  to    him) 
whom  I  have  had  to  confront  was  my 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Viscount  opposite 
(Viscount  Ozenbridge).  I  have  no  doubt 
he  is  a  repository  in  the  richest  measure 
of  all  the  experience  and  all  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Government  to  which  he 
helonged;  but  it  is  very  difficult  for  me 
to  enter  upon  matters  of  detail  concern- 
ing the  action  of  the  late  Government — 
I  mean  the  Government  which  termi- 
nated in  1885 — unless  some  of  those  who 
took  part  in  that  Government  are  present. 
When  my  noble  Friend  behind  me  talks 
ot^  our  failure  or  our  success  in  Egypt,  I 
think  that  as  far  as  we  are  concerned  we 
havearight  to  require  this— thatwhat  we 
ha?e  done  or  that  what  has  happened  in 
onr  time  shall  be  measured  in  respect  to 
the  circumstances  which  we  found  when 
we  acceded  to  responsibility ;    and  that 
ve  shall  not   be  held   to  have  failed 
because  Egypt  does  not  occupy  an  ideal 
petition  with  respect  to  all  the  circum- 
stances that  have  been  examined  by  my 
nohle  Friend.    In  saying  that,  I  have  no 
with  to  raise  old  controversies,  or  to  hint 
*ny  blame  of  those  who  went  before  me. 
But  I  only  wish  to  insist  upon  this — that 
to  ascertain  the  merits  or  demerits  of  • 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  you 
ffiiist  simply  compare  the  state  of  Egypt 
when  we  acceded  to  power  with  the  state 
of  Egypt  as  it  is  now,  and  not  impute  to 
W  responsibility  for  any  results  which 
B&sy  have  accrued  from  circumstances 
width  happened  before  our  time.    It  is 
wty  ncceseary  to  take  this  into  consi- 
uration,  because,  whatever  the  causes 
V6re,  there  la  no  doubt  that  the  task  to 


which  we  succeeded  was  one  of  exceeding 
difficulty ;  and  we  have  never  imagined 
that  the  conditions  existed  which  would 
have  enabled  us  to  bring  Egypt  within  any 
measurable  time  to  the  high,  degree  of 
prosperity  and  order  which  prevails  in 
European  countries.     But  I  do  not  in 
the  least  admit  that  there  has  been  any 
element  of   failure  in  what   has  been 
done.     On  the  contrary,  I  think  if  my 
noble  Friend  examines  carefully  into  the 
Eeports  which  have  been  laid  before  the 
House,  he  will  see  that,  not  owing  to 
any  merit  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  (I  do  not  in  the  least  sug- 
gest that),  but  owing  to  the  wise,  care- 
ful, and  statedmanlike  maxfagement  of 
the  permanent  servants  of  the  Orown> 
and    the    English    servants     of      the> 
Khedive,    who    have    carried  on  that 
great  work  of  civilisa*ion  in  that  coun^^ 
try,    there  has    been    a   constant  and>i 
steady  progress,    bringing    peace  andk. 
tranquillity  to  the  country ;  bringing  iur 
creased  means  of  prosperity  and  open-^ 
ings  for  industry  and  commerce,  abating-  - 
the  evils  of  misgovernment,  of  judicial 
abuse,  and  of  disorder  which    existed 
before  that  time,  and  even  abating  that 
evil  on  which  my  noble  Friend  relies 
the  most— namely,  the  evil  of  excessive 
taxation  of  the  inhabitants.     In  all  the 
matters  which  constitute  the  advance  of 
a  nation  Egypt  has  made  real  progress 
under  the  temporary  guardianship  o^' 
England.    My  noble  Friend    has    ad- 
vanced nothing   that  could  be    called, 
solid  evidence    to    the  contrary.    His 
charges  have  been  so  vague  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  deal  with  them.     He  tells  me 
that  the  assessment  it  still  a  grievous 
wrong.     The    circumstance  that  there 
has  been   any'  increase   in  the  weight 
of  the  assessment  has  not  come  under 
my  observation.    I  doubt  it  exceed ingly.. 
On  the  contrary,  I  believe  the  assessment  - 
has  been  steadily  becoming  lighter  and«^ 
more  just  in  proportion  as  the  cadastraW 
survey  has  been  carried  out,  and  the^ 
re-partition  of  burdens  has  become  more 
equal.    I  freely  admit  that  the  financial 
state  of  Egypt  is  not  everything  that  we 
could  desire.     The  burdens  are  heavier 
than  we  should  wish  the  people  to  bear, 
and  that  for  the  simple  reason  that  the 
Governments    of   Egypt    that    existed 
before  our  time  have   so   squandered 
the  resources  of  the  people  that  one-half 
of  the  revenues  of  Egypt  goes  to  pay 
the  interest  on  her  debt.    That  is  the 
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bnrdsti  witli  whiafa  Egjpt  Btarts  in  tho 
financial  race,  and  aa  Ton^  as  that  bur- 
den weighs  on  her  it  ia  impossible  to 
say  that  her  financial  condition  at  all 
approaches  to  the  ideal.  But  I  did  not 
hear  from  my  noble  Friend  any  sugges- 
tion of  a  possible  remedy  for  that  eril. 
He  seemed  to  intimate  that  it  was  the 
business  of  this  cwuntry,  in  some  way 
or  other,  to  get  rid  of  the  debt.  I  hope 
I  do  not  do  him  wrong,  but  I  thought 
I  just  traced  a  suggestion  that  a  simple 
way  of  getting  rid  of  the  debt  was  uot 
to  pay  it. 

Thk  Eabl  op  CARNARVON :  I 
must  interrupt  my  noble  Friend.  Such 
an  eitraordinary  perversion  of  words  I 
aerer  beard.  I  am  afraid  the  noble 
Marquess  WES  flnmbering  on  the  Trea- 
snry  Bench  if  he  ever  supposed  that  I 
advocated  for  one  moment  passing  the 
sponge  over  the  solemn  obligations  that 
have  been  incurred.  I  content  myself 
with  a  simple  denial  of  the  fact. 

Tkb  Mabqitkss  of  SALISBORY:  I 
am  exceedingly  glad  to  have  drawn  that 
denial  from  my  noble  Friend,  and  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  I 
misunderstood  him ;  but  he  did  not  in- 
dicate in  what  possible  way  financial 
prosperity  could  be  restored  to  a  people 
■which  begins  by  having  to  pay  away 
halt  its  revenue  as  interest  for  its  debt. 
It  is  obvious  that  the  bnrden  is  one  that 
must  weigh  upon  it  most  heavily.  I  am 
not  therefore  able  to  admit  in  any 
degree  the  tnggestion  of  my  noble 
.Friend  that  the  guardianship  of  this 
country  over  Egypt  has  been  otherwise 
than  beneficial  to  it.  For  that  we  have 
not  attained  such  a  measure  of  suocess 
.as  we  bad  a  right  to  espect  I  need  not 
go  further  and  say  that  Ihe  withdrawal 
of  that  guardianship  would  be  a  great 
evil  to  I^ypt,  for  in  that  I  understand 
that  I  cairy  my  noble  Friend  with  me  ; 
but  when  he  goes  bejond  the  criticism 
of  the  past  or  the  examination  of  the 
present  condition  of  Egypt  and  the 
eS'eot  of  the  measures  which  this 
country  has  sanctioned  or  enoouraged, 
and  asks  us  to  penetrate  into  the  future 
and  say  what  the  future  relations  of  this 
country  and  Egypt  are  to  be,  1  must 
respectfully  ask  Uia  House  to  allow  me 
to  decline  to  follow  him.  It  is  very 
burning  ground  indeed.  We  have  again 
fQd  again  explained  what,  in  our  judg- 
ment, are  the  obligations  which  bind  us 
*0  Pgypt  and  which  we  have  intended 
Tk*  VarqiMt  tf  Salithwry 


to  fulfil ;  and  when  my  noble  FriendaTl 
there  has  been  vacillation,  or  the  Hm- 
blance  of  vacillation,  I  again  caonot 
admit  that  the  charge  is  soataiuBd  by 
any  evidence  or  any  particulars.  U  m; 
noble  Friend  will  da  me  the  hcDODi  to 
refer  to  the  account  which  I  gave  fboi 
years  ago  cf  the  policy  which  the  than 
in-coming  Oovemment  thought  itthaii 
duty  to  pursue  with  respect  to  E^gTpti 
and  the  oircumstanoes  in  which  ^Ijpt 
found  herself,  I  think  he  will  find  v< 
have  not  deviated  by  a  hair's  bratdtk 
from  tho  line  which  we  then  laid  down. 
I  need  not  repeat  what  I  have  cRen 
expressed  —  namely,  the  obligatiani 
which  we  feel  bound  in  honour  ta  fulfil 
before  we  withdraw  from  the  gnu^u- 
ship  of  Egypt.  Bnt  when  my  noUs 
Friend  asks  us  to  go  beyond  that  ud 
to  convert  ourselves  from  guardiani  into 
proprietors,  and  to  say  that,  in  daiplt« 
of  all  that  we  have  said  and  thatou 
predecessors  have  said,  we  will,  nadet 
the  circumetancee  and  conditions  ss  lti«I 
are  now,  declare  our  stay  in  Egypt  pw- 
manentand  our  relation  to  Egypt  ihtt 
of  a  conquering  oountry  to  a  oonqQmd, 
I  must  say  I  think  my  noble  Friend 
pays  an  insufficient  regard  to  the  nne- 
titj  of  the  obligations  which  the  Qcnn- 
meot  of  the  Queen  have  andertabs  snd 
by  which  they  are  bound  to  abide,  u 
such  a  matter  we  have  not  to  ooiuids 
what  is  the  most  convenient  or  whit  U 
the  moat  Drofitable  oonrse :  we  ba*<  ^ 
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notions,  in  its  judicial  Bystem,  and  its 
meAod  of  adminlBtering  l^e  law.      I 
Mtufied  myself  that  in  this  most  im- 
portant particular  there  had  been  a  real 
and  substantial  improvement  during  the, 
last  few  years.    I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  at  the  present  time  in  this  respect 
£gjpt  is  on  a  level  with  European 
nationsi  or  has  completely  achieved  the 
object  which  those  who  entered  upon 
these  reforms  had  in  view ;  but  I  was 
satibfied,  from  the  conversation  which  I 
had  with  the  Prime  Minister  in  Egypt, 
that  he  held  upon  this    subject    tho- 
rougUy  enlightened  views,  that  he  was 
profoundly  impressed  with  the  necessity 
of  further  reforms,   and  that  he  was 
most  anxious  to  bring  them  to  as  speedy 
an  accomplishment  as  possible.    Your 
Ifordships  will  easily  imagine  that  the 
task  of  law  reform  in  a  country   like 
Egypt  is  not  likely  to  be  an  easy  one. 
£?en  in  this  country,  with  iall  our  reform- 
ing tendencies,  and  when  reforms  have 
been  most  in  the  air,  the  path  of  the 
legal  reformer   has  been  generally   a 
somewhat  thorny  one ;  and  law  reforms 
have  never  moved  very  rapidly  apace. 
Bat  in  the   East   the    difficulties,    of 
<!our8e,    are    considerably    greater.    I 
have  thought  it    right    to    bear    my 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  I  believe  a 
>eal  endeavour  is  being  madOi  and  has, 
to  Bome  extent,  already  successfully  been 
i^e,  in  this  direction,    and  I  ^  have 
ereiy  hope  that  the  progress  will  be 
<XMitinued  still  further. 

B0CLE8IASTICAL  BUSINESS  FEES. 

Eabl  BEATJOHAMP:  Your  Lord- 
ships may  remember  that  in  May  I 
moved  for  a  Beturn  which  was  in  con- 
^nation  of  part  of  the  information  con- 
tained in  a  Betum  presented  to  the 
House  in  1870.    It  has  been  found  more 

convenient  to  obtain  die  continuation 
cf  the  whole  of  that  Betum  rather  than 
t  certain  part  of  it,  and  I  therefore  move 
jonr  Lordships  to  substitute  the  Betum 
of  which  I  have  given  notice  for  that 
which  was  ordered  on  the  21st  of  May 
bit 

.  Tai  SEOBBTABY  of  STATE  fob 

INDIA  (Yisooont  Oaoss) :  I  have  been 

(guested  by  my  noble  Friend  to  say 
that  there  is  no  objection  whatever  to 
ftBetora  in  the  amended  form. 


SOOLSSIASTIOAL  OFFICES. 

Order  of  23rd  May  last,  for  Betum 
respecting,  discharged. 

E0CLE8IASTIGAL  BUSINESS  FEES. 

''  Hetom  from  every  archbishop  and  bishop 
holding  a  see  in  England  or  Wales  of  the  names, 
residence,  profession  or  occupation,  and,  if  a 
clergyman,  the  preferment,  of  every  secretary, 
apparitor,  seal  keeper,  or  other  officer  employed 
by  them  in  the  transaction  of  ecclesiastical  bosi- 
ness,  stating  the  scale  of  fees  charged  by  such 
officers,  wi£  the  total  amount  of  fees  received 
by  each  of  such  officers  for  his  own  use  daring 
each  year  from  1870  to  1888,  both  included, 
and  the  nature  of  the  duties  performed  by  eaoh 
officer  respectively  for  such  fees. 

Betum  from  every  ecclesiastical  registry  in 
England  and  Wales,  stating  the  fees  payable  to 
each  archbishop  (if  any),  bishop  (if  any),  vicar- 
general,  chancellor,  commissary,  official,  master 
of  the  faculties,  or  other  ecclesiastical  judge, 
whether  acting  in  person  or  by  deputy,  surro* 
gate,  registrar,  deputy-registrar,  or  other  officer, 
for  the  transaction  of  ecclesiastical  business  in 
Court  or  out  of  Court,  stating  the  amount  of 
fees  that  have  been  received  in  respect  of  each 
class  of  document  or  business  transacted  during 
each  year  from  1870  to  1888,  both  included, 
stating  to  whom  such  fees  or  proportions  of  such 
fees  have  been  paid,  and  the  duties  performed 
by  each  officer  respectively  for  such  fees. 

Likewise,  the  amount  of  the  fee  charged  for 
a  marriage  license  exclusive  of  stamps,  also  of 
the  number  of  marriage  licenses  issued  in  each 
yedir  from  1870  to  1888,  both  included,  with  the 
total  amount  of  fees  paid  into  the  registry  for 
marriage  licenses,  exclusive  of  stamps,  in  each 
of  those  years,  stating  to  what  officer  such  fees 
have  been  paid,  and  the  amount  received  by 
each  of  such  officers,  and  the  duties  performed 
by  each  officer  respectively  for  such  fees  [in 
continuation  of  Return  (185),  1870].*' 

Address  for  (£aW  Beauehamp.) 

THE  ALDBRSHOT  REVIEW. 

QUESTION. — OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BBAYE,  in  rising  to  ask  whe- 
ther it  was  true  that,  owing  to  the 
concealed  inequalities  of  the  ground 
selected,  several  casualties  from  falls 
occurred  among  the  troops  reviewed 
last  Wednesday  at  Aldershot,  two  of 
which  were  reported  to  have  been  of  a 
very  serious  nature;  and  whetheri  in 
the  event  of  a  future  review  of  such 
magnitude,  it  was  contemplated  that 
some  less  broken  ground  should  be 
chosen  for  the  purpose,  said :  My 
Lords,  we  learn  from  the  ordinary 
channels  of  information  that  last 
Wednesday,  at  the  great  review  at 
Aldershot,  some  accidents  occurred  of 
a  very  serious  nature :  one  man  broke 
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lus  thigh,  another  broke  his  leg  and  his 
arm,  and  there  were  Beveral  other  acoi- 
denta  of  a  miaor  character.  I  hope 
that  either  these  reporta  are  not  true,  or 
at  least  that  they  are  exaggerated ;  and 
the  most  SBlisfaotorj  answer  which  I 
oonld  reoeiTe  from  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site would  be  a  simple  negative.  IF,  on 
the  other  hand,  thej  are  true,  and  if  it 
appear  that  they  were  entirely  owing  to 
the  nneveiiDess  of  the  ground  in  that 
locality  at  Fox  Hill— to  the  fact  that 
there  are  to  many  concealed  pitfalls 
covered  with  heather,  and  rows  of  dis- 
nsed  ruts— if  that,  as  I  believe,  is  the 
case,  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  learn  if 
the  Autboritiea  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  changing  of  the  site  for 
a  review  of  such  great  importance  and 
magnitude  as  that  which  took  place 
last  Wednesday  in  the  presence  of  the 
German  Emperor.  There  ie  the  whole 
of  England  to  chose  from  for  euth  a 
review,  because  these  reviews  are  not 
very  frequent,  aud  troops  could  be 
amafsed  at  other  localities.  If  the 
physical  difficulties  which  exist  at  Alder- 
shot  cannot  be  overcome,  and  I  believe 
they  cannot,  itwill  be  satisfactory  to  leim 
that  the  Authorities  of  the  War  Office 
are  taking  the  matter  into  consideration. 
These,  my  Lords,  are  the  reasons  why  I 
venture  to  put  the  question  which  stands 
in  my  name. 

The  under  SECEEDAET  of 
STATE  Foa  WAR  (Lord  Hahbib): 
I  regret  to  aay  that  there  were  four 
accidents  at  the  manceuvrea  on  Wed- 
nesday last,  one  of  them  of  a  serious 
nature,  being,  as  the  noble  Lord 
said,  a  fracture.  That  and  another 
arose  from  the  upsetting  of  a  gun. 
The  second  man  who  was  injured 
is  progressing  favourably.  The  other 
two  cases  arose  from  horses  failing  ;  one 
maa  is  progreasiag  favourably  and  the 
other  haa  returned  to  duty.  1  have  no 
official  ioforination  aa  to  whether  those 
accidents  were  due  to  the  concealed 
inequalities  of  the  ground,  or  to  any 
carelessness  on  the  part  of  the  men 
themselves.  In  any  case,  I  am  distinctly 
of  opinion  that  the  Military  Authorities 
will  be  unable  to  forego  the  advantages 
to  ba  derived  from  tiaining  troops  on 
aneven  ground,  which  accustoms  them 
to  take  advantage  of  the  cover  afforded 
by  its  inequalities. 
Lard  Bra  fa 


LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDUBNT  BILL 
(No.  109.) 

Ketnmedfrom  the  Commons  vitklhs 
AmendmentB  made  by  the  Lorditot^ 
Amendments  made  by  the  Ommoniv 
and  the  Lords  cocsequentitJ  Amsni- 
ment,  agreed  to,  and  with  the  Amsnd- 
ments  made  by  the  Oommons  to  vhidL 
the  Lords  have  disagreed  not  insieted 


OFFICIAL  SECKBT8  BILL  (No.  W) 
Heported  from  the  Standing  Gbo- 
mittee  for  Bills  relating  to  Law,  ^-i 
with  Amendments :  The  Report  thereoE 
received;  and  Bill  recommilted  fa)  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoose  on 
Thursday  next. 

BUSINESS  UF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved,  "That  this  House  at  its  ntio; 
To-day  do  adjourn  to  Thursday  asit;" 
agreed  to.— (TStf  itarjuest  of  Haiuiiirj). 

PAYMASTEIP.  GENERAL  BILL.  (No,  SOf.) 
House  in  Committee  (according  li> 
order):  An  Amendment  made:  Tbs 
Report  thereof  to  be  received  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

BETENUE  BILL  (No.  209} 

House  in  Commtttefl  (according  <» 

order) ;  Bill  reported  without  Aoetid- 

ment;  and  to  be  read  3'  on  Thunihi; 

next. 

MEECH 


Bead 
Amendi 
the  Con 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  I2ih  August,  1889. 


MESSAGE    FROM    THE    LORDS. 

That  they  have  aj^reed  to — Prince  of 
Wales'fl  Ohildren  Bill,  Judicial  Factors 
(Soodand)  Bill,  Intermediate  Education 
(Wales)  Bill,  without  Amendment ; 
Amendments  to  Factors  Bill  [Lords], 
with  Amendments. 

ROYAL   ASSENT. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went ; — and  being  re- 
turned;— 

tfr.  Speaker  reported  the  Hoyal 
Assent  to  a  number  of  Bills.  [See 
page  993.1 

Q  UE  8TI  0N8. 

IKELAKD-THE    LIMAVADY    SAVINGS 

BANE. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tttrjtothe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  has  beard  any  complaints  as 
to  the  management  of  the  Limavady 
Sftnogs  Bank,  to  the  effect  that  moneys 
(^  paid  out   sometimes    without    au- 
thority from   those  whose    names  are 
i^gistered  as  the  depositors,  and  that 
iDoneys  are    lodged  in  the  names  of 
persons  without  their  knowledge,  with 
the  ohject  of   enabling  individuals  to 
have  large  sums  of  money  in  the  bank 
And  at  their    disposal    under  various 
names;   and,    whether    he    will   order 
>ome  inquiry  to  be  made  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
eheeter,  £.)  :  No  complaints  have 
reached  me  in  regard  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Limavady  Savings  Bank, 
iior  is  the  matter  one  which  would  dome 
voder  the  cognizance  of  the  Irish 
Qovemment.  The  Commissioners  of 
the  National  Debt  are  the  controlling 
•Qthority  in  the  case  of  Trustee 
Bamgs  Banks.  The  Treasury  pre- 
•oouibly  answer  for  the  Commissioners 
in  this  Hooae. 
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Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY:  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  during 
May  last,  or  at  any  other  time,  Mr.  P» 
J.  J.  Joyce,  of  the  Irish  Prisons  Board, 
gave  directions  to  the  Governor  of  the 
Derry  Gaol  to  have  the  prison  chaplains 
watched,  and  to  note  what  class  of  pri- 
soners they  especially  visited,  and  if 
they  visited  Father  Stephens,  Mr. 
M*Hugh,  and  Mr.  Kelly  oftener  than 
the  other  prisoners ;  and,  if  they  did  so,, 
to  remonstrate  with  them ;  and,  whethe? 
it  is  within  the  sphere  of  Mr.  Joyce's 
duties  to  give  directions  to  the  Governor 
of  Derry  Goal  to  have  a  watch  set  upon 
the  prison  chaplains  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  question 
has  been  already  substantially  answered 
in  the  reply  given  to  a  question  on  the 
same  subject  -put  by  the  hon.  Member 
on  30th  May  last.  *  The  general  instruo* 
tions  ot  the  Prisons  Board  in  the  matter 
were  conveyed  to  the  Governors  of  Pri- 
sons through  the  several  Inspectors  of 
the  Board. 

THE  LAND  ACT,  1887. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  applica- 
tions of  many  tenants,  leaseholders,  t^ 
have  fair  rents  fixed  under  "  The  Land 
Act,  1887,  have  been  dismissed  on  the 
technical  point  that  they  had  not  admic^ 
istration  taken  out ;  and  that  a  large 
number  of  such  tenants,  whose  cases 
have  recently  been  listed,  will  be  too 
late  to  receive  the  benefits  of  the  Act ; 
and,  whether  he  will  bring  in  a  short 
Act  to  remedy  this  defect,  and  to  extend 
the  time  in  which  leaseholders  can  entet 
Court,  and  to  extend  the  time  for  taking 
out  administration  to  all  whose  cases 
are  listed  before  the  22nd  instant  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  if  at  the  hear* 
ing  of  an  application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  it 
is  found  that  the  applicant  has  not  per- 
fected his  title  as  tenant  by  failure  te 
take  out  administration  to  the  former 
tenant  the  case  is  not  dismissed,  but 
adjourned  in  order  to  enable  adminis- 
tration to  be  taken  out.  The  case  is  in 
no  way  prejudiced  thereby,  imasmuch  as 
the  application  having  been  filed,  ttie 
case  is  one  pending  under  the  Act  of 
1887,  and  can  be  libted  for  bearing  at 
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any  time  when  the  tenant  has  perfected 
his  title.  No  necessity  exists  for  the 
suggested  legislation. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  he 
will  lay  upoa  the  Table  the  Correspon- 
dence with  the  Government  of  the 
Argentine  Bepnblic  relative  to  the  loss 
brought  upon  many  hundreds  of  Irish 
f amiUes  by  the  repeated  failure  of  the 
]fiepublic  to  keep  their  engagements  for 
the  transport  of  intending  emigrants; 
and,  do  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  exact  compensation  for  the  ruin 
brought  upon  so  many  British  subjects 
through  the  misrepresentation  of  the 
aeents  of  a  Foreign  State ;  and,  if  not, 
will  the  Government  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  making  .it  a  penal  offence 
for  Foreign  agents  to  entice  emigrants 
abroad  by  false  promises  ? 

*Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Correspondence  respecting 
British  and  Irish  Emigration  to  the 
Argentine  Republic,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  move  for  it.  In 
•0  saying  I  ought  to  state  that  the 
Papers  do  not  show  any  failure  on  the 
part  of  the  Argentine  Government  to 
fulfil  their  engagements.  It  is  true  that 
tmsuitable  persons  have  been  induced  to 
emigrate  to  that  country,  and  some  hard- 
ship has  been  caused  by  the  unpunctual 
arrival  of  steam  vessels  to  embark  emi- 
grants. If  any  case  were  brought  to 
&e  notice  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  which  persons  in  this  country 
had  been  deceived  or  defrauded  it  would 
be  duly  considered,  and  any  action  taken 
that  appeared  to  be  required. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Did  not  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  receive  a  letter  from 
me  showing  that  there  were  something 
like  2,000  persons  whose  emigration 
had  been  delayed  for  some  months  after 
ihey  had  broken  up  their  homes  and 
6old  off  all  their  goods  and  chattels? 
-  *SiB  J.  FERGXJSSON :  Inquiries  are 
being  made  as  to  the  oases  which  the 
hon.  Member  brought  under  my  notice; 
but  it  is  not  one  of  the  cases  referred  to 
in  the  Correspondence  with  the  Argentine 
fiepoblic. 

Ilr.  A.  J.  Bal/our 


Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  the  Cones, 
pondence  has  not  yet  come  to  a  condn* 
sion  it  will  not  be  necessary  to  move  foi 
the  production  of  it. 
*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  TheCorrea. 
pondence  is  not  yet  concluded. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  WiU  the  right 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  lay  the 
Correspondence  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
it  is  concluded  ? 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON  :  I  wiU  inlorm 
the  hon.  Gentleman  when  the  Corres- 
pondence is  finished. 

MALTA— DISTURBANCE    AT  ROBATO- 
CONDUQT  OP    THE    MILITASY. 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  bas  been 
called  to  a  leadin^^  article  in  the  MiUi 
of  18th  July,  makiog  exceedingly  grafe 
charges  against  Eoglish  troops  jost 
arrived  at  Robato ;  and  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  aa  to 
the  truth  or  otherwise  of  such  charges? 
♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  m 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  LincoUwhiie, 
Horncastle)  :  I  have  not  heard  of  Uiii 
affair  until  the  hon.  Member  drew  mj 
attention  to  it.  In  reply  to  a  quertion 
from  me,  the  Governor  of  Malta  baa 
telegraphed: — ** Newspaper  repoftew 
disturbance  at  Rabato  a  gross  and  fflui* 
clous  exaggeration." 

IRELAND— THE  PONSONBY  ESTATE. 
Mb.  FLTNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  theOiifl* 
Secretory  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  « 
Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  150ejeet* 
ment  decrees  have  been  issued  at  ^ 
last  Cork  Quarter  Sessions  against  tfis 
tenantry  of  the  Ponsonby  estate,  neir 
Youghal,  and  that  the  eviction  ofa 
large  number  of  families  is  threatesed 
for  a  near  day;  and,  in  view  of  w 
fact  that  a  large  number  of  tentfti 
were  evicted  in  1887,  that,  in  Haz« 
1888,  57  eviction  notices,  under  ^ 
seventh  section  of  the  Land  Act  iMu 
were  served  on  the  tenants,  and  w 
Mr.  Horace  Townsend,  the  ag«"**>^ 
stated,  in  a  letter  recently  made  p«M 
that  the  rents  of  many  of  the  hol^P 
are  40  per  cent  too  high,  wiUtliSv^ 
vernment  authorise  the  em^oyoMii* 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  for  the  paoq^ 
of  carrying  out  those  evictions.  1^1^ 
also  to  ask  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  if  M 
aware  that  on  the  17th  ultimo  W 
D.  B.  SuUivan,  Q.O.,  on.  behalf  dm 
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tBttanis,  ofiPered  Mr.  Ponsonby,  the 
landlord,  in  public  Court,  to  leave  the 
Smgoi  fair  renU  to  the  Oounty  Court 
•Tadge,  and  to  leave  the  other  questions 
(arrears  and  re-instatement  of  tenants) 
to  arbitration ;  and,  in  view  of  the 
threatened  evictions  on  this  estate,  will 
he  oie  his  influence  to  effeot.an  arrange- 
ment, 80  as  to  obviate  the  necessity  for 
erietions  on  a  large  scale  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 

that  49  ejectment  decrees  were  obtained 

at  the  last  Fermoj  Quarter  Sessions  and 

some  90  others  at  the  Wicklow  Assizes 

against  tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate. 

I  understand  that  a  letter   has  been 

pablished  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  one 

written  by  Mr.   Horace   Townsend,  in 

which  he  expresses  the  opinion  that  on 

a  particolar  portion  of  the   Ponsonby 

estate  acreable    reductions    might   be 

inado  by  the  Land  Commission    from 

£1  per  acre  to  128.  or  138.     I  am,  how- 

^or,  informed,  in  the  first  place,  that 

Mr.  Townsend  only  saw  a  portion  of  the 

tttate,  and  that  the  average  rental  of 

that  portion  was  not  £1  per  acre,  as 

Mr.  Townsend  appeared  to  have  sup- 

poMd,  bat  was  under  158.  per  acre.    If 

the  terms  ofiFered  by  the  landlord  of  20 

per  cent  reduction  had  been  accepted  it 

would  have  reduced  these  rents  to  a  sum 

lees  than  that  which  Mr.  Townsend  is 

Imported  to  have  said  might  be  settled 

oj  the  Land  Commission.     Mr.  Pon- 

eoabf  has  offered  to  leave  the  fixing  of 

the  tait  rents  to  the  Land  Commission, 

^  to  reduce  the  arrears  in  each  case 

by  whatever  redaction  might  be  made 

^J  them  in  the  rents,  and  it  would  seem 

that  no  fairer  offer  could  be  made  by 

ttj  landlord. 


Mb.   FLTNN:    Is    the    right  hon. 

Ocntleman  aware  that,  in  the  letter  in 

question,  Mr.  Townsend  states  that  he 

eonsiders  the  ag^t  should  have  given  a 
larger  allowance  than  20  per  cent ;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  strcng  statements 
contained  in  that  letter,  some  representa- 
tioBf  ought  not  to  be  made  which 
vonld  have  the  effect  of  delaying  the 
tk«ateBed  evictions? 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Towns- 

IBd  seems  only  to  have  gone  over  a  small 

Mioa  of  the  estate,  and  he  iqppears  to 
me  been  mistaken  as  to  what  the  rent 
^  that  portion  was. 
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Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow) :  I  bes  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
if  it  is  true  that  Messrs.  Leishman  and 
Company,  of  the  Castle  Brewery, 
Coonoor,  pay  an  Excise  Duty  of  three 
rupees  six  annas  per  hogshead  on  all 
the  beers  they  manufacture ;  and,  if  so, 
why  are  they  treated  so  exceptionally  to 
all  other  brewers  in  India,  who  are 
stated  by  him  to  be  untaxed  ? 

The  under  SEORETABT  ov 
STATE  FOE  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  The  reply  given  by  me  on 
June  21st,  to  the  effect  that  beer  was 
not  taxed  in  India,  was  too  generaL 
There  is  an  Excise  Duty  on  beer  in  the 
Province  of  Madras. 

ASSAULT  AT  DINOWALL. 

Db.  Mcdonald  (Boss  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo« 
cate  whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  trial  of  James  Stewart 
(gamekeeeper  to  Sir  John  Fowler,  of 
Braemore),  before  Sheriff  Hill,  at 
Dingwall,  last  week,  for  an  assault  on 
Bose,  the  skipper  of  a  herring  boat  at 
Loch  Troon,  while  the  latter  was  en« 
gaged  in  hauling  in  his  herring  nets ; 
whether  the  said  Stewart  was  liberated 
without  bail  after  emitting  a  declara- 
tion; and  whether  the  prosecutor,  the 
Procurator  Fiscal,  made  any  objection 
to  his  liberation,  although  he  was  com- 
mitted for  trial  ? 

♦Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P, 
B.  BoBEBisoK,  Bute) :  The  hon.  Member 
has  been  misinformed  as  to  this  matter. 
There  has  been  no  trial.  A  charge  was 
lodged  against  Stewart  by  Eose,  and  a 
countercharge  by  Stewart  against  Bose. 
These  charges  are  now  being  investi- 
gated. Stewart  was  liberated  with  the 
consent  of  the  Procurator  Fiscal.  This 
is  quite  usual  in  the  case  of  law-abiding 
persons  where  the  charge  is  not  of  a  very 
serious  kind. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE— CONTBACTS— THB 
BULL  ROCK  LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S*) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  the  lenses  supplied 
to  the  Commissionera  of  Irish  Lights 
for  the  Bull  Bock  Lighthouse  by 
Messrs.  Chance,  by  direction  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  at  a  price  higbet-' 
£150    than    that   of  Mr. 


1015 


7i»  PetimatUr 


I  COMMONS} 


tender  for  Messrs.  Barbier  and  Oom- 
paDy,  have  been  found  faulty  by  the 
Commissiotiera  of  Irisli  Lifchta  and  their 
scientifio  adviser,  Sir  Bobert  Ball, 
F.B.8.,  and  some  of  them  returned  as 
imperfect ;  whether  any  complaint  of  a 
similar  kind  has  ever  been  made  re- 
specting Messrs.  Barbier's  leusea,  which 
have  been  supplied  for  many  years  to 
the  OomoiieBionere  of  Irish  Lights ; 
why  the  offlL'ials  of  the  Harbour  De< 
partment  compelled  the  OommiseioDers 
of  Irish  Lights  to  purchase  these  in- 
ferior lenses  from  Messrs.  Chance,  at  a 
higher  price  than  those  of  better 
quality;  whether  notwithstanding  this 
Eigher  price  and  inferior  quality, 
similar  lenses  have  subsequently  been 
ordered  from  Messrs.  Chance  for  two 
important  lighthouses  in  the  South  of 
England  by  the  Trinity  House,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  whether 
in  the  case  of  these  two  lighthouses 
tenders  by  public  competition  were 
sought;  and,  if  so,  whether  Messrs. 
Ohance's  was  the  lowest  tender  or 
whether,  as  on  the  previous  occasion,  it 
was  higher  than  the  competing  tenders; 
and  whether  the  Harbour  Department 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  took  any  pains  to 
have  these  lenses  compared  before  de 
livery,  as  to  quality  and  perfection  of 
manufacture,  with  lenses  of  Messrs. 
Barbier's  maho  and  nnimpeached 
quality  recently  erected  at  Tory  Island 
Lighthouse  and  other  places  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  were  the  step^  they 
took  to  have  this  comparison  made  ? 
•Ihb  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bkach, 
Bristol,  W.} :  As  regards  the  lenses 
supplied  by  Messrs.  Chance  for  the  Bull 
■D — v  T;~..4i,.ygg^  (jjg  Qom missj 0 Dors 
the  Board  that  portions 
when  first  supplied  by 
),  were  found  faulty  and 
jy  were  subsequently  re- 
k)iily,  and  the  following 
be  present  state  of  the 
been  made  to  the  Com- 
their  scientific  adviser, 
1,  F.R.8.  :  — 

notice  tbat  the  defective  por- 
to  which  I  had  taken  eicep- 
ined  thelenaea  at  Kingstown, 
.orilf  replaced  by  glass  which 
ectioDable  BlriiB.  I  was  par* 
with  the  solid  and  manire 
ppanlua,  which  U  a  aplendid 

have  ever  been  made  of 
UmmH 


Ueserfl.  Barbier  and  Fenettn's  leiuei 
by  the  Irish  Lights  Cammistionsn. 
The  grounds  on  which  Messm.  Obuoe'i 
tender  for  the  Bull  lenses  was  mdc- 
tioned  by  the  Board  of  Trade  in  ^nivt- 
ence  to  that  of  Messrs.  Barbier  ud 
Fenestre  were  fully  stated  in  mj  reply 
to  a  question  aaked  by  the  hon.  Usm- 
bor  on  the  27th  of  February,  1888. 
With  regard  to  Bound  laiond  ui 
Bishop  Rock,  which  it  is  prsBamed  aie 
the  two  Lighthouses  in  the  Sooth  of 
England  referred  to,  the  Board  ara  in- 
formed by  the  Elder  Brethren  of  the 
Trinity  House  that  the  lenses  for  theu 
lighthouaoe  were  obtained  from  Umbti. 
Chance  under  a  three  years'  contract  in 
force  at  the  timsoftbeirsupply.  Ihets 
was,  therefore,  no  public  competition 
for  the  supply  of  those  instruoieDts.  As 
regards  the  alleged  higher  pricet  ot 
Messrs.  Chance,  the  Elder  Bretlicen 
were  satisfied  at  the  time  of  ssteiiDg 
into  the  contract  that  the  rates  sa  then 
settled  were  rather  lower  than  th» 
French  official  tariff,  and  as  regaid* 
quality  they  have  both  at  that  time  ud 
in  subsequent  reports  the  positirs  v- 
suranoe  of  their  engineer  that  tbelenM* 
supplied  are  at  least  not  infetioilo 
those  supplied  by  French  mannfictuW*- 
Each  instrument  is  examined  befora  "^ 
livery,  and  any  portions  not  approf™ 
are  rejected  and  replaced  befiW  i*  * 
passed  as  satisfactory.  ' 

THE  POSTMASTSa  OF  KNOCKASBI. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  ABRAHAU  (lime- 
rick, W.) :  I  beg  to  oak  the  Postmsiter 
Oeneral  if,  previous  to  appointing  Ki- 
Gleety     Postmaster     at      Knocksnej, 
County  Limerick,  he  was  aware  tW 
this    man 
Magistral 
aseaultinj 
was  bonn 
12  month 
thia  fact, 


being  a  n 

•IHE 

(Mr.Riu 
I  am  ha 


by  the 
receive  a 
subject  I 
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had,  of  course,  no  knowledge  of  any 
such  droumstances  as  those  alleged  by 
the  hxm,  Uember  when  the  appointment 

was  made. 

METROPOLITAN    COLLEOrORS  OP  IN- 
LAND REVENUE. 

Sib  GEORGE   BADEN   POWELL 

(liferpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Seeretary  of  the  Treasury  whether  il 

has  been  decided  to  merge  much  of  the 

work  of  the  Metropolitan  collectors  of 

lolaod  Revenue  in   the  office    of  the 

Beeei?er  General ;  whether  the  Receiver 

Oeneral  placed  before  the  Eoyal  Oom- 

miseion  on    Civil     Establishments    a 

soiieme  to  effect  this  object,  at  a  saving 

of  £10,000  per   annum ;  and,  whether 

the  lolaod  Eevenue  Board  suggested 

an  alternative  scheme,  which  involved 

asariog  of  only  £800  a  year;    and, 

whether    the    former    or    the     latter 

scheme  is  the  one  that  is  to  be  put  in 

foite? 

Tw  SEORETARr  to  the  TREA- 
8DBT  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  In 
roply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say 
w  no  decision  has  yet  been  arrived 
at 

THE  DORCHESTER    SAVINGS    BANK. 

U&.    HOWELL     (Bethnal    Green, 

^•^):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer  whether  he  will  inform 

the  House  the  total   amount    of    the 

fraods  at  the  Dorchester  Savings  Bank; 

the  total  amount  of  the  separate  surplus 

fond  when  the  trustees  decided  to  close 

the  bank ;  and,  whether  any  sums  have 

heen  granted  by  the  National    Debt 

Commissioners  to  aid  the  trustees  in 

making  good  the  frauds,  first,  from  the 

*®parate  surplus  fund,  and,  secondly, 

from  the  creut  balance  on  the  current 

*cooant ;  also  whether  his'  attention  has 

l^n  called  to  the  fact  that  the  actuary 

of  the  Dorchester  Savings  Bank,  from 

1&81  to  1888,    wilfully  and  knowingly 

^Qoocted  false  balance  sheets,  in  order 

to  oonceal  the  frauds  of  his  predecessor ; 

iad  that  these  faJse  Returns  were  an- 

woally  presented  to  this  House ;  whether 

^7  steps  are  being  taken  to  punish 

tba  actuary  for  such  false  Returns ;  and 

the  reason  why  a  public  inquiry  has 

^  been  instituted  under  the  Act  of 
1887? 

To  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (lir.  QoscHSN,  St.  George's, 


Hanover  Square) :  The  balance  on  the 
general  account  of  the  Dorchester  Savings 
Bank  on  the  18th  of  January,  1889,  the 
date  when  notice  of  the  intention  of  the 
trustees  to  close  the  bank  was  notified 
to  the  National  Debt  Commissioners, 
was  £15,309  16s.  4d.  The  balance  of 
the  separate  surplus  fund  at  the  same 
date  was  £2.356  16s.  2d.  On  the  10th 
instant  the  balance  on  the  general  ac- 
count was  £367  5s.  lOd.,  and  that  of  the 
separate  surplus  fund  the  same  as  before 
mentioned  —  namely,  £2,356  16s.  2d. 
The  National  Debt  Commissioners,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Treasury,  have 
informed  the  trustees  that  they  will  be 
prepared  to  allow  the  separate  surplus 
to  be  applied  towards  payment  of  the 
depositors'  claims  upon  condition  of  the 
trustees  and  managers  entering  into  an 
undertaking  to  make  good  any  balance 
of  deficiency  which  may  remain  after 
payment  of  the  separate  surplus  money. 
The  Commissioners,  at  the  same  time, 
informed  the  trustees  that  they  formally 
reserve  any  rights  which  they  may  pos- 
sess to  recover  the  amount  of  separate 
surplus  advanced  in  the  event  of  per- 
sonal liability  for  the  losses  of  the  bank 
being  eventually  brought  home  to  the 
trustees  and  managers,  or  any  of  them., 
A  formal  undertaking  to  the  effect  re- 
quired by  the  Commissioners  has  been 
subscribed  by  a  majority  of  the  trustees 
and  managers.  In  reply  to  the  second 
question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  thai  the  conduct  of  the  actuary  in 
returning  false  balance  sheets  was  no 
doubt  highly  reprehensible,  but  as  his 
object  in  doing  so  was  to  conceal  and 
gradually  make  good  the  defalcations  of 
a  former  actuary  who  was  his  relation, 
and  as  during  the  six  years  that  he  has 
been  actuary  he  has  reduced  the  defici- 
encv  to  some  extent,  and  has  been' 
guiltless  of  any  defalcation  himself,  it 
seemed  a  harsh  course  to  prosecute  him. 
The  question  of  a  public  inquiry  under 
the  Act  of  1887  is  still  under  considera- 
tion. But  I  am  bound  to  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  such  inquiries  are 
very  costly,  and  that  unless  it  seems 
likely  that  an  inquiry  will  reveal  fresh 
facts  of  importance  with  regard  to  the 
particular  oank,  or  add  to  the  large 
stock  of  information  as  to  the  position 
of  the  trustee  banks  in  general,  which 
has  already  been  brought  to  light  by 
the  Cardiff  and  Macclesfield  inquiries, 
the  Treasury  would  hardly  be  justified 
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m  sanotioniog  so  great  an  expenditure 
of  public  money. 

Mr.  HOWELL :  Have  not  namerous 
facts  come  under  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman's  notice,  and  the  notice  of  the 
House,  in  which  these  false  entries  have 
been  made,  and  yet  the  National  Debt 
Oommissioners  nave  taken  no  notice  of 
them? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  As  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  aware,  a  Committee  sat  upon 
this  very  subject,  and  the  Commissioners 
are  studying  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. I  entirely  appreciate  the  im- 
portance of  the  question,  and  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  the  Commissioners 
have  pushed  the  inquiries  with  regard 
to  the  Cardiff  and  Macclesfield  cases 
with  every  desire  to  bring  every  pos- 
sible fact  to  light. 

^  Mb.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  hope  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  forget 
that  in  the  Macclesfield  case  the  Beport 
specially  pointed  to  one  offender  who 
is  in  the  Commission  of  the  Peace. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  an 
appointment  has  been  made  of  the  suc- 
cessor to  Sir  F.  Napier  Broome  in  the 
Governorship  of  Western  Australia; 
and,  if  not,  when  such  an  |appointment 
will  be  made  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  secretary  of 
STATE  FOB  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H. 
de  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth): 
The  name  of  the  proposed  successor  to 
Sir  F.  Napier  Broome  has  not  yet  been 
submitted  to  the  Queen ;  but  it  is  in- 
tended that  the  appointment  shall  be 
made  very  shortly. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Lj  the 
statement  true  that  the  Colony  of 
West  Australia,  in  order  to  prevent 
English  or  Irish  barristers  emigrating 
into  the  Colony,  have  passed  a  law 
requiring  six  months'  residence  be- 
fore they  can  appear  in  Court  in  any 
case ;  does  this  law  prevail  in  any  other 
Australian  Colony;  and,  will  care  be 
taken,  before  the  West  Australian  Bill 
is  passed,  to  make  it  impossible  to  pre- 
vent this  discrimination  against  incom- 
ing professional  men  by  the  older  immi- 
grants? 

Babon  H.  db  worms  :  By  a  Colonial 
Act  of  1886,  which  has  received  the 
Queen's  assenty  no  person  can  be  ad- 

Jfr.  Ooichm 


mitted  as  a  barrister  or  solicitor  nnl^ 
he  has  resided  in  the  Colony  of  Western 
Australia  for  not  less  than  six  months. 
In  South  Australia  previous  reeidence 
for  12  months  is  required,  but  maj  be 
dispensed  with  by  the  Court.  I  may 
add  that  in  Prince  Edward  Island  and 
British  Columbia  12  months'  residence 
is  a  condition  for  admission.  As  to  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question,  this 
period  of  six  months'  residence  is  re- 
quired in  the  case  of  all  appUcante  ht 
admission  to  the  Bar,  whatever  place 
they  may  come  from,  and  Her  MaJMty's 
Qovemment  see  nothing  unreasonable 
in  the  condition,  which,  it  may  be  added, 
is  less  onerous  than  the  requirement!  of 
the  legal  authorities  in  the  United 
Kingdom  before  admitting  colonial 
barristers  to  practise. 

Mb.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea):  Is 
it  a  fact  that  barristers  from  the 
British  colonies  are  not  allowed  to  pn^ 
tise  in  this  country  until  they  have  com- 
pleted a  residence  of  three  years ;  and, 
if  so,  will  the  Government  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  remedy  this  grier- 
anceP 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  I  beliere 
the  hon.  Member  is  correct  with  regard 
to  the  term  of  residence  required.  1 
apprehend  that  any  change  in  ^^ 
existing  system  would  necessitate  legis- 
lation. 

Mb.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (DenhighsUreV. 
Is  it  not  the  case  that  a  dispensation  i) 
constantly  granted  ? 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  Yes,  I  be- 
lieve that  is  so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE  ALT :  Isitanedaca- 
tional  or  a  residential  test  that  is  re- 
quired ?  ^ 

Babon H.DB WORMS:  I beUsT^thit 

in  some  cases  an  examination  is  ^ 
quired,  but  in  all  cases  a  residential 
qualification  is  required. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  gif^ 
notice  that  I  will  oppose  the  Westwa 
Australia  Bill  when  it  comes  before  tw 
House. 

MEDICAL  PENSIONS. 

Mb.  PINKERTON  (Galway):  IH 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  thelort 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  a  pension  • 
be  legally  granted  to  an  officer,  nwj 
the  Medical  Oharities  Acts,  on  anf^ 
grounds  than  advanced  age,  l«>g** 
service,  physical  or  mentcd  incwiaV' 
and,  if  a  doctor  who  has  veceived  «l^ 
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^ng  allowance  for  anj  of  the  above 
reasons,  is  still  entitled  to  hold  another 
medical  appointment  in  the  same  Poor 
Law  Union? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  grounds 
upon  which  a  superannuation  allowance 
maj  be  granted  oy  the  Guardians  of  a 
Ualon  to  an  officer  appointed  under  the 
Medical  Charities  Acts  are  permanent 
infinnity  of  body  or  mind  or  old  age. 
The  Local   Gt>yemment   Board    have 
been  advised,  in  reference  to  a  case 
which  came  before  them,  that  there  was 
no  legal  obstacle  to  a  rearing  allowance 
^^  granted  to  a  medicd  officer  in 
respect  of  an  office  under  the  Medical 
Charities  Acts,  although  he  might  con- 
tiaoe  to  hold  another  and  distinct  ap- 
pointment under  the  Poor  Law  Acts, 
but  the  circumstances  which  could  ever 
giTe  substantial  justification  for  such  a 
pwoeedin;^  must  obviously  be  very  ex- 
ceptictoal. 

THE  MARITIME  CONFERENCE. 
Mb.  OHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Tinder  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affan*  which  of  the  13  general  divi- 
sions ^  of  the    programme     (for    the 
Maritime  Conference)  proposed  by  the 
American  delegates  have  been  objected 
to  by  Her  Majesty's  Government;  and, 
whether  an  arrangement  has  now  been 
^▼ed  at;    and,  if  so,  what  are  the 
subjects  which  are  finally  agreed  upon 
for  discussion  at  the  Conference  ? 
*SiR  J.  FERGU8S0N :    I  am  sorry 
tliat  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
^7  further  information  on  this  subject 
^present,  as  we  are  awaiting  a  reply 
from  the   Government    of   the  United 
States  to  a  communication  which  has 
uoen  addressed  to  them. 

Ma,  OHANNING  :  Is  the  reply  likely 
fc>  be  received    before    the    rising  of 
Pariiament  ? 
*8a  J.  FERGUSSON :  Yes ;  I  think 

10. 

THE  CHIMIN AL  LAW  PBOCEDUBE 
(IRELAND)   ACT. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ash  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
UKd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
wsetions  given  under  the  14th  section 
^  Ae  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
p'ete&d)  Act  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Maud  (and  the  Treasury  Minute 
BiflveoB)  with  respect  to  defence  of 
PMoofl  charged  under   the  said  Act 


which  can  now  be  'seen  by  Members  of 
the  House  in  the  Library,  provide  foP) 
the  case  of  prisoners,  like  the  Gweedore 
prisoners,  obliged  to  retain  and  keep  on 
sgecial  retainer,  in  a  strange  circuit,  the 
counsel  and  solicitors  engaged  and  in- 
structed by  persons  charg^  in  their 
own  country ;  if  not,  will  he  see  that 
special  directions  are  given  to  make  suol^ 
provision? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  arrange* 
ments  made  under  the  14th  section  of 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act  have  not  been  published^ 
but  are  embodied  in  Treasury  letters. 
Provision  is  made  for  all  change  of 
venue  cases,  including  a  strange  circuit.- 
The  fees  are  fixed  with  the  approval  of 
the  Treasury  withreferenceto  the  nature 
of  the  prosecution. 

DENBIGHSHIRE  CHARITIES. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Penrith  Division  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther)  whether  the  inquiry  into  the 
charities  of  Denbighshire,  instituted 
last  October  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, is  yet  completed ;  and,  if  so,, 
how  soon  the  Beport  will  be  issued ;  and 
whetber,  in  view  of  the  uselessness  of 
the  Betum  ordered  by  this  House  on 
19th  June,  relative  to  the  endowments 
available  for  the  purposes  of  the  Inter- 
mediate and  Technical  Education 
(Wales)  Act,  an  investigation  will  be 
made  by  the  Charity  Commissioners 
without  delay  into  the  charities  of  the 
different  Welsh  counties,  so  as  to  enable 
theljoint  Education  Committees  to  frame 
schemes  under  the  Act  ? 

Mb.  J.  W.  LO WTHEE  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  inquiry  into  the  charities 
of  Denbighshire  has  been  completed  in 
4  8  out  of  the  66  parishes  of  Denbighshire. 
It  is  expected  that  the  inquiry  will  be 
completed  in  every  parish  of  Denbigli- 
shire  before  the  end  of  November.  The 
Charity  Commissioners  have  not  at 
present  been  furnished  by  the  Treasury 
with  the  requisite  authority  for  the 
expenditure  necessary  for  similar  in- 
quiries in  other  counties.  They  under- 
stand that  the  Treasury  desire  to  con- 
sider the  Beport  upon  the  charities  of 
Denbighshire  before  authorising  fur- 
ther expenditure. 

Mb.  T.  ELUS:  In  fliat  case  is  the 
Act  to  remain  in  suspension  until  the 
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TreKaarr  gires  its  oonsent  in  order  to 
•nftble  the  A.ot  to  be  set  in  motion  ? 

Ub.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE:  I  think  tte 
hon.  Member  had  better  tiddreu  that 
qaeetion  to  the  Beoretar;  to  the  Trea- 
anr;.  The  Oharity  Oommiasionen  are 
prepared  to  p>  on  with  the  work  the 
moment  they  obtain  the  necaeeary 
aathorisation. 

THE  JOINT  EDUCATION  OOMMITrEES. 
Ub.  THOMAS  ELLIS  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Oounuil  on  Education  wh  ether  the  na 
of  the  persona  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Lord  President  of  the  CSouaoil  on  the 
Joint  Education  Gommitt«Ba,  undei 
Intermediate  and  Techniool  Education 
(Wales)  Act,  will  be  pablished  on 
before  let  November,  the  date  of  the 
09mmenoement  of  the  Aot  ? 
•Thb  vice  president  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Habt  Dyek,  Kent, 
Dartford):  So  soon  ae  the  Act  comes 
into  operation  the  County  Councils  will, 
I  presume,  proceed  to  nominate  membere 
to  Form  part  of  the  Joint  Education  Com- 
mittees, and  I  apprehend  that  the  Tjord 
President  will  be  prepared  to  make  hia 
nominatioDB  coincide  in  point  of  time  as 
muoh  aa  possible. 

lEILiND— PEI80S  TEEATMENT  OP 

MS.  CONTBEARE. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  aek  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
IiOTd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
state  upon  what  grounds  Ur.  Conybeare 
was  deprired  by  the  author!  ties  of  Deny 
Gaol,  on  Thursday  last,  of  the  privilege 
of  reading  the  newspapers? 
*Mii.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
FrisoDS  Board  report  that  the  Visiting 
Jnatioes  of  Londonderry  Prison  have 
withdrawn  for  one  week  the  privilege 
which  they  had  granted  to  Mr.  Gony- 
boare  to  receive  newspapers,  he  having 
miaoonducted  himself  by  shouting  from 
the  window  of  his  place  of  confinement 
on  the  occasion  of  the  discharge  of  a 
aamber  of  priaoners. 

Ma.  MAC  NEILL:  Was  not  the  oc- 
casion the  discharge  of  the  Falcarragh 
prisoners,  and  is  it  a  fact  that  one  of  the 
priaoners  who  was  discharged  in  a  dying 
atate  aotuallydied  on  the  following  day  ? 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  question 
may  be  an  Important  and  proper  one  in 
Hself,  but  it  is  not  a  question  which  arises 
out  of  the  question  od  the  Paper.  I 
Jfr.  T.  Mlk 


believe  that  notice  has  been  gina  of 
a  question  b^  another  hon.  QsBtltiuii 
on  ths  Bubjeot. 

POSTAL  FACILITIES  IN  BOFFIN  IKD 
8HABS. 
Mr.  FOLEY  (Qalway,  Oonsenun): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Poatmuter  Qratnl 
whether  it  is  hia  intention,  alUi 
repeated  applications  on  behslFof  ths 
inhabitants  of  the  islands  of  Ba£aud 
Shark,  to  give  them  increased  posUl 
facilities  in  lieu  ofthe  present  tri-wMkl; 
service  in  summer  and  bi-weekly  tarrts 
in  winter,  that  aome  enconragemeatiuy 
be  given  to  the  promotion  and  eitaiutM 
of  the  fishing  industry  of  those  iilsodil 
*Mb.  HAIKBS  :  I  have  carefailj  con- 
aidered  the  application  to  which  thabon. 
Member  refers,  sndl  ahouIdPtsTebtMi 
glad,  if  possible,  to  oomply  wiUiit;  bit 
I  find  that  even  now  the  postal  nrriM 
to  Innisboffin  is  conducted  at  a  loMto  ths 
Revenue.  To  increase  the  freqaencj  of 
the  service  aa  deaired  would  augment  tb« 
loss  already  incurred,  and  I  regretthit, 
in  the  circnmatancea,  I  do  not  feel  jiuti- 
fied  in  acceding  to  the  wishes  of  tho 
Memorialists. 

USIBErU. 
Ma.  THOMAS  ELLIS  :  I  b«g  *> 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  8tst>  to 
the  Ooloaies  whether  the  bonnJsri" J" 
Usibepu's  location,  aa  laid  doirnbjMi^ 
Addiaon,  R.M.,  and  subsequeotljaltMM 
by  Mr.  Knight,  E.M.,  and  refarred  to 
in  Colonial  Blue  Book,  0.  5d22,{i««)> 
(IncloBure  in  No.  49),  have  been  fioillj 
confirmed  ;  end  whether  the  boandui"  i 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Knight,  B.IL,  f*i 
Uaibequ'a  location  include  territoiyti 
which  Ndabuko,  Msutywana,  It^*^ 
and  other  Usutu  Chiefs  belonged,  U> 
which  territorv  was  recoimisea  aitht 
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1883,  and  that  it  is  difficult  to  settle 
these  boundary  disputes  among  the 
different  Chiefs ;  but  no  final  decision 
will  be  oome  to  until  full  information 
has  been  received  as  to  the  deviations 
in  the  lines  of  Usibepu's  location,  as 
settled  at  different  times,  and  auy  dis- 
rate will  be  disposed  of  as  far  as  possi- 
ble with  strict  regard  to  the  accepted 
principle  that  Usutus  should  not  be 
plaeed  under  the  tribal  authority  of 
chiefs  opposed  to  Usutus,  and  vice 
vmd. 
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THE  COLLISION  AT  KEITH  JUNCTION. 
}hu  CHANNING :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whe- 
ther he  has  considered  the  Heport  of 
Hajor  Marindin,  on  the  collision  at 
Keith  Junction  on  17th  June,  from 
which  it  appears  that  the  collision 
occurred  owine  to  the  points  being 
worked  by  hand  instead  of  being  inter- 
locked with  the  signals ;  that  in  1884 
the  same  Inspector  of  the  Board  recom- 
mended that  this  station  should  be  re- 
modelled and  re-signalled;  that  last 
year  a  similar  collision  occurred  to  a 
Oreat  North  of  Scotland  train  at  the 
nme station;  that  the  cross  over  road 
uid  other  additions  at  this  station  were 
<*nied  out  without  submitting  the 
Alterations  for  inspection  by  the  Board 
o{ Trade;  whether  the  making  of  these 
»terataoQs  without  obtaining  the  autho- 
ri»tion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  rendered 
the  Company  liable  to  penalties  under 
"The  Kegulation  of  Bailways  Act, 
1W2,"  as  extended  by  the  Act  of  1871 ; 
*^  what  steps  will  be  taken  to  bring 
«]«  state  of  things  to  an  end  ? 
*8a  M.  HICbS  beach  :  I  have 
■■sidered  the  Beport  of  Major  Marin- 
*n  on  the  collision  at  Keith  Junction 
OB 'one  17.  After  the  accident  of  last 
1^  the  attention  of  the  company  was 
■•W  to  their  omission  to  report  altera- 
^  for  inspection,  and  they  assured 
Board  of  Trade  that  they  would  take 
9  in  future  that  when  any  alterations 
made  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  be 
as  required  by  the  Act.  They 
0  also  been  called  upon  to  submit 
inspection  all  places  where  the  per- 
iM  way  or  works  have  been  altered 
tt^snded  since  the  passing  of  the 
'1871.  The  action  of  the  company 
matter  appears  to  me  to  afford 
aal  reason  for  the  passing  of  the 
which  ia  now  before  the  House. 

>L.  OOGZXXIX.  [thibd  bbbixs.] 
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DEFECmVB  TELEGRAPHIC  AHRANQB- 

MBNT8. 

Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether, 
on  17th  July,  a  telegram  was  sent  from 
Pruskow  Station,  Poland,  addressed 
Mahony,  Holland  Eoad,  Brighton, 
whether  it  was  returned  marked  "not 
known ; "  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  George  Mahony  has  been 
residing  for  the  past  ten  months  at  21, 
Holland  Eoad,  Brighton,  and  has  been 
in  constant  receipt  of  both  letters  and 
telegrams,  he  can  explain  why  the  tele- 
gram was  not  delivered  to  him,  instead 
of  being  returned  to  Poland  marked 
"not  known?" 

«Mb.  EAIKES:  The  telegram  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers  was  re- 
ceived in  Brighton  at  10*44  p.m.  It 
was  at  once  sent  out  for  delivery  in 
Holland  Eoad,  and  was  tried  there  at 
seven  houses  without  success.  As  by 
this  time  it  was  1 1  o'clock,  the  messenger 
did  not  consider  himself  justified  in 
carrying  the  attempt  any  further. 
There  is  a  wide  difference  between  the 
treatment  of  letters  and  of  teleg^ms. 
Letters  fall  into  the  hands  of  postmen 
who  are  every  day  employed  in  the  same 
streets ;  and  in  this  way  acquire  a  know- 
ledge of  the  names  of  the  residents, 
whereas  telegrams  are  delivered  by  boys 
who  are  employed  successively  in  the 
delivery  of  telegrams  in  different  direo* 
tions.  In  this  particular  case  the  name 
of  the  Addressee  was  not  known  to  the 
Telegraphic  Staff  at  Brighton,  and  they 
had  no  alternative  but  to  notify  to  the 
office  of  origin  that  the  telegram  could 
not  be  delivered. 

Mb.  MAHONEY  :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  telegram  was  kept  at  the 
Oeneral  Post  Office,  Brighton,  for  three 
days  without  being  sent  to  the  sub  office 
in  the  Western  Eoad,  where  the  address 
of  Mr.  Mahoney  was  well  known  ? 

«Mb.  EAIKES  :  I  know  nothing  of 
the  facts,  but  if  necessary  I  will  obtain 
information. 

IRELAND— REGISTRY    OF   DEBDB 

OFFICE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  1  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Statement  of  the  Eegistrar  of  Deeds 
commenting  on  the  Eeport  (dated  22nd 
December,  1885)  of  the  Treasury  Com- 
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niittee  appointed  to  inquire   intn   the 
Eeeistrv  of  Deeds  OfRce  (Ireland)  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Tho  Btatement  re- 
ferred to  by  the  ton.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber is  an  ordinary  inter-Depaitmental 
Paper,  and  it  would  not  be  in  accordance 
with  the  iianal  practice  to  la;  such 
Papers  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

THE    INNY    DRAINAGE. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  vbat 
amonnt  has  Colonel  Dopping,  the 
Receiver  appointed  by  tho  Irish  Board 
of  Worhs,  paid  in  for  the  lands  of  Mr. 
Ghristopber  Keynolds,  Abbey  lara, 
County  Longford,  vhich  that  body  haTe 
taken  in  execution  to  satisfy  the  Inny 
drainage  charge ;  and  what  is  the 
amount  now  due  to  the  Oovernment,  and 
how  many  years'  assessment  does  it 
represent  ? 

Mr.  JAOKSON:  Colonel  Popping, 
the  Beceiver  in  this  case,  was  appointed 
by  the  Land  Judge,  and  not  by  the 
Irish  Board  of  Works,  No  money  has 
yet  been  received  by  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  total  amount  due  to  the 
SthofApril,  1889,  is  £133,  representing 
eight  years'  chai^. 


DR.  TANNER. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  tha  Treasury  if 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a  Report 
in  the  Timet  of  Thursday,  which  alleges 
that  in  speaking  of  the  case  of  Dr. 
Tanner,  M.P.,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  of 
Ireland  declared,  "  I  think  if  I  were 
held  for  good  behaviour  there  is  nothing 
jn  the  world  would  induce  me  to  give  the 
siireties  ;  "  if,  after  this  pronouncement 
from  so  eminent  a  judicial  authority, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
into  consideration  the  propriety  of  now 
releasing  from  prison  a  Member  of 
Parliament  who  has  already  been  con- 
fined there  many  days  ;  if  bis  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  of  the 
Judgment  of  tha  Lord  Chief  Baron  in 
the  Irith  Timet,  in  which  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron  is  reported  to  have  said — 


and  aJeo  if  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  that  portion  of  the  Judgment  where 
th9  Chief  Baron,  while  upholding  the 
4«o^oa  of  the  Magistratsa  in  points  of 
Mr.  T.  tr.  maly 
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Law,    "regretted  that   such   wu  the     i 
Law ; "  and  if    the    tioverament  will     j 
advise  that  effect  will  be  given  to  this 
opinion  from  the  Bench  by  remiltitiR'the     ' 
reiDftinder  of  Dr.  Tanner's  period  (J  im< 
prisonment  7  | 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  regards  , 
the  first  paragraph  I  understand  that  . 
the  Chief  Baron  made  the  obsetvatioiu  j 
during  the  earlier  portion  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  and 
that  he  was  understood  to  mean  that  bs 
would  not  give  sureties  except  under  ■ 
jurisdiction  warranted  bylaw.  At  the 
conclusion  of  the  argument,  the  Obart 
unanimously  held  that  the  juriadiction 
in  the  case  of  the  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
was  clearly  warranted  by  law.  As  ra- 
gards  committal  for  contempt  no  appie- 
hension  need  be  entertained  that  UT 
person  before  committal  will  be  deprivM 
of  opportunity  for  explanation  and 
apology  unless  it  is  obvious  that  (och 
opportunity  would  only  he  used  for  &s 
repetition  of  insult  or  disorder. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  did 
not  describe  the  jurisdictioQ  as  antiqns 
— one  that  had  hardly  ever  before  been 
exercised  ? 

Mr.  a.  j.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
recollect  the  observation  which  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  attributes  to  Baron 
Dowse. 

Mk.  sexton  :  NotTto  Baron  Done, 
but  to  the  Iiord  Chief  Baron. 

Mb.  a.  j.  BALFOUR :  I  boUeve  Oiat 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  did  make  ths 
observation  that  this  jurisdiction  hal 
not  been  reoeutly  exeroited;  bat  I 
believe  he   also  pointed  out  that  SB 
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ad?ice  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may  tender 
to  the  Crown  on  the  subject  of  Dr. 
Tanner's  release,  does  not  rest  with  me 
(Mr.  Balfour)  nor  with  the  House.  As 
lar  as  I  am  aware,  it  is  not  intended  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  make  a  special 
representation  to  Dr.  Tanner ;  but  under 
flie  circumstances,  Dr.  Tanner  will  be 
treated,  under  the  rules  applicable  to 
untried  prisoners,  as  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  it  not  a  matter 
of  fact  Dr.  Tanner  is  not  now  being 
treated  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  the  prison  rules  are  rather  more 
favourable  to  untried  prisoners  than  to 
Avt^Iass  misdemeanants. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  report  of  the  Times  which  I 
have  quoted  is  correct  or  incorrect  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  whether  the  report  is 
accurate  or  inaccurate.  The  answer  I 
hare  given  was  given  from  the  best  in- 
formation I  could  obtain. 

CowwBL  NOLAN :  Did  it  come  from 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron  ? 

Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   No ;  it  did 

BOi 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  wish  to 
ttk  whether  Mr.  Powell,  the  other  bail 
^"^er  who  is  in  gaol  under  somewhat 
f"^  circumstances  for  refusing  to  give 
Mil  for  good  behaviour,  will  also  be 
♦wated  as  an  untried  prisoner  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  Mr.  PowdU,  but  I  will 
be  (^lad  to  answer  the  question  if  notice 
^  given.  The  information  I  have  given 
*>  to  Dr.  Tanner  is  what  I  have  just 
ftceived  by  telegram  from  the  Prisons 
Bwd,  who  are  acting  under  their  dis- 
<*«tion  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) : 
•^  I  ask  whether,  in  the  case  of  Dr. 
*^er,  now  under  sentence  for  con- 
2jtt»pt,  inflicted  by  a  Court  which  affects 
p  exercise  a  jurisdiction  which  it  does 
{tot  possess,  the  prisoner  will  be  re- 
used? 

)bL.  A.   J.    BALFOUR:    I  cannot 

ver  an  argumentative  legal  point; 

in  the  case  of  the  bon.  Member  for 

Oork  the  Court  has  held  that  the 

iction  was  warranted  by  law. 

POLIOB  IN  CLARE. 

OCX  (Clare,  E.) :  t  beg  to  ask 
Ohiof  Secretary  to  the  Lord'  Lieu- 


tenant of  Ireland  if  he  will  state  what 
is  the  number  of  police  at  present 
stationed  in  County  Glare,  and  setting 
out  (a)  the  number  of  ordinary  police  ; 
(b)  the  number  of  extra  police  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  the( 
number  of  the  police  at  present  in  the 
County  Clare  is  as  follows  : — Free  force, 
327 ;  extra  force,  159— total,  486,  together 
with  9  Head  Constables,  8  District  In- 
spectors, and  a  County  Inspector. 

NAVAL    LIEUTENANTS. 

Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &o.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  how  many  Lieutenants 
are  now  serving  in  Her  Majesty's  Ships 
at  home  and  abroad ;  how  many  Lieu- 
tenants are  now  unemployed  and  availa* 
ble  as  a  reserve  for^fiuing  up  casualties 
in  ships  now  in  commission ;  how  many 
Lieutenants  serving  in  ships  in  com- 
mission are  fully  qualified  Gunnery 
Lieutenants;  and,  how  many  of  the 
Lieutenants  unemployed  are  so  quali- 
fied? 
♦Tot  first  lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  There  are  857  lieutenants 
on  the  present  Navy  List,  of  whom  782 
are  employed  in  the  mobilised  Fleet,  or 
in  ships  at  home  and  abroad.  88  are 
serving  in  the  Coastguard,  and  the  re- 
maining 37  are  either  on  half-pay,  the 
sick  list,  or  casual  employment.  There 
is,  therefore,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
lists,  little  reserve.  It  must,  however, 
be  remembered  that  at  the  present 
moment  the  Fleet  is  on  a  war  footing 
with  a  peace  establishment,  and  that  in 
the  case  of  real  emergency  all  the  lieu- 
tenants referred  to,  as  well  as  those^  in 
harbour  ships  and  the  Retired  list, 
would,  in  addition  to  officers  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  be  available  for 
service.  Of  the  gunnery  lieutenants,  74 
out  of  79  are  serving  at  the  present 
time.  It  was  settled  some  time  back  to 
raise  the  lieutenants'  list  to  1,000, 
and  steps  were  taken  two  years  ago  to 
carry  out  iJWs  object  by  largely  increas- 
ing the  number  of  cadets  annually 
entered. 

IRELAND— SANITARY   CONDITION  OF 
DERRT  GAOL. 

r 

Mr.  SEXTON :    I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
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tary  wlietlier  three  of  the  Faloarrofrb 
priBonpn  who  hare  been  detained  in 
Deny  Qaol  bare  been  discharged  in  a 
state  of  nerionB  illeeBs;  whether  one  of 
tfaein,  when  releoeed,  was  in  a  delirious 
ooodiiinn,  and  died  shnrtly  afterwards 
of  tjphus  fevsr,  contracted  in  the  gaol, 
and  wbnther  another  was  not  danfcer- 
onsly  ill  of  the  same  fever.  I  wonld 
also  aah  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
opininn  of  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  that 
Mr.  CoDTbeare  ia  illegally  in  custody, 
and  ought  to  be  discharged,  the  Oovem' 
ment  intend  to  enforce  the  whole  of  his 
sentence  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB  :  I  have  heard 
to-day  that  one  of  the  Faloarragh 
prison  era.  released  from  Dsrry  Qaol, 
has  since  died  of  typhus  fever. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  He  was  delirious 
when  let  out. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOTIR :  I  haTO  not 
heard  that ;  neither  have  T  heard  of  the 
illnees  of  two  other  persons  from  typhus, 
OS  described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  sboald  rather  think  that  the 
allegation  was  erroneous,  because,  in 
answer  to  my  communications,  the  only 
statement  which  I  have  received  is  that 
on  July  11  a  prisoner  was  discharged 
suffering  trom  inflammation  of  the 
lungs,  and  I  think  that  the  authorities 
would  have  given  additional  information 
as  fa)  the  typhus  if  it  had  existed.  As 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Camborne,  I  do 
not  know  that  particular  circnmatances 
connertsd  with  Derry  Gaol  have  any 
bearing  on  his  case. 

Mb.  sexton  :  It  is  a  dangerous 
gaol. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  ijnite  admit 
that  the  fact  that  a  prisoner  who  was 
recently  in  Derry  Qaol  has  died  of 
typhus,  supplies  very  adequate  ground 
for  making  a  most  careful  inspection  of 
the  prison,  and  to-day  the  principal 
member  of  the  Prisons  Board  has  gone 
to  Derry  for  the  purpose  of  instituting 
the  necenaary  inquiries. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.1:  Will  the 
right  hon,  Qeutleman  take  into  con- 
siaerfttion  the  juutice  of  making  some 
compensation  to  the  family  of  the  poor 
man  wbo  has  died,  and  to  whose  sen- 
tence of  imprisonment  the  penalty  of 
death  has  been  added  by  the  Gorsm- 
ment? 

Mb.  A.   J.  BALFOUE  :    Until  we 

know  the  real  circnmstanctis  of  the  case 

and  ate  informed  as  to  the  sanitaiy 

Xr.  S  xtcH 


oondition  of  Derry  Goal,  it  wonld  \» 
premature  to  consider  any  qneition  of 
that  kind. 

Mr.  MAONEILL:  -Will  the  ri^Iit 
bon.  Gentleman  give  orders  tint  s 
covered  place,  instead  of  an  eipoHA 
yard,  shall  be  coastrncted  for  the  ok 
of  prisoners  when  exerciung  ?  On  Jolj 
12  a  prisoner  died  of  sunstroke  in  con- 
sequence of  exposure  to  the  bnraing 
-  n. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUK:  ThepropriBty 
of  erecting  a  covered  place  of  recreation 
is  a  question  of  general  prison  mSQige- 
ment  which  ought  not  to  be  decided  irith 
referencetooneparticulargaol.  Ivillin- 
quire  wbatthe  practice  is  in  England,  ud 
if  there  is  a  different  system  herelriU 
con«der  what  should  be  done  in  tlie 
matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  Supply  ws  dull 
have  to  discuss  whsthertMs  Derry  (hoi 
is  not  a  deathtrap. 

Dr.  FITZGERALD  (Longford  &): 
Had  the  Government,  at  the  tiraeoftto 
release  of  the  prisoners,  informatioa  in 
their  possession  that  typhus  had  biokea 
out  in  Derry  Qaol  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  No,  Sir.  No 
information  of  the  kind  was  nosuswd 
by  the  Government  as  far  as  I  knov; 
nor  do  I  know  that  it  is  abtoIitaJy 
certain  that  the  man  did  die  of  tjpbns. 
There  seems  to  be  some  doubt  abont  it. 

Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol.  E.) :  Aitirt 
Lord  Chief  Baron  has  expreoed  ■» 
opinion  that^  Mr.  Oonybeare  has  ban 
illegally  convicted,  and  seeing  that 
another  Judge  ent«rtained  some  doubt 
in  the  matter,  will  the  Govenunsat 
order  Mr.  Oonybeare's  release? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  ilwiij 
answered  that  question. 

QOVEENMENT  BILLS. 
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measures  of  this  character  in  the  public 
interest 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sib  0.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
Maj  I  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Votes  in  Supply  are  being 
put  down  in  regular  order  as  he  pro- 
xnised  they  should  be,  because  it  appears 
to  me  that  every  day  they  are  put  down 
tn  a  different  order  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  reason  for 
pottiDg  them  down  in  the  order  in  which 
thej  appear  is  the  necessity  of  meeting 
the  exigencies  of  the  Service. 

Stt  Q.  CAMPBELL :  Will  Class  V. 
h9  taken  in  the^  order  in  which  it 
appears? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  storey  (Sunderland) :  May  I 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  whether  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  the  Barrow  and  Shannon 
Drainage  Bills  are  not  to  be  persevered 
with  he  will  take  them  off  the  Paper  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
will  in  each  case  move  that  the  Order 
for  the  Second  Heading  be  discharged. 

Mb.  STOREY:  It  would  greatly 
telieve  our  minds  if  the  right  hon.  Qen* 
tleman  would  state  that  he  intends  to 
take  the  same  course  in  reg^d  to  the 
Baim  Drainage  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  hope  that 
^6  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  do 
AQjthiog  of  the  Itind. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  When  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury  pro- 
pose to  take  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Western  Australia  Bill  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMirH:  I  am  not  able 
toaay. 

.Mb.  W.  REDMOND:  Will  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  give  reasonable 
flotiee? 

♦Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wiU  endea- 
99ia  to  give  as  much  notice  as  possible ; 
IttatthLs  period  of  the  Session  it  is 
iMpoaaible  to  say  when  any  particular 
Biu  will  be  taken. 

Ma.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset.  N.): 
^^9 1  ftdc  when  the  Merchant  Shipping 
CRmage)  Bill,  which  stands  as  the  25  th 
4Mer,  will  be  taken  ? 

*«!.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  will  betaken 
^  tile  first  opportunity* 


SWEATING  SYSTEM. 
Ordered  (Aug.  16) — 

"  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords,  to  re- 
quest that  their  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to 
communicate  to  this  House,  a  copy  of  the 
Fourth  Report  from  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  their  Lordships  on  the  Sweating 
System,  with  the  Proceedings  of  the  Committee 
and  Minutes  of  Evidlnce." — {Mr,  Ritchie.) 

RAILWAY  COMPANIES   (PASSENGER 

TRAINS). 
Betum  (Aug.  16)  ordered — 


i( 


Showing  the  running  of  the  Passenger 
Trains  on  the  Main  Line  and  Branch  Lines  of 
the  London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Rail- 
way ;  the  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Hail- 
way  ;  the  London,  and  South  Western  Rail- 
way ;  and  the  South  Eastern  Railway,  re- 
spectively, for  the  year  ending  tH)th  day  of 
June,  1889.— 
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PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO,  AND 
PROTECTION  OF,  CHILDREN  BILL 
{Changed from  "CRUELTY  TO  CHIL- 
DREN  PREVENTION  BILL/') 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  I  beg  to  move  that  the  Lords' 
Amendments  to  the  Protection  of  Chil- 
dren Bill  bo  now  taken  into  considera- 
tion. [Cries  of  '*No."J  The  Amend- 
ments  passed  in  another  place  have,  on 
the  whole,  very  much  improved  the 
measure. 
*Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  Motion  can 
only  be.  taken  by  leave  of  the  House. 

[Several  hon.  Members  objected,  and 
the  Motion  was  not  put]. 

Lords  Amendment  to  be  considered 
upon  Wednesday,  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  372.1 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agp'ced  to  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  Uni- 
versities (Scotland)  Bill. 

MOTION. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (CHOLERA  PBEVKNTION.) 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  remove 
doubts  as  to  the  power  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  make  Regulations  ren)ecting  Cholera, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ritchie  and 
Mr.  Long. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  373.] 


LUNACY    ACTS    AMENDMENT   BILL 
[LORDS.]    (No.  199.) 

Lords  Keasons,  and  Lords  Amend- 
ments to  Commons  Amendments,  and 
Oonsequential  Amendment  made  bj  the 
Lords  to  the  Bill,  considered. 

Eesolved,  That  this  House  doth  not 
insist  on  the  Amendments  to  which  the 
Lords  have  disagreed,  and  doth  agree 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  the  Lords 
to  the  Amendments  made  by  this 
House,  and  to  the  Oonsequential 
Amendment  made  by  the  Lords  to  the 
Bill. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  BAT. 


TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 
BILL.    (No.  272). 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Mb.  HERBEHT  GARDNER  (Bssex, 
Saffron  Walden) :    The  subject  of  the 


Instruction  I  venture  to  submit  to  the 
House  is  one  of  some  difficulty,  an^  I 
must    ask     the    indulgence    of   the 
House    i?hile     I     put     forward  my 
view  why    I    think    it   necessary  the 
Oommittee  should  have  this  Instruction, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  be  as  brief  as 
possible  in  doing  this.     Before  I  go  to 
that  part  of  the  subject  I  may  say  that 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and,  indeed, 
I   think   the    House    generally,  have 
reason    to    complain    of  the  way  the 
Government  have  treated  us  in  regard 
to  this  Bill.    After  14  or  15  adjourn- 
ments extending  over  a  period  of  two 
months,  the  ^Oovemment  have  at  last 
made  up  their  minds,  and  this,  accord- 
ing to  common  report,  notwithBtauding 
the  urgent  protests  of  their  own  fri^ds, 
to  proceed  with  this  measure.    From  a 
Party  point  of  view  we,  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  ought  to  welcome  this  deci- 
sion, because  I  am  perfectly  certainitwill 
bring  the  Government  into  sharp  anta- 
gonism with  many  of  their  oldest  and 
firmest  supporters  in  the  county  con- 
stituencies.    Whatever  we  may  think 
of  the  wisdom  of  their  procedure,  or  the 
oonvenience    of    the    opportuni^  the 
Gbvemment  have  chosen,  it  ia  imp^^ 
sible  to  deny  the  right  of  the  Qorem- 
ment  to   choose    their  own  time  fot 
bringing  on  a  measure  for  wUdifl^ 
are  responsible;   but  while  we  admit 
that  right  of  the  majority,  Ihope^^ 
may  clfum  on  this  side  the  equal  light 
of  the  minority  to  use  the  fullest  fr^ 
dom  of  amendment  and  criticism.   W^ 
consider  the  Bill    to    be  a  one-sided 
measure ;  we  consider  it  to  be  ameaaue 
which  cannot  possibly  carry  out  the 
intention    for    which    it    is   avowedly 
brought  forward. 

♦Me.  SPEAKER:  I  am  sorry  to  int^ 
ruptthe  hon.  Member,  but  I  must  remind 
him  that  thiis  is  not  a  Second  Beadag 
Debate:  it  is  the  discussion  of  a  ^pew 
Instruction,  not  a  general  discuaaioo* 

Me.  HERBERT  GARDNER:  Ifg 
only  referring.  Sir,  to  the  g**^ 
character  of  the  Bill,  in  order  tofw 
obfc  why  it  is  I  consider  the  Isio^ 
tion  necessary.  Of  course  I  bow  Iffff 
ruling.  Sir,  and  proceed  to  call  attfBj** 
to  the  Instruction  of  which  I  have|^ 
notice— 


"  That  the  Committee  have  power  *<^-^^ 
^oviaion  for  a  gradual  redemj^on  of  W* 
Bent-Charge  on  an  equitable  batu." 

Now,  I  venture  to  call  attention  to  ft* 
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word  "  n*adual "  for  two  reasons^first, 
because  1  think  it  answers  any  objection 
wlucb  might  be  brought  from  the  other 
Bide   that  the  Instruotion    would    in- 
eyitahlj  kill  the  Bill,  claiming,  as  the 
Goyernment  do,  that  it  deals  with   a 
matter  of  procedure  only;  and  the  second 
and  more  important  reason  is,  that  being 
gradual  it  will  not  have  at  once  univer- 
sal application,  and  therefore  it  wilLbe 
open  to  any  part  of  the  country  where 
the  tithe    rent-charge   is    satisfactory 
from  an   agricultural  point   of    view, 
between  tithe  owners  and  tithe  payers, 
not  to  have  this  Instruction  applied  to 
them.  I  do  not  propose  on  this  occasion 
to  pat  before   the  House    any  definite 
sdieme  of  redemption,  it  is  obvious  it 
would  be  wrong  to  attempt  to  do  so  at 
this  point  of  the  Debate,  and  it  would 
be  far  more  orderly  to  bring  forward 
such  a  scheme  in  Committee,  and  I  am 
quite  ready  to  put  down  clauses  for  the 
purpose  should  the  House  sanction  this 
Instruction.  But  I  have  an  earnest  hope 
that  such  clauses  may  come  from  more 
oompetent  hands,  and^part  from  Party, 
he  accepted  by  the  general  sense  of  the 
House.    There   are    certain    principles 
that  must  be  adhered  to.    Tithe  was 
originally  a  compulsory  tax  on  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land,   and  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  has  become,   with    very   little 
piotest  in  the  country,  an  absolute  and 
definite  property.    But  it  is  a  public 
property,     a    national    property,    the 
pit^>erty    of    the   nation,    and  of  the 
nation  alone.     It   is,   therefore,  quite 
obnous    that      if    we    are    to     con- 
template    any     scheme    of  .  redemp- 
tion the  first  condition  of  any  scheme 
inust  be  the  recognition  of  the  inalien- 
able property  of  the  country ;  there  must 
be  no  tampering  with  the  title  of  the 
Qition  to  its  own  property.    This  pro- 

Ction  will  be  accepted  in  all  parts  of 
House  in  reference  to  any  redemp- 
turn  scheme,  and  it  certainly  would  be  a 
vital  condition  on  this  side.  Therefore, 
I  pass  {rom  that  to  show  why,  in  my 

ynion,  it  is  desirable  that  some  scheme 
^redemption  should  be  brought  for- 
^^  And  that  without  any  unnecessary 
Way.  The  tithe  rent-charge  is,  I 
we  said,  a  tax  upon  produce ;  it 
^ec  was  intended  to  be  charged 
^  the  land  alone :  it  was  never 
Uktended  to  be  charged  upon  the  capital 
which  is  put  into  the  land,  nor  was  it 
ever  intended  to  be  charged  wholly  on 


the  labour  for  the  cultivation  of  the  land ; 
it  was  intended  to  be  a  charge  upon  tho 
property,  capital  and  labour  combined. 
As    the    House    knows,    the    country 
has  been  passing   through    a    period 
of    exceptional    agrioultural    distress, 
and      this      distress      has     especially 
fallen  on  those  counties  in  which  the 
tithe  rent-charge  most  especially  presses*. 
There  is  no  reason  to  imagine  that  we. 
have  got  to  the  bottom  of  that  distress. 
It  may  happen — it  is  very  possible — that 
circumstances  might  arise  that  would 
brins^    this    distress    back    upon    us 
in  ^  its  intensity ;  and  if  that  comes 
about,  then  the  first  question  that  will 
arise  will  be  how  the  tithe  rent-charge 
should  be  dealt  with.    It  will  be  pointed 
out,  as  it  was  in  1836,  that  it  is  a  tax  on 
the  great  industry  of  the  land,  and  when 
we  remember  that  the  agitation  that  will 
arise  will  not  be  from  one  class,  but 
probably    from    all  classes    living  on 
the  land— owners,   occupiers,    and  la- 
bourers—  I    think    we    shall    see  the 
agitation  will  be  very  formidable  and 
difficult  to  grapple  with,  and  it  may 
come  about  that  we  who  look  on  this 
charge  as  a  national  property,  whether 
it  be  devoted  to  religious  or  secular  pur- 
poses— it  may  come  about  that  we  shall 
lose  our  hold  on  this  property  altogether. 
Therefore,  it  seems  to  me,  it  would  be 
a  wiser  course  for  us  to  adopt  some 
scheme  of  redemption  while  there  is  yet 
time.     The  scheme  of  redemption  we 
should  accept  must,  of  course,  be  on 
an  equitable  basis  —  that    is  to    say, 
injuring    neither    the     tithe  -  owners 
on     the     one     side     or     the     agri- 
cultural   interest    on    the    other.     It 
must  be  a  fair  charge  that  the  land 
can  afford  to  pay — ^just  to  the  clergy  or 
tithe- owners,  yet  not  placing  the  agri- 
culture at  a  disadvantage.    I  ventured 
to  point  out  the  other  day  the  great 
and  imforeseen  change  which  has  come 
over  agriculture  since  the  settlement  of 
1836.     Nobody  at  that  period,  nobody 
who  joined  in  the  Debates  upon  the  Act 
of  1836,  thought  it  possible  that  towards 
the  close  of  the  century  there  would  be 
great  tracts  of  land  the  yearly  value  of 
which  would  not  equal  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  placed  upon  the  land.    Nobody 
at  that  time  could  have  anticipated  that 
this    would  happen  so  soon,   yet  the 
causes  were  then  present,  and,  in  some 
instances,   at  work.    One  reason,  un- 
doubtedly, was  the  high  price  to  which 
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oom  had  risen  in  oonsequenoe  of  the 
long  Continental  wars  tbat  ended  in 
1815.    The  consequence  of  that  high 

{>iioe  was  that  pasture  land  and  infenor 
and  was  eonvwted  into  oom  land,  and 
thia  land  was  tithed  as  arable  land  when 
the  Act  of  1836  was  passed.  So  it 
comeB  about  that  some  land  is  charged 
with  exceptional  high  tithe  in  propor- 
tion to  its  value.  Bverybodjknowsthere 
is  much  of  thia  land  which  has  gone 
out  of  cultivation,  to  the  great  loss  of 
capital  and  labour.  You  cannot  ever 
restore  the  land  to  its  original  use ;  it 
is  not  profitable  to  plant  it  with  wood  or 
to  return  to  its  original  state  of  pasture, 
because  the  tithe  on  it  is  bo  heavy. 
These  are,  I  think,  ver;  seriana,  rer; 
startling  facts  that  deserve  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  country.  But 
there  are  other  facts  in  regard  to  the 
working  of  this  Act  to  which  I  would 
call  attention,  and  the  reason  I  call 
attention  to  them  is  because  my 
lostruotion  would  give  Bome  com- 
pensation fir  what  has  happened. 
The  working  of  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Aot  has  not  carried  out  the  intention  of 
the  framers  of  it.  I  will  not  now  dis- 
ousB  the  qneHtion  of  corn  averages,  but 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  septennial 
average.  The  House  knows  that  the 
value  of  the  tithe  rsnt-oharge  for  any 
year  is  calculated  on  the  price  of  barley, 
wheat,  and  oats  during  the  seven  pre- 
oeding  years,  and  so  it  may  come  about 
that  a  man  may  buy  a  farm  or  a  tenant 
may  take  a  lease  at  the  end  of  seven  fat 
years  when  prices  were  high,  and  bia 
first  ^ear  of  occupation  may  commence 
a  eenes  of  lean  years  when  prices  are 
low  ;  but  the  tithe  rent-charge  will  be 
calculated  on  the  prices  on  the  seven 
&t  years  with  which  he  had  nothing  to 
do.  As  anyone  who  has  had  anything 
to  do  with  agrioulture  must  remember, 
the  year  1879  was  moat  disastrous  to 
that  interest  in  this  country.  In  that 
year  the  tithe  rent-charge  was  as  high 
aa  113,  yet  anybody  who  knows  any- 
-  thing  about  agriculture  knows  that  the 
nrmer  and  those  who  worked  the  soil 
absolutely  got  no  profit  out  of  the  land, 
and  if  the  tithe  had  been  collected  in 
kind  as  before  1836,  the  tithe,  inatead 
of  being  12  or  13  per  cent,  would  pro- 
bably not  have  been  worth  the  expense 
of  ooUeotion.  Now  that  seems  to  me 
utuust  and  inconsistent,  and  there  ought 
to  be  lom*  compensation.    The  QoTsm- 


nent,  however,  have  not,  though  pn>- 
fesung  to  have  the  interests  of  agricol' 
tnre  at  heart,  brought  forward  uy 
measure  to  remedy  these  defects,  sod  I 
think  at  the  nest  General  Blection, 
probably,  this  lapiit  of  theirs  will  be 
■ecoltected  in  county  constitnenoiN. 
'  shall  be  told  there  is  no  necM- 
sity  for  my  Instruction  becauie  the 
Qovemment  have  promised — and  I  anst 
say  in  a  somewhat  vague  fashion— to 
take  the  matter  up  themselves.  Th«y 
have  said  that  possibly  they  will  next 
year  bring  in  a  Bill,  or,  as  an  alternative, 
they  will  refer  the  matter  to  a  Comoiit- 
le.  Well,  there  is  an  humble  proverb, 
A  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth  two  io  the 
bush,"  and  that  is  espedally  tneu 
applied  to  promised  legislation.  Ws 
who  have  only  been  through  this  short 
Parliament  have  seen  over  and  orer 
again  instances  where  legislation  hu 
been  promised  and  the  promises  hsve 
never  been  fulfilled.  Where  is  the  Di»- 
trict  Oouncils  Bill,  which  seemed  vhen 
promised  an  absolute  consequence  of  th< 
Local  Government  Bill  ?  We  have  sot 
heard  a  whisper  of  that  Bill  this yeu, 
nor  shall  we  probably  hear  of  it  nut 
year.  We  should  be  very  unviM 
to  give  up  thia  opportunity  npos 
a  vague  and  empty  promise  of  tb*  '^ 
vemment.  We  have  a  promiss  fn<B 
the  Government  of  a  Joint  Comtwttee 
of  both  Houses  to  consider  the  aabJBBti 
but  we  know  nothing  of  the  oonatitatiini 
of  the  Oommittee  ;  it  may  be  appointM 
next  year,  it  may  enter  on  its  ooaudeit- 
tionneit  year  or  tbefollowiogyear.aiid 
continue  to  the  end  of  the  prMsat 
Parliament.  It  is  most  important  to 
know,  too,  what  the  Committee  ia  V> 
consider,  and  thia,  I  hope,  the  Genn' 
ment 
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make  it  necessary  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee now  when  it  was  not  necessary 
two  jears  ago  ?    The  only  change  there 
has  been  seems  to  me  to  be  a  change  in 
the  mind  of  the  Oovemment,  and  what 
guarantee  have  we  that  they  will  not 
chaoge  their  mind  again  next  year  ?    I 
tbiok  the  House  would  be  wise  to  take 
adfantage    of   this    opportunity,    and 
Members  for  agricultural  constituencies 
would  do  well  to  accept  this  Instruction, 
even  though   it  should  be  found  im- 
posnble  to  carry  clauses  to  give  effect 
to  it,  for  it  will  be  a  definite  pledge  that 
flomethiog  shall  be  done  in  the  interest 
of  the  tithe-payers  in  addition  to  a  Bill 
iike  this,  which  is  conceived  solely  in  the 
interest    of    the     tithe-owners.     Two 
other  reasons  have  been  put  forward 
why  this  Bill  should  be  passed  at  once 
tod  why  this  Instruction  should  not  be 
wceived.    One  of  these  reasons  is  that 
we  are  told  the  whole  object  of  the  Bill 
18  to  make  the  people  who    can    pay 
tithe-charge  and  will  not  pay,  pay  the 
charge ;  or,  as  I  have  seen  it  suggested 
in  a  letter,  to  make  the  defrauders  and 
swindlers  of  Wales  who  can  pay  ful61 
their    obligations.     "We     are     led     to 
suppose  that  only  those  who  can  pay 
tod  will  not  pay  will  be  affected    by 
the  Bill ;  but  that  is  absolutely  false ; 
the  effect  will  be  that  the  whole  of  the 

tithe-payers  will  be ' 

*Um,  8PEAKEE  :  I  must  remind  the 

hon.  Member  he  is  now  going  into  the 

whole  question  of  the  Bill,  not  only  the 

redemption    of    the    charge.     I    must 

remind  him  this  is  not  in  the  nature  of 

A  Second   Beading   Debate,    and    but 

for   the    notice    of   the  Instruction    I 

fihoold  leave  the  Chair  at  once,  and  the 

House  would  go  into  Committee  on  the 

BilL    The  Instruction  does  not  open  up 

ft  Second  Beading  Debate;   only   the 

H^^cific  question  concerned  in  the  In- 

itmction  is  introduced. 

♦Mb.  HEBBEBT  GABDNEB:    The 

mistake  I  made.  Sir,  was  that  I  thought 

it  possible  to   put  forward  the  disad- 

▼totagesof  the  Bill  to  show  the  reason 

for  compensation,   and,   therefore,  for 

my  Instruction.     In  conclusion,  I  will 

tok  the  House  to  vote  my  Instruction 

i>dcaiise  it  does  give  some  compensation 

to    tithe-payers,    and    will,     I    hope, 

pMge  the  Oovemment  to  bring  for- 

wardT  some    measure  on  their   behalf 

showing  the   country  and    agricutural 

BonititaeneiaB  that  the  House    is  not 


prepared  to  relegate  the  just  claims  of 
the  agricultural  interest  to  the  chances 
and  changes  of  an  uncertain  future. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

'<  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  for  a 
gradual  redemption  of  Tithe  Rent  Charge  on 
an  equitable  basis." — {Mr.  Herbert  Gardner, ) 

Thb  SECBETABY  op  STATE  fob 
THB    HOME     DEPABTMENT    (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  There  is 
very  much  in  the  speech  of  the  hon* 
Member  with  which  the    Government 
sympathise.       They  have    more    than 
once  declared   their  intention  to  deal 
with    the   tithe  rent-charge,  and    my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  only  a  few  nights  ago  said  the 
Government  propose  to  refer  this  most 
difficult  and  complicated  question  of  the 
working  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
and  the  Acts  amending  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Joint  Committee  of  both 
Houses.     It  is  obvious  that  the  question 
is    surrounded   by    many    difficulties, 
and  the  speech  of  the  hon.    Member 
himself  has  shown  that  the  most  care- 
ful examination  must  precede  legislation 
on  this  part  of  the  subj  ect.      Sy  mpathis* 
ing   as  I   do  with  the  view  that  the 
redemption   of    the    tithe  rent-charge 
on  a  fair  basis  is  a  desirable  thing,  the 
only  other  question   is,  is  it  possible 
with  the  time  at  our  disposal  to  under- 
take this  work  this  year  ?    I  think  the 
House  will  be  satisfied  that  it  is  not 
possible.     The   hon.    Member   himself 
points  out  that  .what  we  must  first  get 
at  is  the  foundation  of  the  calculation 
of  a  fair  rent- charge  to  be  put  on  the 
land,  before  we  can  get  the  sum  of  the 
number  of  years'  purchase  for  the  re- 
demption.    I  pass  by  the  allusions  to 
tithe    rent-charge     being    a    national 
property  because,  with  all  respect  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  appears  to  me  irre- 
levant to  the  argument  which  he  offers 
in  support   of    his  Motion.     For  the 
purpose  of  the  present  Debate,  I  will 
accept  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  that  in  order  to  get  at  the  fair  basis 
he  desires  it  will  be  necessary  to  re- 
consider the  apportionment  of  the  charge 
under  the  Act  of  1836.    Now  I  believe 
that  many  great  anomalies  have  grown 
out  of  the  settlement  of  1836 ;  but  it  is 
a  question  how  far  it  is  possible  or  wise 
to  review  that  settlement.    I  doubt  ex- 
tremely whether,  taking  the  country  as 
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Aot  BBj  rightly  or  wrongl; — contracted 
IhemBslres  out  of  the  Act.  Xbej  have, 
Id  faot,  done  what  they  tried  to  do  with 
the  income-tax  until  they  were  pre- 
vented by  the  Legislature.  Now  the 
Qoverament  say  that  the  present  ai- 
rangement  ie  ud satisfactory.  The  At- 
torney General  says  that  a  large  number 
of  tbe  clergy  are  deprived  of  tbeir  tithes. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  aaya  tbat  a  large 
number  of  tenant  farmers  will  not  pay 
though  they  can.  So  the  Government 
propose  some  otKer  remedy.  What  ie 
that  remedy?  If  the  intentions  of  the 
Eome  Secretary  are  carried  out — and 
the  Opposition  will  do  tbeir  utmost  to 
Bee  that  they  are— tbe  only  effect  of  the 
change  will  b«  to  substitute  tbe  County 
Court  bailiff  for  the  landlord's  bailiff. 
This  is  a  worthless  measure,  so  far  as 
tbe  clergy  are  concerned.  But  this 
not  the  Bill  as  it  stands  at  present.  It 
goes  a  great  deal  further  and  imposes  a 
new  liability  on  the  tenant,  and  the 
Attorney  General  defends  it  because  he 
saya  tbe  tenant  can  pay  and  will  not 
pay,  and  the  Government  will  make 
him  pay.  That,  of  course,  means  that 
tbe  Government  cannot  now  make  the 
tenant  pay,  but  will  do  so  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  As  the  bon.  Member  for 
^EsBsx  says,  the  Bill  is  going  to  make 
somebody  personally  liable  who  was  not 
personally  liable  before.  Aocordingly, 
the  bon.  Member  ie  moving  an  Instruc- 
tion to  make  that  somebody  the  owner 
of  the  land.  The  OoTemment  decline 
to  aooept  that  Instruction,  on  the  ground 
tbat  though  so  far  as  future  oontraota 
are  concerned  tbe  landlord  ought  to  be 
made  liable,  this  principle  cannot  be 
applied  to  present  oontraota.  But  tbe 
Instruction  itself  does  not  say  that  in 
every  case  the  landlord  shall  be  liable. 
The  Committee  will  take  care  that  no 
injustice  waa  done,  and  this  Instruction 
provides  that  when  we  get  the  Bill  into 
Committee  we  shall  have  power  to 
deal  with  tbe  ohargeability  of  landlords 
in  respect  of  this  tax.  It  will  then  be 
poseible  to  limit  the  remedy  in  m^ 
way  that  may  seem  desirable.  The 
tenant  farmer  has  a  right  to  say — "If 
you  impose  this  new  personal  burden 
jou  must  oonsider  my  case  aa  well 
as  that  of  the  tithe  owner."  You 
cannot  shut  your  eyes  to  the  real 
grievanoea  of  tbe  tenant  farmer — tbe 
unfaimeks  of  the  mode  of  asseosmeat ; 
tli«^UB{aixiuBa,of,aTer«geB;  the  amonot 
Mr.  3.  m  Foultr 


required  to  pay  for  the  produce  of  ■ 
farm  taken  at  a  price  which  caanot  be 
obtained.  I  see  no  reason  why  the  Iq- 
struolion  should  not  be  accepted.  The 
Government  is  imposing  a  new  liability ; 
but  those  who  oppose  the  Bill  are  quite 
content  to  go  on  as  now.  If  the  lenanl 
is  left  alone  we  have  nothing  tc  ts;  ia 
the  matter.  But  if  tbe  QoverameDl  an 
going  to  iuterfere  with  the  teaant  tlies 
we  daim  an  equal  right  to  interfere 
with  the  landlords. 

Mb.  H.  WIGGIN  (SlaffoiMin, 
Handsworth):  I  have  travelled  IM 
miles  to  oppose  this  Bill  as  etrongi;  u 

g)BsibIe.  As  a  loyal  supporter  of  the 
Dvernment,  I  deeply  regret  that  tbe; 
have  not  seen  tbeir  way  to  witbdm 
this  Bill  and  bring  in  a  atronger  mn- 
sure  next  Session  dealing  with  tbe 
whole  question,  including  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  titne.  Tbe  redemption  of 
tbe  tithe  would  relieve  both  landltni 
and  tenant  of  an  unpleasant  burden.  U 
the  last  Division  had  beendelajednfe* 
minutes  the  majority  of  the  Govemment 
would  hare  been  reduced  by  si*  <" 
seven,  and  tbe  next  Division  mayhtve 
a  very  different  result.  I  do  implon 
the  Government  to  drop  tbe  mBUaN 
this  Session  and  deal  with  the  qnestiaB 
next  year,  so  as  to  give  permaneot  i** 
lief  both  to  landlord  and  to  tenant. 

Mk.  a.  F.  JEFFBET8  (Hwts, 
Basingstoke) :  I  quite  agree  thai  tbe 
landlord  ought  to  be  made  responeibl^ 
and  tbat  was  no  doubt  the  intentioa  01 
the  Act  of  1836,  but  if  you  do  nuke 
the  landlords  responsible,  I  do  not 
know  how  you  can  come  down  o&  ^ 
personal  property  in  the  event  of  un- 
paymentof  the  tithe,  unleaa  yon  put  m 
olauBBs  to  provide  for  that,  and  tut 
oourse  of  procedure  might  lead  to  tfcs 
loss  of  tbe  Bill.  I  do  not  tbink  mitA 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  we  allow  the  BiU  to 
pass  I  trust  that  the  Government  w 

firomise  to  bring  in  a  Bill  making  At 
andlord  properly  responsible,  i^.tt* 
same  time,  I  hope  a  Bill  will  soon  bt^St* 
troduoed  for  thoredempLionof  tbetitk^ 
which  is  the  only  way  out  oi  tha  fifir 
Guhy. 

Mb.  W.  I 
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ask  the  Attorney  General  whatwEl  be' 
the  effect  if  the  promise  of  the  Home 
Secretary  is  carried  out  in  the  case  of 
tenancies  which  are  from  year  to  year  ? 
A  great  part  of  the  land  o!  the  country 
is  held  on  yearly  tenancy. 
•Sir  B.  WEBSTER :   It  would  be  at 
the  option  of   tKe  tenant  to   give  six 
months'  notice  in  order  to  obtain  more 
iiivourable  terms  from  the  landlord. 
♦Mr.  H0BH0TJ8E  (Somerset,  B.) :  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  oi 
the  Instruction,  as  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  cannot  be 
tnoYed  unless  the  Instruction,  or  some- 
thing like  it,  is  carried.    I  am  anxious 
for  a  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement 
of  this  question.    It  has  been  generally 
admitted  ^at  the  only  practical  remedy 
short  of  general  redemption  is  to  make 
the  tithe  recoverable   from  the  land- 
lord.   Many   of   those  who,  like    my- 
self, take  this  view  object  to  the  Bill 
because  it  is  a  step  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion, and,  if  passed,  will  be  an  obstacle  to 
future  settlement.    Two  years  ago  the 
Ooveroment  themselves  passed  through 
the  House  of  Lords  a  Bill  making  the 
charge  recoverable  from  the  landlord. 
Even  in  last  year's  Bill  they  recognised 
the  principle  which  is  contained  in  the 
lithe  Commutation  Act— namely,  that 
the  tiUie  was  to  be  payable  directly  or 
infoeetly  by  the  landlord.     We  know 
that  nnder     the    Tithe    Commutation 
Act  landlords    and  tenants  began   by 
very  generally    contracting  themselves 
out  of  the  terms  of  that  Act.    But  I 
bdieve  that  in    recent  years  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  including  certain 
portions  of  Wales,  there  has  been  an 
alteration  in  this  system,  and  that  there 
is  now  a  g^wiog  practice  on  the  part  of 
the  more   sensible   and    liberal    land- 
owners   to   pay  the  tithe    themselves. 
I  feel   certain    that    if    this    measure 
is  passed    as  it  stands  it  will  do   a 
peat    deal  to   discourage    this  grow- 
ing and  salutary  practice.    Again,  I  feel 
e^ain  that  this  measure  will  tend  to 
|x>etpone  the  settlement  of  the  question 
oy  future  legislation.     It  is  not  merely 
that  this  measure,  though  a  partial  and 
tentatiTe  measure,  tends  to  take  away 
the  pressure  of  responsibility  from  the 
ahodders  of    the   Government  to  deal 
witisfaotoriiy  and  completely  with  the 
sibfeot;  but  it    is   that  this  measure, 
whatever  be  its  exact  extent,  places  a 
ttew  iiabiUly  on  the  riioulders  of  the 


occupier  of  the  land;    and  I'  cannot) 
believe  that  the  present  Government,  > 
after  legislating  in  this  direction  thisr 
year,   will    next  year  be  prepared  to* 
legislate  in  what  is  practically  a  contrary  r 
direction,  that  is  to  say,  propose  to  settle* 
the  tithe  question  by  placing  a  new 
liability  on  the  shoulders  of  the  owner 
of    the    land.      I    firmly    believe  the 
passing    of    this    Bill    will    tend     to 
delay  the  eventual   settlement   of  the 
question,  and  not  only  that,  but  that  it 
will  also   tend  to  discourage  redemp- 
tion. 

♦Me.  speaker  :  I  think  it  right  to 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Instruction  relates  to  the  recovery  of  the 
tithe  from  the  landowner. 

*Mb.  hob  HOUSE:  I  beg  pardon  for 
trespassing  beyond  the  limits  of  the  dis- 
cussion.   I  am  quite  content  to  leave: 
my  argument  as  it  stands — namely,  that ; 
it  is  better  for  all  parties  that  if  any. 
change  is  to  be  made  in  the  mode  of. 
recovering    tithe    the  tithe  should  be 
recoverable  from   the  landowner,   and 
not  from  the  occupier  of  the  laud,  with 
due  regard,  of  course,  to  existing  con- 
tracts. 

*Mr.  round  (Essex,  N.E,  Harwich) :  ■ 
Two  of  the  Representatives  of  the  County 
of  Essex  have  taken  a  prominent  part  in . 
moving     Instructions     to     the    Com-; 
mittee,   and    I    confess  I  feel    some 
difficulty  upon  the  present  occasion.    I . 
agreed    in    principle    with    the    hon.' 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  that  there 
should  be  some  scheme  for  redemp- 
tion   of    the    tithe    rent-charge,    and 
I  also  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maldon  that  the  burden  of 
the  tithe  should  be  placed  on  the  land- 
owner.    But  I  also  witih  to  see  this  Bill 
passed.  [  Criss  of  **  Why  ?"]    Because  I 
think  the  Government  would  be  wanting 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  endeavour 
to  secure  the  payment  of  just  debts  to  the  v. 
o wipers  of   property  in  Wales.      The 
incidence  of  tithe  is  a  landowner's  ques*' 
tion,  and  it  quite  true  that  landlords-, 
have  contracted  themselves  out  of  the* 
Act  of  18<56  by  agpreements  with  their, 
tenants.     A  change   in  the  law  to  pre-. 
vent  this  for  the  future  is  now  proposed, 
by   the  Government.      I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  see  tithe  placed  in  the  same 
position  that  Income  Tax  is  placed   at' 
the  present  moment — ^namely,  that  the 
tenant,  having  paid  the  tithe,  should 
be  able  to  deduot  it  from  his  rent  to> 
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the  landlord ;  and  I  belieye  if  that  were 
done — and  I  understand  the  Home  Secre- 
tary undertakes  to  carry  that  object  into 
effect  by  clauses  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee— we  should  hear  no  more  of  the 
tithe  difficulty.  On  this  understandings 
I  shall  support  the  Government  on  the 
present  occasion. 

♦Mr.  T.  ELLIS :  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  declaration 
of  the  last  speaker.     He  wishes  to  throw 
to  the  winds  every  declaration  he  has 
made  in  favour  of  redemption,  and  of 
putting  the  tithe  on  the  landowner ;  in 
fact,  he  desires  to  break  all  his  pledges 
to  his  constituents  in  order  to  strike  a 
blow  at  the  peasantry  of  Wales.    That 
is  the  key  and  the  clue  to  most  of  the 
arguments  advanced  from  the  opposite 
Benches.    The  Government,  by  bring- 
ing forward  this  Bill,  propose  to  change 
the   whole    spirit    and   procedure    and 
method  of  the  Act  of  1836 ;  instead  of 
cnaking  tithe  a  tax  upon  the  produce  of 
"the  land,  they  make  it  a  personal  debt 
upon    the    tenant.      That    is    straight 
against  the  declaration  of   the  Prime 
Minister,  and  straight  against  the  wishes 
•of  their  friends.     I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maldon  (Mr.  Gray)  and  his  sup- 
^porters,  will  not  run  away  from  their  own 
declarations  and  their  own  Amendment, 
but  allow  the  Governmont  to  act  on  the 
policy  of  scuttle,    which   is    the  chief 
•  characteristic   of  their    present   policy. 
The  Prime  Minister  stated,  in  1887,  that, 
'*  tithe  is  a  debt  of  the  owner  in  respect 
•of  the  produce  of  the  land,"  and  in  1888 
tie  said  *'  the  occupier  is  not  a  debtor,  and 
iie  is  to  suffer  the  inconvenience  of  a  dis- 
traint for  a  debt  which  is  not  his  own  ;  " 
not  merely  is  he  to  suffer  the  inconveni- 
-enoe  of  a  debt  which  is  not  his  own,  but 
he  is  now  to  suffer  all  the  pains  and 
penalties  of  the  County  Court,  and  the 
distraint  which    will    come    from    the 
*Court,  and  all  the  heavy  expenses,  and, 
^n  the  bargain,  if  he  refuses  compliance, 
lie  is   to   be  gazetted   as  an   ordinary 
debtor  under  the  rules  of  the  County 
Court.^    The  Prime  Minister  paid  us  a 
compliment;  he  came  down  to  Carnar- 
von to  teach  the  Welsh  people  their 
duty  with  respect  to  tithe.     He  said :— • 

"I  wish  to  ask  those  who  are  dedrous  of  con- 
BideriDg  this  question  impartially  to  remember 
that  tithe  is  really  a  burden,  not  upon  the 
tenant,  but  upon  the  landowner,  and  if  the 
tenant  has  been  obliged  to  pay,  it  has  been 
owing  to  a  blander  in  the  law, ' 

Mr.  Round 


And  now  you  wish  to  stereotype  thii 

blunder  in  the  law.   The  noble  Marquea 

added — 

"  We  are  anxious  to  pass  a  measure  which 
shall  place  it  on  the  shoulder  of  the  debtor, 
that  is  to  say,  on  the  landowner." 

That  is,  that  the  landowner  who  owes 
the  tithe  shall  be  the  man  to  pay.   The 
Government  by  refusing  to  accept  the 
Instruction  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for    Maldon    are    running    away  and 
scuttling  from  the  declaration  of  the 
Prime    Minister.     It  seems,  too,  thit 
they  are  running  away  from  the  wishes 
of  their  friends,  the  Welsh  clergy.    The 
Welsh  clergy  have  sent  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  time  to  time  very  strong  and 
urgent  representations  that  the  majority 
of  them  are  starving,  that  is  to  sayt  the 
clergy  of  the  richest  church  in  Chriateti- 
dom  are  starving.     They  say,  *  *  We  want 
two  great  amendments  in  the  law :  fint 
of  all,  we  want  tithe  to  be  a  debt  re- 
coverable through   the  County  Court; 
and,  secondly,  we  want  to  make  the  true 
debtors  pay — namely,   the   landlords. 
The  Government  are  trying  to  please 
their  friends,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
break    the    spirit  of  the  Act  of  1B36. 
They  want  to  put  the  pains  and  penalties 
upon  the  occupiers,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  let  the  real  debtors  go  free.    21e 
Government  themselves  brought  in  two 
Bills  in  the  House  of  Lords,  one  o!  the 
chief  provisions  of  each  being  that  the 
debt  should  be  put  on  the  landowners. 
I  admit  that  very  many  of  the  Members 
for  Wales  were  against  putting  the  debt 
upon  the  landlords,  and  for  the  reason 
that  wo  desire  to  have  a  complete  settle- 
ment of  this  question  and  not  a  tbker- 
ing  settlement.    I  maintain  that  this  is 
a  dishonest  attempt  to  settle  this  qoeetion 
by  merely  evading  it    There  is  a  farther 
reason  why  I  ask  my  hon.  Frienda  to 
stick   to    their    guns.     In   Wales  ^e 
clergy  are  the  chaplains  of  thelandloius 
and  not  of  the  people.      Let  the  land- 
lords pay  for  their  own  chaplaina. 
♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TBM- 
8URY    (Bir.   W.  H.   Smith,    Stitnd, 
Westminster):     The  hon.    Oentlemw 
appears  to    be  under   the    impr«>*® 
that    the    Government    are    not  true 
to    the    principles    which    they   fc»^ 
already    announced  in  another  ph^se* 
Only  a  few  minutes  ago  my  right  »»• 
Friend  distinctly  stated  that  the  Govett- 
ment  aocept  the  principle  that  ia  toe 
future  there  shall  be  no  ooDtraetiBg<^ 
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o!  the  Act  as  it  stands.    That  is  to  say, 
that  neither  the  landlords  nor  the  tenants 
shall  he  at  lihertj  to  contract  themselves 
out  o!  the  Act  of  1837,  and  that  the 
iiahilitj  shall  rest  in  all  cases  of  new 
contract  with  the  landlord  alone.     The 
OoTerament  propose  to  insert  in  the  Bill 
a  clause  to  the  effect  that  Olanse  80  of 
the  Act  of  1837,  which   prescribes  that 
the  tenant  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct  the 
tithe  from  his  rent,  shall  have  full  effect 
notwithstanding  any  contract  made  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  every  con- 
tract made  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
shall,  so  far  as  it  is  to  the  contrary,   be 
void.    That   clause   will   entitle    every 
tenant  to  deduct  on  all  fresh  contracts 
the  tithe  from  his  rent.     But   what  my 
hon.  Friend  proposes  is  that  the  tenant 
who  has  contracted  to  pay  the  tithe,  not- 
withstanding the  consideration  which  he 
has  received  in  the  rent  which  was  fixed 
hythe  landlord,  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct 
the  tithe  from  the  rent.     That  appears 
to  the  Government  to  be  simple  dis- 
honesty.     What   we   say    is,    that    in 
future  contracts  the  tenants  and   the 
landlords  shall  not  contract  themselves 
cut  of  the  Act  of   1837.     We  propose 
that  that  shall  be  the  law  of  the  land 
as  to  tithe,  as  it  is  the  law  of  the  land  as 
to  the  Income  Tax. 

Me.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£•):    Let  me  call  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's attention  to  the  fact  that,   under 
*heActof  1836,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
landlord  to  pay  the  tithe.     But  they 
hafe  not  done  so.    When  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  talks  of  dishonesty,  I  think 
he  should  put  the  saddle  on  the  right 
horse.    Dishonesty  is  on  the  side  of  the 
landlords,  and  not  on  the  side  of  the 
tenants.     We   are   having  a  very  fine 
ohject  lesson   to-night.     We  shall   see 
who  are  the  real  friends  of  the  farmers, 
^ose  who  are  anxious  to  be  the  farmers' 
fiends  will  vote  in  favour  of  putting 
^his  burden  on  the  landowners. 

Mb,  GRAY:  With  the  permission 
<tf  the  House  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
^irstLordof  the  Treasury  a  question. 
^  is,  what  will  be  done  in  the  case  of 
^  rent  not  being  sufficient  to  cover  the 
*ithe — how  in  that  case  will  the  tenant 
tw  able  to  deduct  the  tithe  from  the 
wit? 

*Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  diffi- 
<)«lty  occurs  now.  If  the  tithe  is  not 
^Medand  produced  by  the  land  it  is 
Bot  payable. 
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♦3in  W.  BAETTELOT :  The  righ* 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  stated  just  now  that 
I,  addressing  the  Home  Secretary,  said 
*<We  will  hold  you  to  the  bargain — 
namely,  that  the  landlords  are  not  to 
pay,  but  the  tenants  are  to  pay."  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
House  will  bear  witness  as  to  what  I 
said.  I  said  to  the  Government  '^  We 
will  hold  you  to  the  bargain  with  respect 
to  imprisonment,  and  the  distraint  upon 
the  land."  I  am  quite  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  anxious  to  make 
a  statement  that  is  not  correct. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  What  I  re- 
f erred  to  was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet's  emphatic  statement  that  he 
held  the  Government  to  the  declaration 
that  they  would  oppose  all  Instructions. 
He  will  remember  he  called  upon  the 
Government  to  reject  all  Instructions, 
and  he  cited  specially  the  Instruction  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maiden. 

*SiR  W.BARTTELOT:  Myremarkhad 
reference  to  tho^e  two  particular  ques- 
tions. I  happen  to  have  24  or  2  >  farms, 
and  I  have  piid  tithe  in  respect  of  21  of 
them.  Two  of  the  remaining  three  or 
four  are  held  by  men  who  do  not  wish  to 
have  the  tithe  paid  for  them. 

♦Mr.  H  U.  FOWLER  :  May  I  sskyou. 
Sir,  whether  it  would  be  competent  for 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  move 
the  new  clause  ho  has  just  read,  if  the 
House  rejects  the  present  Instruction  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  On  the  point  of 
order,  may  I  point  out  that  the  Instruc- 
tion is  that  tithe  is  to  be  recoverable 
from  the  landlord  only. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKKR:  The  point  is  one 
for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
decide.  I  imagine,  however,  that  if  the 
Chairman  of  Committers  is  of  opinion 
that  the  clause  could  not  be  inserted  in 
Committee,  the  Bill  could  be  re-commit- 
ted for  the  purpose  of  inserting  it. 

Mr.  salt  (Stafford) :  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  difference  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  Member  for  Maiden 
is  very  small  indeed.  Could  we  not  put 
the  Instruction  in  such  a  form  that  the 
Government  could  accept  it  ?  The  hon. 
Member  proposed  that  the  tithe  rent 
recoverable  should  be  thrown  on  the 
landlord.  I  am  certain  five-sixths  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  wish  that 
that  should  be  so.  The  only  question  is 
can  it  be  done  subject  to  existing  con- 
tracts.    It  appears  to  me  obvious  that 
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any  proyision  to  this  effect  which  is  in- 
serted in  the  Bill  must  be  subject  to 
existing  contracts. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  the 
mind  of  the  House  is  dear  about 
this  Instruction.  There  are  two  words 
in  the  Instruction  which  appear  to 
me  very  significant  —  ihe  word  "re- 
coverable" and  the  word  **only," 
and  if  the  Instruction  is  carried 
the  principle  will  be  laid  down 
that  the  Committee  would  have 
power  to  provide  that  the  recovery 
of  the  tithe,  that  is  the  getting  of  the 
tithe,  is  to  be  instituted  against  the  land- 
lord and  against  him  alone.  I  do  not 
think  that  in  consequence  of  an  Instruc- 
tion of  this  kind  the  Committee  would 
be  at  all  precluded  from  safeguarding 
any  rights  under  existing  contracts. 
What  I  understand  is  suggested  by  the 
Home  Secretary  is  that  he  will  put  in 
the  Bill  a  clause  providing  that  though 
the  process  of  recovery  given  by  the  Bill 
is  against  the  tenant,  the  tenant  shall 
always  have  power  to  deduct  the  tithe 
from  the  rent.  That  is  a  very  different 
thing  to  recovery  from  the  landlord.  I 
wish  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
two  processes,  and  I  must  own  it  does 
occur  to  me  there  are  cases  in  which  the 
rent  is  not  equal  to  the  tithe. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  141 ; 
Noes  145.— (Div.  Libt,  No.  2i^7.) 

Mb.  AETHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan, S.) :   I  have  now  to  move— 

•*  That  it  be  an  instnictioii  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  insert  claosea  providing 
for  a  re- adjustment  of  the  method  tor  taking 
the  tithe  rent-charge  averages." 

I  will  endeavour  to  remember  the  neces- 
sary limitations  imposed  upon  us  at  this 
stage,  and  avoid  anything  that  can  be 
construed  into  a  Second  Heading  Debate, 
but  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  a  re-adjustment  of  the  method  of 
taking  tithe  averages  without,  to  a  certain 
extent,  dealing  historically  with  the 
whole  question.  In  the  first  place  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  in  1836, 
there  was  what  was  considered  a  statu- 
tory settlement  of  the  question  of  Uie 
tithe-charge,  its  incidence  and  adjust- 
ment from  time  to  time.  Lord  John 
Hussell,  in  his  speech  on  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  BUI  of  1836,  spoke  of  it 
as  a  permanent  settlement  for  all  future 

Mr.  SaU 


time.    But  that  distinguished  statoBman 
once  or  twice  made  great  mistakes  in 
his  use  of   the  word  finality.    At  all 
events  the  Government  of  to-day  ha?e 
for  the  first  time— except  in  some  tiifiing 
matters  of   procedure — re-opened  the 
whole  question,  and  that  in  the  interest 
of  one  party,   only  the  deigy.   They 
have  in  fact  brought  in  a  Clergy  Tithe 
Belief  Bill.    I  am  showing  the  ground 
for  my  Instruction,   when   I  say  that 
gives  a  olaim  to  all  concerned  to  come 
into  this  High  Court  and  ask  that  their 
just    claims  shall  be  oonsidered.    lo 
moving  this  Instruction,  I  will  venture 
to  say,  I  do  so  in  the  interest  of  the 
whole  of   the  tenant   farmers  of  the 
kingdom,  though  personally  and  pecu- 
liar^ on  this  occasion  I  represent  the 
PrincipaUty  of  Wales.    Still  it  touchee 
the  whole  of  the  great  agricultural  com- 
munity to  whom  the  tillage  of  the  aoil 
of  the  kingdom  is  entrust^.    Bpeakng 
on  a  previous  instruction,  the  Attorney 
General  said  this  Bill  provides  a  remedy 
in    the    matter  of  procedure  at  onoe 
cheap,    easy,    and    effective,    while  it 
would  impose  no  additional  bordene. 
We  dispute  this  altogether.    There  ie 
every  reason  to  fear  that  it  will  be 
neither  cheap  nor  easy,  andl  willTenUtte 
to  prophecy  it   will  not  be,  effectifdr 
while   it    certainly    will    impose  tezy 
heavy  additional  burdens.     ^  ^  ^ 
on   behalf  of  the    tenant   farmen  of 
Wales,    and    I   might   say  so  on  be- 
half ai  the  tenant  fanners  of  the  whole 
kingdom,  that  if  you  are  going  to  make 
this  a  primary  objection  on  every  tenaat 
farmer  throughout  the  kingdom,  makiBg 
the    tenant    liable    to    County    Govt 
process  with  all  its  incident  expwje^^ 
surely  the  tenant  farmers  have  a  ngbt 
to  come  here  and  demand  a  fair  adijtft^ 
ment  of  the  burden.      They  say  reliefe 
us  from  what  is  admitted  on  ail  hasdi 
to   be  an  imposition  according  to  tbt 
present  method  of  adjustment  which 
in    the    present   condition   of  thi^ 
works   great  hardship    on  the  tflBilJ| 
farmers  in  hundreds  and  thousands « 
cases.    Before  I  go  to  inatanoes  of  ttK 
let  me  draw  attention  to  the  pMl^ 
condition   of  the  agricultural  toatfH 
especially   in    Wales.      The   AttoBilF 
General  has  repeated    what  I  do  «•* 
hesitate  to  call  an  unjust  aspwsioiJJ 
my  fellow  countrymen.    He  said  fl» 
the  Bill,  which  he  deecribed  as  a^M^i 
easy,  and  effective,  was  intended  oilf* 
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attd  kere  he  was  indicating  my  fellow 

eoontiymen — to    apply  to    those    who 

yrere  able  to  pay,  bat  who  pretend  that 

they  object    to    pay    on  conscientious 

grounds ;  and,  again,  he  alladed  to  those 

who  refused  to  pay  from  motives  not 

creditable.    I  repudiate  that  as  unjust 

in  the  last  degree.     I  repeat  what  I 

hsTe  already  said,    that  Uiere  are  no 

peoj>le  in  the  kingdom  more  willing  to 

pay  just  tithes  for  a  just  purpose  than 

the  Welsh  people.    There  is  nothing 

more  uojust  than  to  say  that  they  wish 

to  evade  their  proper  payment.     What 

tbey  do  say  is  that  whether  they  are 

taken  into  the  Oounty  Courts  or  not,  and 

Bubjected  to  additional  expense,  will  not 

matter  a  pin  as  to  the  ultimate  result. 

Ijet  OS,  they  say,  have  a  fair  re-adjuet- 

zuent  of  the  incidence  of  the  tax.     They 

say    they    consider    this    a    national 

property 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
kon.  Member  this  is  not  a  Second  Head- 
ing Debate.  I  understand  that  he  pro- 
poses to  move  an  Instruction  as  to  the 
luothod  of  calculating  the  averages. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  WILLIAMS :  I  quite 
M  the  justice  of  your  observation,  Sir, 
bat  I  venture  to  think  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  am  not  unduly  travelling 
l>€joiid  the  scope  of  the  Instruction. 
[(ViVio/"  Order!"] 
^SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
wiUnot  be  io  order  in  discussing  the 
fi^ODfiral  question,  he  must  confine  him- 
self to  the  specific  Instruction. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS : 
Perfectly  so,  Sir;  I  was  only  pointing  out 
wily  I  suggest  a  re-adjustment  by  indi- 
catbg  the  exact  position  of  the  tenant 
tsrmer,  and  until  I  am  able  to  point  out 
the  position  of  the  tenant  farmer  under 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Bill,  I  venture 
to  submit,  with  the  greatest  respect,  that 
t  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  why  the 
^adjustment  ought  to  come. 
*Me.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
rill  not  be  ia  order  in  discussing  the 
)U1  generally. 

Mb.  ARTHUB  WILLIAMS:  Then, 
(ir,  io  what  extent  may  I  be  allowed  to 
vlX  before  the  House  the  grounds  for  re- 
djuitment?  I  am  proposing  at  once 
^  deal  with  the  nature  of  the  incidence 
f  ^  tax  under  the  existing  law.  As 
le  House  ia  no  doubt  aware  the  present 

uadsnee  of  the  tax 

*Mb.8P£AK£B:  Order, order!    The 
of  the  tax  has  nothing  to  do 


with  the  question.    The  House  has  dis- 
cussed that,  and  has  now  to  deal  with  a 
specific  Instruction  to  the  Committee. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I  ex- 

fress  myself  I  am  afraid  awkwardly.  Sir. 
may  point  out  that  the  method  of  ad- 
justing the  tithe  as  based  on  a  seven 
years'  average  was  fixed  in  the  Act  of 
1836.  In  that  year  the  price  was  taken 
of  the  three  staple  products  wheat, 
barley  and  oats,  and,  according  to  the 
then  calculation,  it  was  estimated  that 
dividing  £100  into  equal  proportions 
of  £33  6s.  8d.,  that  94  bushels  of  wheat, 
168  bushels  of  barley  and  242  bushels 
of  oats  could  be  purchased  for 
£33  6s.  8d.  This  was  the  procees 
which  was  considered  to  be  a  per- 
manent settlement  in  1836.  I  will 
give  a  few  instances  of  how 
this  operates.  We  take  the  year 
1886,  which  is  the  last  year  for 
which  details  are  available,  and  we  find 
that  the  tenant  for  every  £100  he  paid 
in  1836  would  pay  £87  in  1886— a  very 
large  reduction  no  doubt,  and  it  will  be 
said  the  average  must  consequently  be 
a  fair  one.  But  I  think  nobody  who  has 
studied  the  subject  at  all,  and  certainly 
no  agricultural  tenant  who  has  had  to 
go  into  the  matter,  can  fail  to  see  that 
this  very  unfairly  represents  the  effect 
of  the  agricultural  depression  through- 
out the  kingdom.  Instead  of  a  reduc- 
tion of  13  per  cent  the  reduction  should 
have  been  20,  30,  and  even  50  per  cent. 
It  was  very  well  put  by  a  writer  in  the 
Qnartmrly  Review  for  1888,  who  dealt 
with  the  subject  in  a  broad  and  coin- 
prehensive  way,  though  not  so  liberally 
as  I  should  like;  the  article  was  evidently 
written  by  a  Churchman.  The  writer 
stated  that  so  long  as  the  tenant  occu- 
pied the  land  for  a  short  term  or  from 
year  to  year,  and  the  average  was  calcu- 
lated on  the  longer  period,  the  tenant 
was  unfeurly  treated.  The  writer  goes 
on  to  indicate  the  methods  by  which  re- 
ductions might  be  made  gradually  with 
comparatively  small  loss  to  the  tithe 
owners,  but  with  these  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House.  Of  course  it  is  not  my 
business  here,  and  it  would  be  pre- 
sumptuous on  my  part,  to  lay  down  apy 
detailed  bases  of  re-adjustment.  All  I 
want  to  do  is  to  ask  the  House  to  tell 
the  Oommittee  that  some  new  method  of 
payment  by  the  tenant  farmer  is  neces- 
sary. It  is  dear  the  seven  years* 
average  has  not  brought  down  the  titiM 
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for  Don-payment  of  tithe  should  be  made 
absolutely  impossible — 

''That  judgment  recovered  for  any  snch  sum 
may  be  executed  against  all  personal  property, 
on  which  a  distress  for  the  som  could  at  the 
date  of  execution  be  levied,  bat  shall  not  be 
executed  in  any  other  manner." 

That  would  absolutely  exclude  imprison- 
■lent,  and  it  would  also  prevent  the 
judgment  beiDg  levied   except  on  the 
same  goods  to  which  the  distress  applied. 
There  is  no  doubt  about  it,  and  1  am 
really  surprised  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  for  whose  opinion  I  have  a  great 
respect,  could  have  come  to  any  other 
conclusion.    I  am  quite  sure  we  shall, 
if  necessary,  accept  his  assistance  with 
regard  to  the  clause,  because  the  inten- 
tion   of    the    Government    was    most 
dearly  expressed  by  the  Home  Secretary 
on  the  Second  Beading. 
*Mtt.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) :  Sir, 
this  Instruction  attempts  to  widen  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  for  the  reason 
which  the  Home  Secretary  gave,  that 
the  question  of  tithe  is  a  vexed  and 
complicated  one,  -only  to  be  legislated 
upon    after  long  and  careful   inquiry 
and  in  all  its  bearings.    Now,  in  dis- 
turbing the  settlement  of  1836,  it  ought 
to  be   in  the  interests  of  all  parties 
concerned,    and   not   in    a    one-sided, 
irritating,    and    futile    manner.      My 
second  reason  for  voting  for  the  In- 
struction is,  that  the  Home  Secretary, 
in   reply    to    the    hon.    Member    for 
Sussex,  said: — '< Before  you  can  have 
any    redemption,    you    must    have    a 
fair  and  equitable  valuation."    If  that 
is  so,   he   deals  by  that  argument  a 
deadly  blow  at  his  own  Bill.    Until 
you  have  a  thorough  settlement,  which 
would  make  the  valuation  of  the  tithe 
general,  you  have  no  right  to  come  to 
this  House  and  ask  it  to  pass  a  peddling 
and  tinkering    measure.      The    third 
reason  is  this :   My  hon.  Friend  asks  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  question  of  re- 
demption on  an  equitable  basis.    It  is 
carried  on  now,  first  of  all,  on  an  unfair 
valuation    of    the  tithe,  and,  secondly, 
upon  a  still  unfairer  application  of  the 
tithe.      In     any    redemption     scheme 
brought  before  the  House,  there  must 
be  kept  in  view,  first  of  all,  that  the 
first  charge    upon    the  land    shall  be 
general  and  fair,  so  that  there  shall  be 
no  irritation;    and  secondly,  that  the 
application  of  it  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  the    desires    and  wishes   of  the 

Sir  R.  WehsUr 


people  concerned.    This  leads  me  to  the 
fourth  reason  why  I  vote  for  the  In- 
struction.   Let  hoD.  Members  jeer  as 
they  may,  it  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
Welsh  people — at  any  rate,  an  over- 
whelming majority  of  the  Liberals  and 
the  peasantry  of  Wales — look  upon  this 
tithe  as  sacred  in  a  sense  to  he  need 
for  the  purposes  of  the  whole  nation. 
If  you  bring  forward  only  this  small 
measure,    which  does    not  include  an 
equitable    settlement  of  the  question, 
you  will  increase  fourfold  the  irrita- 
tion which  exists  in  Wales  with  res^ard  to 
the  application  of  the  tithe.    Yoa  are 
only  making  the  people  more  stubborn ; 
you  will  make  their   opposition  mwe 
prolonged    and    bitter,   and   you  wiU 
endanger  what  we  consider  to  be  a 
national    property.      This    opposition 
would  become  so  strong  and  stubborn 
that  they  would  come  to  look  upon  the 
impost  as'a  hateful  one,  to  be  done  away 
with,  instead  of  a  great  national  pro- 
perty which  should  be  made  available 
for  national  purposes.     For  these  four 
reasons,  Sir,  I  support  the  Amendmeoi 

The    House   divided :  —  Ayes  120 ; 
Noes  138.— (Div.  List,  No.  296.) 

Mr.  0.  GEAY:  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Instruction  which  I  have  to  fflore 
is  one  which  must  meet  really  with 
the  approval  of  the  majority  d  hon. 
Members.  We  have  heard  among 
the  reasons  for  the  Bill  that  the  dergT 
should  be  relieved  from  their  dreadful 
position.  I  sympathise  with  po?erty  it 
whatever  door  it  lies  ;  but  if  I  recoDee* 
the  distressed  condition  of  certain  oi 
the  clergy  in  Wales,  I  must  also  cany 
my  mind  back  to  the  distress  whidi  the 
tenant  farmers  have  sufiPered  during ihe 
last  12  years.  If  hon.  Members  only 
knew  the  terrible  times  that  the 
tenant  farmer  of  England  has  haft 
to  go  through,  they  would  sow 
recognise  that  every  question  which 
affects  him  is  worthy  the  attention  (» 
the  House.  We  have  been  told  ^ 
certain  clergymen  are  unable  ^ 
educate  their  children,  and  hafe  to 
resort  to  the  eating  of  bacon.  I  •• 
very  sorry  that  such  should  be  theoi'J» 
but  I  know  that  thousands  of  ftiw 
farmers  have  had  to  resort  to&W* 
better  than  that  during  the  past  lO  fit 
12  years.  I  think  the  least  we  ^^^ 
now,  seeing  that  we  have  got  aetg 
along  with  this  wretched,  jntifidi  ^ 
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mean  Bill,  is  to  lay  the  onus  on  the 
shoulders  of  the  landlord.  I  would 
onlj  say,  in  conclusion,  that  if  it  is  im- 
possible to  make  my  Instruction  apply 
to  existing  contracts,  I  should  be  in- 
clined to  accept  the  proposal  that  it 
fihoald  apply  to  future  contracts.  I 
appeal  to  the  House  to  remember  the 
tenant  farmers,  however  anxious  it  may 
he  to  better  the  position  of  some  of  the 
clergy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'<That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the  Com- 
mittee tbat  they  have  power  to  provide  chat 
the  Charge  be  recoverable  from  the  landlord 
only.'* -(Jfr.(7ray.) 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  Instruction  in 
the  form  in  which  it  has  been  moved. 
Under  this  Bill  the  occupier  of  the  land 
IS  to  be  made  the  defendant  in  legal 
proceedings  arising  out  of  the  non-pay- 
ment of    tithe,    because    that  .is    the 
only  way  of  tying  down  the  remedy  to 
the  same  goods  as  could  now  be  legally 
mzed  under  distress.      If  the  County 
Court  proceedings  are  brought  against 
the  landlord  directly,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  execute  a  judgment  upon 
the  titheable    produce  upon  the  land. 
My  hon.   Friend  seems  to  agree  that 
where  a  tenant  farmer  has  contracted 
to  pay  the  tithe  it  would  not  be  right  to 
set  the  contract  aside.     In  Committee  I 
should  be   ready   to  propose  a  clause 
prolubiting  any  contracting  out  of  the 
scheme  of  things  that  would  exist  after 
^^  Bill    was    passed.      The    tenant 
fanner  would  then  be  entitled,  notwith- 
standing any  contract  to  the   contrary, 
to  deduct  from  his  rent  any  tithe  paid 
by   him.      Under  proceedings  for  the 
recovery  of  tithe  rent-charge  titheable 
Koods  ought  only  to  be  seized.     If  the 
landlord  be  made  the  defendant,    and 
proceedings  are  taken  directly  against 
tnm^  the  remedy  of  the  plaintiff  could 
uilj  be  exercised  by  the  cumbrous  pro- 
cess of  appointing  a  Beceiver  to  stop 
liarent,   or  by  attaching  goods  which 
xe  not   titheable.     The   real  purpose 
s  through  the   occupier  to  get  at  the 
ant,  and  therefore  at  the  landlord. 

8iB  W.  H  ABCOURT :  Sir,  I  think 
liat  in  the  last  Division  the  House  has 
hren  a  Tory  significant  Instruction  to 
le  Government.  This  Bill  has  pur- 
welfy  been  postponed  to  a  very  late 
niod'of  the  oession — to  a  period  when 
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the    influence    of   the    Government  is 
almost  supreme,  and  yet  they  have  re- 
ceived a    severe  check.      The  County 
Members  apparently  have  failed  to  come 
to  town  in  the  numbers  expected  by  the 
Government.      How    can    the    County 
Members  support  the   Government  in 
thd  course  they  are  pursuing  ?    Is  not 
this  a  Bill  for  County- Courting  all  the 
tenant  farmers  in  England  and  Wales  ? 
The  Home  Secretary   said,   "  We  will 
not  County  Court  the  future  tenant  far- 
mers."    But  the  people  who  have  to 
consider  this  question  are  the  present 
tenant  farmers.     With  respect  to  them 
there  is  to  be  no  relaxation  of  the  law, 
but  universal  County-Courting.  Accord- 
ing to  the  Home  Secretary,  the  clergy 
must  get  at  the  landlord  through  the 
tenant  farmer.     Why  ?    If  the  landlord 
is  the   man  who  is  to  pay  ultimately, 
why  should  he  not  be  made  to  pay 
directly?      On  a  former  occasion   the 
Government  tried  to  place  the  charge 
where  it  ought  to  be — upon  the  land- 
lord's shoulders ;  but  immediately  there 
was  an  insurrection  of  the  landowners, 
though  they  called  themselves  the  far- 
mers   friends.      When  the  method  of 
levying  tithe  was  to  be  altered,  when 
a  new  summary  remedy  was  to  be  pro- 
vided, the  landowners  in  this  House  at 
once  cried  out,  ''Do  not  make  us  suffer," 
and  the  Bill  was  drummed  out  of  the 
House.     My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  W.  Baxttelot)  is  a  most  valuable 
representative  of  the  landowners,  and 
he  told  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon 
that  his  Instruction  could  not  be  listened 
to  for  a  moment.     No ;   but  you  are 
quite  willing  to  lay  a  burden  on  the 
tenant  farmers  in  the  interests  of  the 
starving  clergy.     The  Home  Secretary 
promises  that  under  all  future  contracts 
the  tenant  will  be  entitled  to  deduct  the 
tithe  from  his  rent ;  but  that  is  no  con- 
solation to  the  tenant  farmers  who  are 
now  suffering.     It  has  not  been  found 
difficult  to  relieve  people  in  Ireland  in 
spite    of   existing   contracts,    and  the 
tenant  farmers  of  England  will  certainly 
ask  for  equal  relief.  The  only  proper  way 
to  deal  with  this  question  will  be  to  put 
the  charge  upon  the  owner  of  the  land, 
and  not  upon  the  temporary  occupant. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  the  tithe  is 
only  to  be  levied  upon  the  produce  of 
the  land.    In  my  opinion,  the  hoi%.  and. 
learned  Gentleo^anopposiie,  the  Member 
I  for  Staffordshire,  was  perfectly  right  in 
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Baying  that,  bb  your  Bill  stands,  tbe  Uz 
will  not  fall  on  theproduce.     The  Home 
Seoretarr  knows  perfectly  well  that  if 
this  Bill  ia  not  to  have  the  operation 
the    boo.    Uember     for     BtaSbrd shire 
ekabibed    it    must    be    very    seriouslj 
altered.    I  do  not,  howerer,  insist  on 
that    point.       I    insist    on    the    point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon, 
whether  the  County  Beprssentatives  in 
this   House   who    call    themselves  the 
farmers'  friends  and  who  claim  to  re- 
present the  tenant  farmers  of  England 
are  going  to  subject  the  tenant  farmers 
to  a  Oonnty  Court  action  for  the  first 
time.     If  that  is  their  intention  I  only 
hope  they  may  succeed  tor  the  present, 
and  I  am  sure  they  will  not  succeeil  in  the 
future.     The  three  acres  and  a  cow  was 
a  joke  to  this    Tithe    Bill.      A    more 
monstrous  proposal  I  have  never  heard 
of  in  my  life.      I  think  some   of  the 
fcentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  will  laugh   the  wrong  side  of 
their  mouths  if  this  Bill  passes.     The 
Government  are  in  the  interest  of  the 
titheowner  imposing  an  additional  bur- 
den in  the  form  of  an  additional  remedy. 
They  have  the  opportunity  of  ohoosing 
upon  which  of  two  parties  that  burden 
should  befastened,  and  they  have  chosen 
the  tenant-farmer.     That  is  their  posi- 
tion, and  I  am  satisfied  that  they  should 
take  up  that  position,  for  it  will  make 
the  injustice  of  their  claim  to  be  the 
farmers'  friends  as  conspicuous  now  as 
it  has  been  on  former  occasions.     For 
our  part,  wo  have  no  objection,  and  will 
be  very  happy  to  take  issue  with  the 
QovernmenI   upon    the  Amendment   of 
the     hoD.    Uember     for     Maldon — an 
Amendment  which  is  founded  absolutely 
in  justice  and  in  policy— namely,  that  if 
there  is  to  be  this  additional  remedy,  it 
ought  to  be  plaoed  upon  the  person  to 
whom  tho  rent  is  really  owing;  that  is, 
the  owner  of  the  land  on  which  the  tithe 
)d.  No  doubt,  according  to  that 
neither    owner     nor    occupier 
le  liable,  but  the   rent  would, 
u     have   chosen    to    eay   that 
iiall     be     treated     as    a     debt 
viable  on  the  land  by  distress, 
ration   proposed    by  the  Bill  is 
ital  alteration  in  point  of  law. 
that   the   tithe  ia  no  longer   a 
m  the  land,  but  a  debt  recuver- 
personal  action,  against  whom 
ersonal  action  to  be  brought? 
the  temporary  occupier  or  the 
W.  l/arcoari 
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permanent  owner?  Oentlemea  antks 
other  side— the  country  geotlemtn  of 
England  who  call  tbemBslvM  the 
farmers'  friends— say,  "We  won't  bsvs 
the  action  brought  against  us ;  we  iiuiat 
oc  its  being  brought  against  the  tem- 
porary occupier."  This  is  ths  issne 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  hsw 
chosen  to  raise  between  themwlTH 
and  the  agricultural  interest  on  the  12^1 
of  August.  I  wish  them  joy  nl  their 
sagacity.  It  signifies  very  little  what  ni*- 
jority  they  may  have  on  this  AraeDdment. 
It  is  an  Amendment  on  the  policy  ind 
justice  of  which  the  country  will  hsfs 
to  decide. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  think  lh» 
Government  'can  afford  to  pass  bj  tke 
judgment  already  pronounced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  fi)i 
Derby  in  what  he  called  his  eiphmt- 
tion  of  their  sagacity  ;  but,  at  any  r«W, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentlomaa  hasthoogu 
fit  to  make  one  of  those  speeches  aiu 
which  the  House  ia  now  becomiag 
familiar,  he  might  in  faira«eshave  con- 
sidered what  the  real  position  is,  aoo 
what  is  the  change  contempUted  in 
the  Bill.  Of  course,  we  know  tut 
he  is  only  answerable  for  himeelf;  bnt 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleroao  pro- 
fessed to  speak  as  the  legitimate  Wer 
of  a  united  Opposition,  ho  wonW  P" 
well  to  inform  himself  of  the  po»tion 
of  aETairs  at  the  present  time.  At  the 
present  time,  as  the  right  hon.  Q«i"^ 
man  must  know  perfectly  well,  tithe  w 
levied  by  means  of  distress.  That  di^ 
trees  does  not  touch  the  owser,  snd 
does  not  enable  the  tithe  receiver  »  <P 
against  the  landed  proprietor  in  t^fl 
way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Q«i"«- 
man  said  the  only  remedy  ottgM 
to  be  a  available.  It  ia  strange  that" 
has  not  occurred  to  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  or  his  Party  to  bring  w  » 
measure  which  would  shift  the  habiljlj' 
to  be  proceeded  against  from  thetauut 
to  the  owner  of  the  land.  Let  ni  »«■ 
sider  for  a  few  momenta  what  ie  »• 
position  of  affairs.  There  "•■'"^ 
number  of  people  who  can  p»J  •"" 
and  will  not  pay.  This  Bill  »»" 
directed  against  the  honest  ^"^^ 
who  knows  the  tithe  is  a  legal  debt, » 
who  is  willing  to  pay  if  he  can, 
against  those  persons  who  all^  < 
they  believe  they  ought  not  to  pay  U 
because,  as  they  suggest,  the  {""P, 
to  which  the  tithe  is  put  are  not  thono 
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for  vluoh  it  wasorginally  intended.   But 
what  18  the  position  of  the  Groyemment. 
Em   Majesty's     Government    believe 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  annoy- 
ance, and  expense  connected  with  the 
lerying  of  distress.    It  is  admitted  to  be 
an  obsolete,  troublesome  remedy  which 
gives  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  exasperation 
and  feeling,  and  tbe  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  all  this  may  be  avoided  by 
a  nmpler  procedure.    The  scope  of  this 
Bill  simply  is  that,  instead  of  having 
to  resort  to  distress,  the  tithe  receiver 
shall  be  allowed  to  sue  the  tenant  in  the 
County  Court.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member   for    Derby    knows 
perfectly  well  that  any  annoyance  that 
oasto  be  suffered  at  the  present  time  is 
snflPered  by  the  tenant  and  not  by  the 
owner.    It  is  simply  desired,  in  the  in- 
terests of  those  who  are    anxious    to 
protect  their  own  property,  to  render  the 
means    by   which    the   tithe     can    be 
collected  cheap,  effective,  and  simple, 
and  free  from  that  friction  which  is  so 
annoying  in  connection  with  the  present 
method  of  levying  distress.      If  by  this 
Bill  you  were  to  make  the  landlords 
liable  to  be  pursued,  what  would  be  the 
resait  ?    Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
forgotten  that  to  do  that  would  be  to 

{at  an  end  to  all  existing  contracts? 
he  hon.  Meniber  for  Maldon  has  said 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  can- 
not agree  to  the  landowner  being  held 
fsspODsible  in   respect  of  existing  con- 
tracts he  will  accept  the  justice  of  that 
plea.    The   right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  talks  about  justice 
and  injustice ;  but  I  would  like  to  know 
how  he  could  justify  a  clause  which 
would  put  an  end  to  existing  contracts 
by  providing  in  the  effect  that  the  land- 
owner    shall    pay    the    tithe    in     all 
instances.      He  knows  perfectly  well  he 
ooold  not  have  supported  any  such  scheme, 
nid  he  also   knows  perfectly  well  that 
what  he  denounced  as  a  more  monstrous 
proposal    than    anything  he  had  ever 
heard  of  is  simply  a  proposal  whereby 
a  certain  number  of  the  clergy  who  do 
]Kit  iioir  receive  their  tithes  are  likely  to 
get  them  without  any  additional  burden 
bebug  put  upon  the  back  of  the  tenant. 
1  am  perfectly  certain  that  my  hon. 
Priends  behind  me  who  are  in  favour  of 
redemption   are  also  in  favour  of  this 
sdbeme   for  the  purpose  of  putting  an 
end  to  a  difficult  question  in  the  interests 
of  the  tenant  farmers..  If  the  House  is 


to  be  led  to  a  conclusion,  it  will  not  be 
by  such  speeches  as  that  we  have  just 
listened  to.     It  will  be   rather  by  con- 
sidering whether  or  not  this  Bill  will 
remove  this  matter  from  the  atmosphere 
of  discussion,  from  the  atmosphere  of 
agitation,  and  from  the  atmosphere  of 
that  kind  of  disturbance  which  generally 
gathers  round  the  levying  of  distress,  by' 
substituting  for  it  a  remedy  in  those 
cases  in    which   it  is  not  the  tenant 
unable  to  pay  who  resists  payment,  but 
the  tenant  who  can  pay,  but  from  wrong 
motives  desires  to  make  the  collection 
of    tithes  as   troublesome  as  possible. 
The  Home  Secretary  has  told  the  House 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  I  say  it  does  not  redound  to 
the  credit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  when  he  delivers 
speeches  which    do    not    give    a  fair 
representation    of   the    policy    of    the 
Government  or  of  the  means  by  which 
they  propose  to  carry  it  out. 
♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.):  I  will  ask  the  House  to  consider 
where  we  are  now  and  what  the  pro- 
posed alteration  of  the  law  will  lead  us 
to.     The  House  will  remember  that  on 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  words 
of    Lord  Salisbury — namely,    *'At  the 
present  time  the  tenant  is  subjected  to 
inconvenience  in  respect  of  a  debt  that 
is  not  his  own."    Those  were  the  words 
of  Lord  Salisbury,  and  I  contend  that 
under  the  existing  law  of  this  land  the 
tenant-farmer  is  not  legally  liable  for 
the  payment  of  the  tithe  rent-charge. 
I  say,  secondly,  that  the  owner  of  the 
land  is  not  legally  liable  for  the  pay- 
ment of  tithe  rent-charge ;  and,  thirdly, 
that  the  only  entity   which  is  legally 
liable  is    the    produce  of  the  specific 
land     from    which      it     was     raised. 
There   is  also   this  peculiarity   in  the 
existing  law,   that  the    legislation  in 
1837  did  provide  that  when  the  tithe 
was  levied  on  the  produce  the  tenant, 
unless  some  contract  existed  to  the  con- 
trary, should  have  the  right  to  deduct 
the  amount    so    paid    from  his   rent. 
There  is  also  this  difference  between  tithe 
rent  charge    and    Income    Tax,     that 
whereas  in  the  case  of  Income  Tax  the 
landlord  and  tenant  are  absolutely  pro- 
hibited from  contracting  themselves  out 
of  the  Act,  there  is  no  such  provision  in 
the  Tithe  Act.     Accordingly  the  land- 
owners of  England  have  as  a  rule— I  do 
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AOt  say  rightly  or  wrongly — contracted 
theniBelves  out  of  the  Act.    They  have, 
in  fact,  done  what  they  tried  to  do  with 
the    income-tax    until    they  were  pre- 
vented by  the   Legislature.     Now   the 
'Government  say  that  the  present  ar- 
rangement is  unsatisfactory.     The  At- 
torney General  says  that  a  large  number 
of  the  clergy  are  deprived  of  their  tithes. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  says  that  a  large 
number  of  tenant  farmers  will  not  pay 
though  they  can.     So  the  Government 
propose  some  other  remedy.     What  is 
that  remedy  ?    If  the  intentions  of  the 
Home  Secretary  are  carried   out — and 
the  Opposition  will  do  their  utmost  to 
see  that  they  are — the  only  effect  of  the 
change  will  be  to  substitute  the  County 
Court  bailiff  for  the  landlord's  bailiff. 
This  is  a  worthless  measure,  so  far  as 
the  clergy  are  concerned.     But  this  is 
not  the  Bill  as  it  stands  at  present.     It 
go0s  a  great  deal  further  and  imposes  a 
new    liability   on  the  tenant,   and  the 
Attorney  General  defends  it  because  he 
^ys  the  tenant  can  pay  and  will  not 
pay,  and  the    Government  will   make 
him  pay.    That,  of  course,  means  that 
the  Government  cannot  now  make  the 
tenant  pay,  but  will  do  so  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill.     As    the   hon.    Member  for 
£ssex  says,  the  Bill  is  going  to  make 
somebody  personally  liable  who  was  not 
personally  liable  before.     Accordingly, 
the  hon.  Member  is  moving  an  Instruc- 
tion to  make  that  somebody  the  owner 
of  the  land.    The  Government  decline 
to  accept  that  Instruction,  on  the  ground 
that  though  so  far  as  future  contracts 
are  concerned  the  landlord  ought  to  be 
made   liable,  this  principle  cannot  be 
applied  to  present  contracts.    But  the 
Instruction  itself  does  not  say  that  in 
every  case  the  landlord  shall  be  liable. 
The  Committee  will  take  care  that  no 
injustice  was  done,  and  this  Instruction 
provides  that  when  we  get  the  Bill  into 
Committee    we  shall    have    power  to 
deal  with  the  chargeability  of  landlords 
in  respect  of  this  tax.    It  will  then  be 
possible  to   limit  the  remedy  in  any 
way  that    may  seem    desirable.    The 
tenant  farmer  has  a  right  to  say — <'If 
you  impose  this  new  personal  burden 
you  must   consider    my  case  as  well 
as   that    of    the   tithe    owner."    You 
cannot   shut    your   eyes  to   the   real 
grievances  of  the.  tenant  farmer — the 
unfairness  of  the  mode  of  asseosment; 
the^uBfaicness.of,  averages ;  thft  amoual 
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required  to  pay  for  the  produce  (A  8 
farm  taken  at  a  price  which  cannot  be 
obtained.  I  see  no  reason  why  llie  In- 
struction should  not  be  accepted.  The 
Government  is  imposing  a  new  liability ; 
but  those  who  oppose  the  Bill  are  quite 
content  to  go  on  as  now.  If  the  tenant 
is  left  alone  we  have  nothing  to  Bay  in 
the  matter.  But  if  the  Government  are 
going  to  interfere  with  the  tenant  then 
we  daim  an  equal  right  to  interfere 
with  the  landlords. 

Mb.  H.  WIGGIN  (SteffordAiw^ 
Handsworth):  I  have  travelled  100 
miles  to  oppose  this  Bill  as  strongly  ai 
possible.  As  a  loyal  supporter  of  the 
Government,  I  deeply  regret  that  they 
have  not  seen  their  way  to  withdraw 
this  Bill  aod  bring  in  a  stronger  mea- 
sure next  Session  dealing  with  Ike 
whole  question,  including  the  redemp- 
tion of  the  titne.  The  redemption  of 
the  tithe  would  relieve  both  landlord 
and  tenant  of  an  unpleasant  burden.  If 
the  last  Division  had  been  delayedafev 
minutes  the  majority  of  the  Government 
would  have  been  reduced  by  aii  or 
seven,  and  the  next  Division  may  have 
a  very  different  result.  I  do  implore 
the  Government  to  drop  the  messoie 
this  Session  and  deal  with  the  queetion 
next  year,  so  as  to  give  permaneat  I9- 
lief  both  to  landlord  and  to  tenant 

Ma.  A.  F.  JEFFREYS  (Hants, 
Basingstoke):  I  quite  agree  that  the 
landlord  ought  to  be  made  responaiUe, 
and  that  was  no  doubt  the  intention  of 
the  Act  of  1836,  but  if  you  do  mike 
the  landlords  responsible,  I  do  not 
know  how  you  oan  come  down  on  w 
p^sonal  property  in  the  event  of  non* 
payment  of  the  tithe,  unless  you  putm 
clauses  to  provide  for  that,  and  that 
course  of  procedure  might  lead  to  At 
loss  of  the  Bill.  I  do  not  think  mno)^ 
of  the  Bill,  and  if  we  allow  the  BiU  to 
pass  I  trust  that  the  Government  wiU 
promise  to  brine  in  a  Bill  making  tte 
landlord  propeny  responsible.  At.  A* 
same  time,  I  hope  a  Bill  will  soon  bi  TBt 
troduoed  for  the  redemption  of  the  ti4% 
whi^  is  the  only  way  out  o£  tho^  iifr 
culty. 

Mb.  W.  EATHBONE  (Oaniarw*^ 
shire,  Arfon) :  As  I  understand  %  tt0 
Home  Secretary  .engages  to  inUudii^t 
clause  into  the  j^ill  which  will  mitojt 
impossible  in  the  luture  for  the  jwp^ 
lord^to  ooQtmot  ti^efOA^ee  <mt  of  W 
{myiB^t  ^  Jh^l  titb^    Nowi  J  wik^ 
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ask  the  Attorney  General  what  will  be 
tbe  effect  if  the  promise  of  the  Home 
Secretary  is  carried  oat  in  the  oase  of 
tenancies  which  are  from  year  to  year  ? 
A  great  part  of  the  land  o!  the  country 
is  held  on  yearly  tenancy. 
♦Sir  B.  WEBSTER :  It  would  be  at 
the  option  of   the  tenant  to  give  six 
montns'  notice  in  order  to  obtain  more 
ikrourable  terms  from  the  landlord. 
♦Mr.  H0BH0U8E  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  in  support  oi 
tiie  Instruction,  as  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  which  cannot  be 
moYdd  unless  the  Instruction,  or  some- 
thing Hke  it,  is  carried.    I  am  anxious 
for  a  speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement 
of  this  question.    It  has  been  generally 
admitted  that  the  only  practi(»l  remedy 
ahort  of  general  redemption  is  to  make 
the  tithe  recoverable   from  the  land- 
lord.   Many   of   those  who,  like    my- 
self, take  this  view  object  to  the  Bill 
because  it  is  a  step  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion, and,  if  passed,  will  be  an  obstacle  to 
future  settlement.    Two  years  ago  the 
Ooreroment  themselves  passed  through 
the  House  of  Lords  a  Bill  making  the 
charge  recoverable  from  the  landlord. 
Eren  in  last  year's  Bill  they  recognised 
the  principle  which  is  contained  in  the 
Ethe  Commutation  Act— namely,  that 
the  tithe  was  to  be  payable  directly  or 
indireeily  by  the  landlord.     We  know 
that  nnder     the    Tithe    Commutation 
Act  landlords    and  tenants  began   by 
reiy  generally    contracting  themselves 
out  of  the  terms  of  that  Act.    But  I 
beHeve  that  in    recent  years  in  many 
parts  of  the  oountry,  including  certain 
portions  of  Wales,  there  has  been  an 
alteration  in  this  system,  and  that  there 
ii  now  a  g^wing  practice  on  the  part  of 
the  more   sensible   and    liberal    land- 
owners   to   pay  the  tithe    themselves. 
I  feel    certain    that    if   this    measure 
if  passed    as   it  stands  it  will  do   a 
peat    deal   to   discourage    this  grow- 
ing and  salutary  practice.    Again,  I  feel 
certain  that  this  measure  will  tend  to 
postpone  the  settlement  of  the  question 
oyfbture  legislation.     It  is  not  merely 
ti^  this  measure,  though  a  partial  and 
tentative  measure,  tends  to  take  away 
tfae^essore  of  responsibility  from  the 
•faowders  of    the   Government  to  deal 
satiflfaotorily  and  completely  with  the 
tiifejeet;  but  it    is  that  this  measure, 
whiuttefr  be  its  exact  extent,  places  a 
tmw  itabHily  on  the  riioulders  of  the 


occupier  of  the  land;    and  I  cannot^ 
believe  that  the  present  Government,  > 
after  legislating  in  this  direction  thisf 
year,   will    next  year  be  prepared  to* 
legislate  in  what  is  practically  a  contrary  r 
direction,  that  is  to  say,  propose  to  settle' 
the  tithe  question  by  placing  a  new 
liability  on  the  shoulders  of  the  owner 
of    the    land.      I    firmly    believe   the 
passing    of    this    Bill    will    tend     to 
delay  the  eventual   settlement  of  the 
question,  and  not  only  that,  but  that  it 
will  also   tend  to  discourage  redemp- 
tion. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  it  right  to 
remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Instruction  relates  to  the  recovery  of  the 
tithe  from  the  landowner. 

*Mb.  HOB  house  :  I  beg  pardon  for 
trespassing  beyond  the  limits  of  the  dis- 
cussion.   I  am  quite  content  to  leave' 
my  argument  as  it  stands — namely,  that , 
it  is  better  for  all  parties  that  if  any. 
change  is  to  be  made  in  the  mode  of. 
recovering    tithe    the   tithe  should  be 
recoverable  from   the  landowner,   and 
not  from  the  occupier  of  the  laud,  with< 
due  regard,  of  course,  to  existing  con- 
tracts. 

♦Mr.  round  (Essex,  N.E,  Harwich) :  > 
Two  of  the  Representatives  of  the  County 
of  Essex  have  taken  a  prominent  part  in 
moving     Instructions     to     the    Com-- 
mittee,   and    I    confess  I  feel    some 
difficulty  upon  the  present  oocasion.    I 
agreed    in    principle    with    the    hon.  ^ 
Member  for  Saffron  Walden  that  there 
should  be  some  scheme  for  redemp- 
tion   of     the    tithe    rent-charge,    and 
I  also  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Maldon  that  the  burden  of 
the  tithe  should  be  placed  on  the  land- 
owner.    But  I  also  witih  to  see  this  Bill 
passed.  [(7nM  o/**  Why  ?"]    Because  I 
think  the  Government  would  be  wanting 
in  their  duty  if  they  did  not  endeavour 
to  secure  the  payment  of  just  debts  to  the  v. 
owi^ers  of   property  in  Wales.      The 
incidence  of  tithe  is  a  landowner's  ques-' 
tion,  and  it  quite  true  that  landlords, 
have  contracted  themselves  out  of  the> 
Act  of  1856  by  agpreements  with  their ^ 
tenants.    A  change   in  the  law  to  pre-, 
vent  this  for  the  future  is  now  proposed, 
by  the   Government.      I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  see  tithe  placed  in  the  same 
position  that  Income  Tax  is  placed  at 
the  present  moment — ^namely,  that  the 
tenant,  having  paid  the  tithe,  should 
be  able  to  deduet  it  from  his  rent  to> 
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the  landlord ;  and  I  belieye  if  that  were 
done — and  I  understand  the  Home  Secre- 
tary undertakes  to  carry  that  object  into 
effect  by  clauses  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee—we should  hear  no  more  of  the 
tithe  difficulty.  On  this  understauding 
I  shall  support  the  Government  on  the 
present  occasion. 

♦Mr.  T.  ELLIS :  I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  declaration 
of  the  last  speaker.  He  wishes  to  throw 
to  the  winds  every  declaration  he  has 
made  in  favour  of  redemption,  and  of 
putting  the  tithe  on  the  landowner ;  in 
fact,  he  desires  to  break  all  his  pledges 
to  his  constituents  in  order  to  strike  a 
blow  at  the  peasantry  of  Wales.  That 
is  the  key  and  the  clue  to  most  of  the 
arguments  advanced  from  the  opposite 
Benches.  The  Government,  by  bring- 
ing forward  this  Bill,  propose  to  change 
the  whole  spirit  and  procedure  and 
method  of  the  Act  of  1836  ;  instead  of 
cnaking  tithe  a  tax  upon  the  produce  of 
^he  land,  they  make  it  a  personal  debt 
upon  the  tenant.  That  is  straight 
;again8t  the  declaration  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  straight  against  the  wishes 
-of  their  friends.  1  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Maldon  (Mr.  Gray)  and  his  sup- 
«porters,  will  not  run  away  from  their  own 
declarations  and  their  own  Amendment, 
but  allow  the  Govern mont  to  act  on  the 
policy  of  scuttle,  which  is  the  chief 
•characteristic  of  their  present  policy. 
The  Prime  Minister  stated,  in  1887,  that, 
'*  tithe  is  a  debt  of  the  owner  in  respect 
of  the  produce  of  the  land,"  and  in  1888 
tie  said  *'  the  occupier  is  not  a  debtor,  and 
lie  is  to  suffer  the  inconvenience  of  a  dis- 
traint for  a  debt  which  is  not  his  own  ;  " 
not  merely  is  he  to  suffer  the  inconveni- 
-ence  of  a  debt  which  is  not  his  own,  but 
/he  is  now  to  suffer  all  the  pains  and 
penalties  of  the  County  Court,  and  the 
distraint  which  will  come  from  the 
*Court,  and  all  the  heavy  expenses,  and, 
^n  the  bargain,  if  he  refuses  compliance, 
lie  is  to  be  gazetted  as  an  ordinary 
debtor  under  the  rules  of  the  County 
Court.^  The  Prime  Minister  paid  us  a 
compliment ;  he  came  down  to  Carnar- 
von to  teach  the  Welsh  people  their 
duty  with  respect  to  tithe.     He  said :— • 

^ ''  I  wish  to  ask  those  who  are  dedrouB  of  con- 
BideriDg  this  question  impartially  to  remember 
that  tithe  is  really  a  hurden,  not  upon  the 
tenant,  but  upon  the  landowner,  and  if  the 
tenant  has  been  obliged  to  pay,  it  has  been 
owing  to  a  blander  in  the  law, 

Mr.  Round 


And  now  you  wish  to  stereotype  thii 
blunder  in  the  law.  The  noble  MarqneM 
added — 

"  We  are  anxious  to  pass  a  meaiore  wliieh 
shall  place  it  on  the  shoulder  of  the  debUir, 
that  is  to  say,  on  the  landowner.'* 

That  is,  that  the  landowner  who  owee 
the  tithe  shall  be  the  man  to  pay.   The 
Government  by  refusing  to  accept  the 
Instruction  moyed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for    Maldon    are    running    away  and 
scuttling  from  the  declaration  of  the 
Prime    Minister.    It  seems,  too,  that 
they  are  running  away  from  the  wishes 
of  their  friends,  the  Welsh  clergy.   The 
Welsh  clergy  have  sent  to  the  Govern- 
ment from  time  to  time  very  strong  and 
urgent  representations  that  the  majoritj 
of  them  are  starving,  that  is  to  say,  the 
clergy  of  the  richest  church  in  Christen- 
dom are  starving.     They  say,  *  *  We  want 
two  great  amendments  in  the  law :  M 
of  all,  we  want  tithe  to  be  a  debt  re- 
coverable through   the  County  Court; 
and,  secondly,  we  want  to  make  the  tine 
debtors  pay— namely,  the  landlords.^ 
The  Government  are  trying  to  please 
their  friends,  and  at  the  same  tune  to 
break    the   spirit  of  the  Act  of  W^- 
They  want  to  put  the  pains  and  penalues 
upon  the  occupiers,  and  at  the  same  time 
to  let  the  real  debtors  go  free.    The 
Government  themselves  brought  in  two 
Bills  in  the  House  of  Lords,  one  of  the 
chief  provisions  of  each  being  that  the 
debt  should  be  put  on  the  landowners. 
I  admit  that  very  many  of  the  Members 
for  Wales  were  against  putting  the  debt 
upon  the  landlords,  and  for  the  reason 
that  we  desire  to  haye  a  complete  settle- 
ment of  this  question  and  not  a  tioker- 
ing  settlement.    I  maintain  that  tlus  u 
a  dishonest  attempt  to  settle  this  question 
by  merely  evading  it.    There  is  a  farther 
reason  why  I  ask  my  hon.  Frienda  to 
stick   to    their    guns.     In    Wales  the 
clergy  are  the  cha^ains  of  the  landloros 
and  not  of  the  people.      Let  the  laa<l* 
lords  pay  for  their  own  chaplains- 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  op  the  TBB^- 
8URY    (Bir.   W.  H.   Smith,    Stitnd, 
Westminster):     The  hon.    GentUnan 
appears  to    be  under   the    impia*'''' 
that    the    Government    are    not  tne 
to    the    principles    which    they   h*^ 
already    announced  in   another  pl*^ 
Only  a  few  minutes  ago  my  right  hofi. 
Friend  distinctly  stated  that  the  Qonn- 
ment  aocept  the  principle  that  iB  A* 
future  there  shall  be  no  oontraetiiif  oit 
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o!  the  Aofe  as  it  stands.    That  is  to  say, 
that  neither  the  landlords  nor  the  tenants 
s&all  be  at  liberty  to  contract  themselves 
out  o!  the  Act  of  1837,  and  that  the 
liability  shall  rest  in  all  cases  of  new 
<x)ntract  with  the  landlord  alone.     The 
Go?erainent  propose  to  insert  in  the  Bill 
a  claase  to  the  effect  that  Clause  80  of 
the  Act  of  1837,  which  prescribes  that 
^e  tenant  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct  the 
tithe  from  his  rent,  shall  have  full  effect 
notwithstanding  any  contract  made  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  and  every  con- 
tract made  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
shall,  80  far  as  it  is  to  the  contrary,   be 
▼Old.    That   clause   will   entitle    every 
tenant  to  deduct  on  all  fresh  contracts 
the  tithe  from  hie  rent.     But   what  my 
hon.  Friend  proposes  is  that  the   tenant 
who  has  contracted  to  pay  the  tithe,  not- 
withstanding the  consideration  which  he 
has  received  in  the  rent  which  was  fixed 
fcythe  landlord,sballbe  entitled  to  deduct 
the  tithe  from  the  rent.     That  appears 
to  the  Government  to  be  simple   dis- 
honesty.     What   we   say    is,    that    in 
future  contracts  the  tenants  and   the 
landbrds  shall  not  contract  themselves 
out  of  the  Act  of   1837.     We  propose 
that  that  shall  be  the  law  of   the  land 
fts  to  tithe,  as  it  is  the  law  of  the  land  as 
to  the  Income  Tax. 

Me.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 

^V<    Let  me  call  the  right  hon.  Gentk- 

^nau't  attention  to  the  fact  that,   under 

the  Act  of  1836,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 

landlord   to  pay  the  tithe.     But  they 

have  not  done  so.    When  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  talks  of  dishonesty,  I  think 

he  should  put  the  saddle  on  the  right 

horse.     Dishonesty  is  on  the  side  of  the 

Iftndlords,  and  not  on  the  side  of  the 

tenants.     We   are  having  a  very  fine 

object  lesson   to-night.     We  shall  see 

who  are  the  real  friends  of  the  farmers. 

^ose  who  are  anxious  to  be  the  farmers' 

friends  will  vote  in  favour  of  putting 

this  burden  on  the  landowners. 

Mb.  GRAY:  With  the  permission 
of  the  House  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
Pint  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  question. 
It  IB,  what  will  be  done  in  the  case  of 
^e  rent  not  being  sufficient  to  cover  the 
tithe — how  in  that  case  will  the  tenant 
be  able  to  deduct  the  tithe  from  the 
feat? 

*1Ib.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  diffi- 
^ty  ooeurs  now.  If  the  tithe  is  not 
Mraedand  produced  by  the  land  it  is 
Bot  payable. 
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♦Sin  W.  BAETTELOT :  The  righ* 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  stated  just  now  that 
I,  addressing  the  Home  Secretary,  said 
*<We  will  hold  you  to  the  bargain — 
namely,  that  the  landlords  are  not  to 
pay,  but  the  tenants  are  to  pay."  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind.  The 
House  will  bear  witness  as  to  what  I 
said.  I  said  to  the  Government  ''  We 
will  hold  you  to  the  bargain  with  respect 
to  imprisonment,  and  the  distraint  upon 
the  land."  I  am  quite  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  anxious  to  make 
a  statement  that  is  not  correct. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT :  What  I  re- 
ferred  to  was  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet's  emphatic  statement  that  he 
held  the  Government  to  the  declaration 
that  they  would  oppose  all  Instructions. 
He  will  remember  he  called  upon  the 
Government  to  reject  all  Instructions, 
and  he  cited  specially  the  Instruction  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Maiden. 

♦SirW.BARTTELOT:  Myremarkhad 
reference  to  tho^e  two  particular  ques- 
tions. I  happen  to  have  24  or  2 )  farms, 
and  I  have  p^id  tithe  in  rei^pect  of  21  of 
them.  Two  of  the  remaining  three  or 
four  are  held  by  men  who  do  not  wish  to 
have  the  tithe  paid  for  them. 

♦Mr.  n  U.  FOWLER  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  whether  it  would  be  competent  for 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  move 
the  new  clause  ho  has  just  read,  if  the 
House  rejects  the  present  Instruction  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  On  the  pointof 
order,  may  I  point  out  that  the  Instruc- 
tion is  that  tithe  is  to  be  recoverable 
from  the  landlord  only. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKKR:  The  point  is  one 
for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
decide.  I  imagine,  however,  that  if  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  is  of  opinion 
that  the  clause  could  not  be  inserted  in 
Committee,  the  Bill  could  be  re-commit- 
ted for  the  purpose  of  inserting  it. 

Mr.  salt  (Stafford):  It  seems  tome 
that  the  difference  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  Member  for  Maiden 
is  very  small  indeed.  Could  we  not  put 
the  Instruction  in  such  a  form  that  the 
Government  could  accept  it  ?  The  hon. 
Member  proposed  that  the  tithe  rent 
recoverable  should  be  thrown  on  the 
landlord.  I  am  certain  five-sixths  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  wish  that 
that  should  be  so.  The  only  question  is 
can  it  be  done  subject  to  existing  con- 
tracts.    It  appears  to  me  obvious  that 
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any  provision  to  this  effect  which  ia  in- 
Berted  in  the  Bill  muet  be  fiubjecC  to 
existing  contracts. 

Mh.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min): I  am  not  quite  sure  that  the 
mind  of  the  House  is  ciear  about 
this  Instmetion.  There  are  two  words 
in  the  Instruction  which  appear  to 
me  very  significant  —  the  word  "re- 
ooverable "  and  the  word  "  only," 
and  if  the  Instruction  is  oarried 
the  principle  will  be  laid  down 
that  the  Oommittee  would  hare 
power  to  provide  that  the  recorery 
of  the  tithe,  that  is  the  getting  of  the 
tithe,  is  to  be  instituted  against  thsland- 
lord  and  against  him  alone.  I  do  not 
think  that  in  consequence  of  an  Instruc- 
tion of  this  kind  the  Committee  would 
be  at  all  precluded  from  safeguarding 
any  rights  under  existing  contracts. 
What  I  understand  is  suggested  by  the 
Home  Secretary  is  that  he  will  put  in 
the  Bill  a  clause  providing  that  though 
the  process  of  recovery  given  by  the  Bill 
is  against  the  tenant,  the  tenant  shall 
always  have  powpr  to  deduct  the  tithe 
from  the  rent.  That  is  a  very  difierent 
thing  to  recovery  from  the  landlord.  I 
wish  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
two  processes,  and  I  must  own  it  does 
occur  to  me  there  are  cases  in  which  the 
teat  is  not  equal  to  the  tithe. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  141; 
Noes  145.— (Div.  List,  No.  2!*7.) 

Ma.  AETHUE  WILLIAMS  {Glamor- 
gan, S.) :    I  have  now  to  move — 

"  Thst  it  1h  on  ioBtroction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  iDsert  olaiuaa  providing 
for  B^  readjaBtineDt  of  the  method  for  taking 
the  tithe  rent -charge  areragee." 
I  will  endeavour  to  remember  the  neces- 
sary limitations  imposed  upon  us  at  this 
stage,  and  avoid  anything  that  oan  be 
construed  into  aSeoond  Beading  Debate, 
but  it  is  absolutely  impossible  to  bring 
before  the  House  the  arguments  in 
favour  ofare-adjuatmentof  the  method  of 
taking  tithe  averages  without,  to  acertain 
extent,  dealing  historically  with  the 
whole  question.  In  the  first  place  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  in  1836, 
there  was  what  was  considered  a  statu- 
tory settlement  of  the  question  of  tiiB 
tithe-charge,  its  incidence  aad  adjust- 
ment from  time  to  time.  Ijord  Joba 
Eussell,  in  his  speech  on  the  Second 
Heading  of  the  Bill  of  1 836,  spoke  of  it 
M  a  permanent  settlement  for  all  future 
Mr.SaU 


time.  But  that  distinguished  e,t 
once  or  twice  made  great  mistakei  in 
his  use  of  the  word  finality.  At  ill 
events  the  Ooverament  of  to-da;  hsve 
for  the  first  time — except  in  some  trifling 
matters  of  procedure — re-opened  tu 
whole  question,  and  that  in  the  intemt 
of  one  party,  only  the  clergy.  Thaj 
have  in  fact  brought  in  a  Clergy  ^the 
Belief  Bill.  I  am  showing  the  gronnd 
far  my  Instruction,  when  I  sa;  thit 
gives  a  claim  to  all  concerned  to  come 
into  this  High  Court  and  aak  that  tliur 
just  claims  shall  he  considered.  In 
moving  this  Instruction,  I  will  ventnn 
to  say,  I  do  BO  in  the  intersst  of  tlw 
whole  of  the  tenant  farmeis  of  th* 
kingdom,  though  personally  and  peeo- 
liarly  on  this  occasion  I  represent  Iho 
Principality  of  Wales.  Still  it  tcudiM 
the  whole  of  the  great  agricultural  com- 
munity to  whom  the  tillage  of  tha  aul 
of  the  kingdom  is  entrusted.  Speaking 
on  a  previous  instruction,  the  Attornej 
General  said  this  Bill  provides  a  rsmedj 
in  the  matter  of  procedure  at  onw 
cheap,  easy,  and  effective,  whila  it 
would  impose  no  additional  buidsiw. 
We  dispute  this  altogether.  Thenif 
every  reason  to  fear  that  it  will  b* 
neither  cheap  nor  easy,  and  I  will  vesbue 
to  prophecy  it  will  not  be.  effective, 
while  it  certainly  will  impose  VMJ 
heavy  additional  burdens.  So  I  ■>)' 
on  behalf  of  the  tenant  farmera  of 
Wales,  and  I  might  aay  so  on  be- 
half of  the  tenant  faimera  of  the  whole 
kingdom,  that  if  you  are  going  to  n^ 
this  a  primary  objection  on  every  tenant 
farmer  throughout  the  kingdom,  makiBg 
the  tenant  liable  to  County  Conrt 
process  with  all  its  incident  axpesM^ 
surely  the  tenant  farmers  haveangU 
to  come  here  and  demand  a  lair  w^^'^ 
mont  of  the  burden.  They  aay  www 
us  from  what  is  admitted  on  all  haadi 
to  bo  an  imposition  according  to  tb» 
present  method  of  adjustment  wtiidii 
in  the  present  condition  of  thin^ 
works    great  hardship    on   the  tenut 
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and  here  he  was  indicating  my  fellow 
ooTmtiTmen — to    apply  to    those    who 
were  able  to  pay,  but  who  pretend  that 
they  object   to    pay    on  conscientious 
grounds ;  and,  again,  he  alluded  to  those 
who  refused  to  pay  from  motives  not 
creditable.    I  repudiate  that  as  unjust 
ifl  the  last  degree.     I  repeat  what  I 
have  already  said,    that  l^ere  are  no 
people  in  the  kingdom  more  willing  to 
pay  just  tithes  for  a  just  purpose  than 
the  Welsh  people.    There  is  nothing 
more  unjust  than  to  say  that  they  wish 
to  evade  their  proper  payment.    What 
they  do  say  is  that  whether  they  are 
taken  into  the  County  Courts  or  not,  and 
fiubjected  to  additional  expense,  will  not 
matter  a  pin  as  to  the  ultimate  result. 
Let  us,  they  say,  have  a  fair  re-adjust- 
ment of  the  incidence  of  the  tax.     They 
Bay    they    consider    this    a    national 

property 

*Me.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  this  is  not  a  Second  Bead- 
ing Debate.  I  understand  that  he  pro- 
poses to  move  an  Instruction  as  to  the 
method  of  calculating  the  averages. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I  quite 
^e^  the  justice  of  your  observation,  Sir, 
but  I  venture  to  think  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances I  am  not  unduly  travelling 
heyimd  the  scope  of  the  Instruction. 
[CW«o/"  Order!"] 
^SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
^not  be  in  order  in  discussing  the 
gsoeral  question,  he  must  confine  him- 
«elf  to  the  specific  Instruction. 

Mb.       ARTHUR        WILLIAMS : 
Pttfectly  so,  Sir;  I  was  only  pointing  out 
vhy  I  suggest  a  re-adjustment  by  indi- 
cating the  exact  position  of  the  tenant 
fanner,  and  until  1  am  able  to  point  out 
the  position  of  the  tenant  farmer  under 
the  new  conditions  of  the  Bill,  I  venture 
to  submit,  with  the  greatest  respect,  that 
it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  why  the 
ro-adjustment  ought  to  come. 
*iCB.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
vili  not  be  in  order  in  discussing  the 
Bill  generally. 

Mb.  ARTHUB  WILLIAMS :  Then, 
Sit,  to  what  extent  may  I  be  allowed  to 
pot  before  the  House  the  grounds  for  re- 
•d]imment?  I  am  proposing  at  once 
to  deal  with  the  nature  of  the  incidence 
of  Aft  tax  under  the  existing  law.  As 
Hit  Home  ia  no  doubt  aware  the  present 

nriteiee  of  the  tax 

^^lilk8P£AK£B:  Order,  order  I    The 
cC  the  tax  has  nothing  to  do 


with  the  question.  The  House  has  dis« 
cussed  that,  and  has  now  to  deal  with  a 
specific  Instrudtion  to  the  Committee. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I  ex- 
press my  self  lam  afraid  awkwardly.  Sir. 
I  may  point  out  that  the  method  of  ad* 
justing  the  tithe  as  based  on  a  seven 
years'  average  was  fixed  in  the  Act  of 
1836.  In  that  year  the  price  was  taken 
of  the  three  staple  products  wheat, 
barley  and  oats,  and,  according  to  the 
then  calculation,  it  was  estimated  that 
dividing  £100  into  equal  proportions 
of  £33  6s.  8d.,  that  94  bushels  of  wheat, 
168  bushels  of  barley  and  242  bushels 
of  oats  could  be  purchased  for 
£33  6s.  8d.  This  was  the  prooees 
which  was  considered  to  be  a  per- 
manent settlement  in  1836.  I  will 
give  a  few  instances  of  how 
this  operates.  We  take  the  year 
1886,  which  is  the  last  year  for 
which  details  are  available,  and  we  find 
that  the  tenant  for  every  £100  he  paid 
in  1836  would  pay  £87  in  1886— a  very 
large  reduction  no  doubt,  and  it  will  be 
said  the  average  must  consequently  be 
a  fair  one.  But  I  think  nobody  who  has 
studied  the  subject  at  all,  and  certainly 
no  agricultural  tenant  who  has  had  to 
go  into  the  matter,  can  fail  to  see  that 
this  very  unfairly  represents  the  effects 
of  the  agricultural  depression  through- 
out the  kingdom.  Instead  of  a  reduc- 
tion of  13  per  cent  the  reduction  should 
have  been  20,  30,  and  even  50  per  cent. 
It  was  very  well  put  by  a  writer  in  the 
Quarterly  Review  for  1888,  who  dealt 
with  the  subject  in  a  broad  and  copa- 
prehensive  way,  though  not  so  liberally 
as  I  should  like ;  the  article  was  evidently 
written  by  a  Churchman.  The  writer 
stated  that  so  long  as  the  tenant  occu- 
pied the  land  for  a  short  term  or  from 
year  to  year,  and  the  average  was  calcu- 
lated on  the  longer  period,  the  tenant 
was  unfairly  treated.  The  writer  goes 
on  to  indicate  the  methods  by  which  re- 
ductions might  be  made  gradually  witb 
comparatively  small  loss  to  the  tithe 
owners,  but  with  these  I  need  not  trouble 
the  House.  Of  course  it  is  not  my 
business  here,  a.nd  it  would  be  pre- 
sumptuous on  my  part,  to  lay  down  a^y 
detailed  bases  of  re-adjustment.  All  X 
want  to  do  is  to  ask  the  House  to  tell 
the  Committee  that  some  new  method  of 
payment  by  the  tenant  farmer  is  neces- 
sary. It  is  clear  the  seven  years^ 
average  haa  not  brought  down  the 
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rent-obar^    to  anything  like  the  pro- 
portion of  the  reductions  of  rent  through- 
out the  kingdom.    If  it  were  so  the 
reduction  for  1886    would   be   25    per 
cent,     and    the    figure    would    stand 
at  £75  instead  of  £87  lOs.     Surely  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  adjust  payment 
on    the    basis  of   the  previous   year's 
prices,  and  that  would  be  coming  within 
a  reasonable  distance  of  the  reductions 
made  in  consequence  of  the  agricultural 
depression.     Now,  even  if  we  took  the 
previous  year's  prices  as  a  basis  of  re- 
adjustment, what  does  the  House  think 
would  be  the  immediate  result  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  the  whole  kingdom  ? 
Why,  it  would  relieve  them  to  the  extent 
of   £500.000   a  year.     If   in  1887   the 
tithe    payer — the    tenant   farmer — had 
been  dealt  with  on  the  principle  I  am 
explaining,     he      would     have      paid 
£500,000  less  to  the  parochial  clergy. 
Oonceive  what  an  enormous  saving  that 
would  be  to  the  struggling  tenant ;  and, 
€oming  to  my  native  country,  if  that  re- 
adjustment were  made  to-morrow  on  the 
basis  of  the  prices  of  1887,  the  tenant 
farmer  in  Wales  would  be  relieved  to 
the  extent  of  £35,000  a  year.    Only 
those  who  know  the  small  peasantry  of 
Merionethshire  or  Montgomeryshire,  and 
of  the  North  of  Wales,  only  those  who 
know  how   small  are  the  holdings    of 
these  people,  and  how  poorly  they  live, 
«an  appreciate  how  great  a  blessing  that 
relief  of  £35,000  a  year  would  be.     I 
«hall  be  told  that  this  reduction  would 
fee  a  great  hardship  on  the  rural  clergy. 
I  quite  feel  the  hardship  of  the  case  of 
■the  small  rural  clergy,  particularly  in 
Wales.     There  is  no  doubt  that  their 
-struggle  is  a  hard  one.    About  a  year 
ago  there  were    some  letters    in    the 
Guardian  newspaper,   written   by   Mr. 
Protheroe,  who  gave  rather  exagg^erated 
accounts  of  the  difficulties  which  agri- 
cultural depression  has  produced  on  the 
rural  clergy.   In  the  Midlands,  where  the 
olergy  have  exchanged  their  tithes  for 
land,  most  disastrous  consequences  have 
foUowed.  Owing  to  the  depression  of  the 
past  12  years,  rents  have  fallen  23  to 
50  per  cent.    Mr.  Protheroe  says — 

«*  The  clergy  feel  the  pinch  of  poverty,  not, 
I«rhaps,  in  its  acuteRt  form  of  absolute  starva- 
tion, bat  in  the  loss  of  these,  so  called,  comforts, 
•r  lazories,  which,  to  people  in  their  position, 
are  so  necessary.'* 

He  goes  on  to  say  that  he  knows  glebe 
•wners,  who,  but  for  the  assistance  of 
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their  friends,  would  have  been  litenlly, 
and   without  metaphor,  starving.   No 
doubt   these  are  very   hard  and  sad 
cases,  and,  of  course,  they  areworthjof 
the  consideration  of  those  who  belong 
to  the  same  faith,  and  who  have  wealth 
and  means,  and  who  come  forward  tt 
times  with  friendly  assistance  to  sate 
the  poor  clergy  from  absolute  destitu- 
tion ;  but  I  haye  another  client  whom  I 
am  bound  to  represent.    I  sympathise 
with  the  poor  clergymen  when  this  time 
of  depression  comes  on ;  but  there  are 
others,  and  a  larger  number,  for  whom  I 
must  plead,  who  are  even  more  terriUj 
affected    by     ag^cultural    depression. 
I  refer  to  the  small  tenant  farmers  who 
have  had   a  small   capital  which  bu 
gradually  become  exhausted ;  who  hafe 
been  paying  tithes  which,  if  they  had 
been  fairly  adjusted,  having  regard  to 
the  condition  of  agriculture,  would  hafe 
been  20  or  25  per  cent  less.     These 
people  are  entitled  to  the  sympathy  of 
the  House  and  to  our  legisLatWe  inter- 
ference, if   we  are  to  interfere  at  all. 
That  is  my  case  for  the  tenant  farmers. 
I  say  it  is  only  justice  and  common  fair- 
ness that  when  you  begin  breaking  a 
contract  in   favour  of    one    daas,  Jon 
should   break  it  also  in  favour  of  the 
other.    I  regret  to   see   in  a  cirenlar 
issued  from  a  palace  in  North  Wal^> 
and  written  to  urge  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,    the    statement    that   if  it  does 
not  pass  it  will  mean  the  simple  starra- 
tion  of   a  large  number  of  the  Wd» 
clergy.     I  say  if  we  paas  this  Bill  with- 
out re- adjustment  it  will  mean  tomm 
the  starvation  of  many  tenants,  who  w 
be  deprived  not  of  the  luxuries  bat  of 
the  necessaries  of  life— of  butter,  httA 
and  cheese,  for  that  is  what  they  hi^ 
been  living  on.  I  read  with  pain  tb« 
words  written  by  a  Bishop  of  the  richer 
religious  body  in  the  whole  world.  X 
say  it  is  not  fair. 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Memh* 
is  not  touching  on  the  question  beM 
the  Hotise. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I  H 
pardon.  I  fear  I  have  been  oinW 
away  by  my  feelings,  but  I  subatt  I 
received  some  provocation  fros  ft* 
Attorney  General.  I  will  oondade  If 
strongly  urging  the  House  not  ^J^ 
regard  the  appeal  I  make  oo  beWa 
of  the  tenant  farmers  throoghoat  w 
kingdom. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**Tlutitbean  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
iliat  they  have  power  to  inseit  danseii  providing 
forare-adjiutment  of  the  method  for  taking 
the   Tithe     Rent-Charge    averages."— (i/r. 
Arthsr  WiUiams.) 

♦Sir  B.  WEBSTER  :  I  will  only  de- 
tain the  House  for  a  few  moments.  The 
hon.  Member  has  come  down  with  what 
waa  apparently  a  set  speech  and  has 
thought  fit  to  put  words  into  my  mouth 
which  I  never  used.  I  said  not  one 
single  word  about  Wales.  I  never 
referred  to  Wales.  I  referred  to  those 
who  were  able  to  pay  tithes  and  would 
not 

Ma.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  :  I  took 

the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  words 

down  at  the  moment — "those  who  are 

Me  to  pay  but  who  refuse  to   pay  on 

Mnacientiotts  grounds  from  motives  not 

the  most  creditable." 

♦8iB  R.  WEBSTER :  I  never  referred 

to  Wales  directly  or  indirectly.      The 

hon.  Member  says  I  referred  to  his  own 

constituency,  bat  I  did  nothing  of  the 

K^od.    As  to  the  question  of  averages 

raised  by  the   hon.    Member,    no  one 

denies  that  the   matter  is  one    which 

ehould  be  inquired  into,  but  the  hon. 

Member  has  quite  forgotten  that  when 

It  waa  the  interest  of  those  who  pay  tithes 

*o  go  by  the   seven  years*  average — 

when  tbej  were  in  the  full  swing  of  pay- 

^g  ftiT  less  than  if  the  last  year's  prices 

'^epB  taken — they  said  not  a  word — 1  do 

flot  complain  of  their  conduct—to  the 

effect  that  they  are  anxious  for  a  reas- 

■*«nent.    They  wait  until  they  feel  the 

pinch  before  they  cry  out.     I  am  not  in 

the  least  suggesting  or  advocating  seven 

f^^n.    I  take  it  that  the  House  has  not 

got  the  materials  before  it  on  which  it 

"U  decide   whether  it  shall  be  three 

y**r»  or  one  year  or  more.     The  scale 

W  now  have  has  practically  worked  for 

^  jears,  and  it  is  only  now  hon.  Mem- 

^  find  it  is  working  hardship.     Does 

■6  hon.    Member    suggest    that  this 

loose  will,  without  much  further  in- 

iniry  and  much  greater  knowledge  of 

^at  is  best,  alter  the  old  scale  ?    The 

um.  Member  does  not  make  a  single 

'Vgestlon  except  that  last  yearns  aver- 

gs  ^nld  be  taken,  and  yet  he  knows 

■  vsU  as  I  do  that  some  people  recom- 

EflBd  that  a  three  years'  average  shall 

B  t^en,  and  other  people  recommend 

Vfliwot  systems.  Surely  he  should  have 

^^i  prepiared    with   the  details  of  a 


practical  suggestion.  It  would  be  un- 
fair to  the  House  to  enter  into  the  topics 

with  which  the  hon.  Member  has  adorned 
his  speech.  He  has  merely  complained 
that  the  tenants  object  to  seven  years' 
averages.  The  Government  know  that 
this  matter  should  be  inquired  into,  but 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  in  the 
scope  of  this  discussion  to  determine 
what  system  should  be  substituted  for 
the  present.  They  do  not  consider  them- 
selves expressing  an  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  existing  system,  and  they  must  be 
understood  as  declining  to  pledge  them- 
selves as  to  what  they  think  would  be 
the  proper  method.  I  do  not  think, 
under  these  circumstances,  the  discussion 
can  lead  to  any  useful  result. 

♦Mb.  S.  smith  (Flintshire) :  I  rise  to 
support  the  Instruction  moved  by  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  South  Glamorgan. 
I  support  it  on  the  ground  of  simple 
justice.  The  arguments  used  by  my 
hon.  Friend  are  simply  unanswerable. 
He  demonstrated  how  very  unjustly  the 
seven  year^'  averages  have  operated  on 
the  tithe  payers  for  the  last  few  years. 
Every  hon.  Member  knows  that  during 
the  last  seven  years  prices  of  cereal  pro- 
duce have  continually  declined,  wheat 
having  gone  down  from  50s.  a  quarter 
to  28s.  or  29s.,  and  it  is  therefore 
hardly  necesoary  to  point  out  how  cruelly 
this  has  operated  upon  a  peasantry  who 
have  to  pay  tithes  20  per  cent  above 
the  prices  they  can  obtain  for  their  pro- 
duce. The  experience  of  my  own  con- 
stituency has  Drought  most  forcibly  to 
my  mind  the  injustice,  I  might  almost 
say  cruelty,  of  the  seven  years'  average; 
and  mine  is  a  typical  Welsh  constitu- 
ency. It  is  composed  mainly  of  small 
farmers,  who  are  extremely  poor  and 
hard  working.  If  the  tithe  rent- charge 
had  been  struck  upon  the  average  of 
the  prices  of  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
the  amount  payable  would  have  been 
about  £70,  and  not  £^^7  10s.  By 
passing  this  Bill  we  shall  rivet  the 
fetters  of  tithe  upon  the  Welsh  pea- 
santry without  granting  them  relief  by 
placing  the  tithe  on  a  more  equitable 
footing,  and  we  shall  thereby,  I  may 
say,  add  insult  to  injury,  and  at  any 
rate  be  perpetuating  a  great  wrong. 
It  was  quite  a  revelation  to  me, 
when  I  first  became  a  Welsh  Repre- 
sentative, to  discover  the  extreme 
poverty  of  the'  agricultural  class  in 
the   Jb'rindpality,    and   if  hon.   Mem- 
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bers  knew  the  extent  of  it  tbev  would 
more  fully  feel  the  force  of  this  Instruc- 
tion. These  small  farmers  live  on  the 
hardest  fare,  do  all  the  work  of  the 
farm  with  their  own  hands,  and  earn 
less  than  an  ordinary  labourer.  Some 
of  them  are  so  poor  that  they  do  not 
taste  butter  from  year's  end  to  year's 
end.  You  can  imagine  the  feeling  of 
injustice  and  soreness  that  is  created 
when  a  struggling  peasantry  under 
these  circumstances  have  to  pay  year 
after  year  tithe  rent  at  the  rate  of 
£87  10s.  or  £90  when  the  produce  only 
yields  an  average  of  £70  or  £75 — pay- 
ing it  all  the  while  to  a  Church  to  which 
they  do  not  belong  and  never  enter.  A 
great  portion  of  the  resistance  of  the 
people  of  Wales  to  the  payment  of  tithe 
has  arisen  from  the  fact  that  the  seven 
years'  average  has  made  farmers  liable 
to  pay  a  muchj|higher  rate  than  the  prices 
of  produce  justified.  They  have  asked 
for  reductions  of  only  10  or  15  per  cent 
when  the  tithe  was  20  per  cent  above 
the  current  prices.  It  is  not  from  any 
spirit  of  contumacionsncss  that  there 
has  been  unwillingness,  but  it  is  from  a 
deep  instinct  of  right  and  wrong  which 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  the  hearts  of  the 
human  race.  I  wholly  distrust  the 
assurances  of  the  Government  that  a 
large  and  comprehensive  measure  will 
be  introduced  next  Session.  The  Gt)vem- 
menty  I  have  no  doubt,  honestly  mean 
what  they  say,  but  all  are  aware  of  the 
exigencies  of  political  life  and  the 
demands  that  are  always  being  made 
on  the  time  of  Governments;  and  I 
should  be  very  greatly  astonished  if  the 
GK>vemment,  having  passed  this  short 
Bill  for  the  easy  recovery  of  the  tithes, 
burdened  themselves  next  Session  with 
a  large  measure.  It,  therefore,  becomes 
the  duty  of  the  House  to  take  securities 
that  they  will  not  let  this  Bill  pass  with- 
out provision  being  made  for  the 
equitable  incidence  of  tithes.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  not  only  yield  upon 
this  point,  but  will  see  their  way  to- 
night, or  at  a  very  early  date,  to  with- 
draw altogether  this  most  obnoxious 
BiU. 

♦Mb.  BYEON  EEED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  differ  from  my  hon  Friend  (Mr.  S. 
Smith)  and  the  Mover  of  the  Instruc- 
tion—firstly, upon  the  general  ground 
that  I  am  very  anxious  to  see  this  Bill 
become  law.  I  cannot  Help  thinking  we 
should  be  much  better  employed  in  pro* 

Hr.  S.  Smith 


ceeding  at  once  to  thresh  out  ^e  detnla 
of  the  Bill  in  Committee  with  a  view  to 
making  the   verbal    alterations  wbieh 
hon.    Members   may  think  neceesuy. 
and  the  Government  may  be  preyared 
to  adopt,  than  in  takine  up  time  in  the 
discussion  of  proposals  w  hich  the  Govern- 
ment  and  the  friends  of  the  Bill  will 
of  necessity  feel  themselves  compelled 
to    resist.       The     hon.     Member  for 
Glamorgan  spoke    of   the   Bill  as  it 
stands  breaking  the  existing  contract  a« 
between  tne  tithe  owner  and  the  dthe 
payer.    It  appears  to  me  that  that  argu- 
ment was  traversed  in  the  preceding 
portion  of  the  Debate   by  the  Home 
Secretary  when  he  pointed  out  that  tU 
the  present  Bill  proposed  to  do  was  to 
expedite  the  means  of  recovering  rather 
than  to  put  the  tithe-payer  in  any  wowe 
position  as  regards  his  liability  than  he 
occupies    already.      When    the  hoo. 
Qentieman  the  Member  for  GlamorgiA 
spoke  of  breaking  contracts,  he  need 
words  which,  however  high  soundings 
are,  I  think,  inapplicable  to  the  preeent 
position  of   affairs.    The   hon.   Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire  spoke  of  the  septeo- 
nial  average  which  was  settled  bytiie 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  as  an  utiiir 
average,  at  any  rate  during  the  M 
few  years,   and   the    hon.    Qentleott 
strengthened  that  position  by  refentff 
to  the  terrible  agricultural  deprssaHV 
which  has  made  not  only  tithe,  butreifc 
and  rates,  and  taxes,  a  grievous  bnrdegi> 
be  borne  by  the  struggling  agricultw 
tenant.  Therein  lagree  with  the  hcn.G«J^ 
tieman,  and  no  Memberof  thoHoussMi" 
deeper  sympathy  with  the  tenant  fame* 
of  England  and  Wales  than  myseH  B^ 
a  contract  is  a  contract,  an  agreemeit  V 
an  agreement,  and  a  bargain  is  a  lM|| 
gain.    The   setUement    arrived  at  M" 
years  ago  by  which  a  septennial  syiJ^ 
of  averages  was  established  was  mm 
to   be  peculiarly  advantageous  to^ 
tithe  payer,  and  very  muoh  to  the-jaJ^ 
ment  of  the  tithe  owner.  It  is  tma^V 
have  changed  since  then ;  but,  atfv* 
festly,  if  the  tithe  payer  receim^ 
benefit  of  the  arrangement  whea 
culture  was  in  a  prosperous  coi " 
he  must  be  prepared  to  take  the 
with  the  smooth,  and  to  adhered 
arrangement,  even  though  it  be  It 
disadvantage,  when  agriculture  ii  iV| 
depressed  state.    No    doubt  tfaaii 
plenty  of  justification  for  a 
the  present  system,  and  the 
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have  promised  such  revision.  I,  for  one, 
Bballoe  quite  prepared  to  give  what- 
erar  aasistanoe  I  can  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  in  another  Session  of  Farlia- 
mant,   to    bring    about    a    thorough 
revision  of  the    present    incidence  of 
tithe.    If  it   can  be    shown  ^  as  no 
doubt  it    can  —  that    the    septennial 
system,    however    favourable    to    the 
tenant  some  50  years  ago,  is  unfavour- 
able to-day,  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  as  well  as  opposite,  will, 
I  am  sure,  be  willing  to  take  measures 
to  bring  about  a  revision  of  that  state  of 
things;  but   for    the    Government    to 
accept  this  Instruction  would  be  not  only 
to  jeopardise  but  to  kill  the  Bill,  and 
so  deprive  the  struggling  tithe  owners 
of  that  protection  and  remedy  which  the 
cifcamstances  of  their  case  most  urgently 
demand,  and  which,  I  venture  to  think, 
it  is  the  business  of  the  Government  and 
this  House  to  supply.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire  spoke  of  the  present 
Bill  as  riveting  the  fetters  to  the  tithe 
payers  of  Wales,  and  implied  that  tithe 

Syment  was  in  the  nature  of  bonds  and 
ters  to  the  Welsh  agriculturalist. 
Well,  that  may  be  a  very  good  argu- 
ment for  the  abolition  of  tithe  altogether, 
hot  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  othoT  side  of  the  House  who 
npresent  Welsh  constituencies  are  dis- 
posed to  accept  any  such  settlement  of 
the  qaestion.  On  the  contrary,  the  hon. 
Vembw  for  Montgomeryshire  at  an 
<ttelier  stage  of  the  Debate  declared  that 
f^  was  nowhere  more  respected  than 
in  Wales,  for  the  reason  that  the  people 
BOnsider  that  it  belongs  to  them. 
HIh.  STUART  RENDEL :  What  I 
Mid  was  that  tithe,  as  a  property,  was 
BA  more  respected  anywhere  than  in 
Vales. 

♦He.  BYRON  REED :  I  do  not  think 
[  did  injustice  to  the  hon.  Member  in 
Kkii  I  said.  The  hon.  Member  said 
b  Welsh  people  regard  the  tithe  as 
iwv  property^  and  that  the  grievance  of 
itt  Welsh  tithe  payer  is  not  to  tithe 
^**,  but  to  its  application. 
•Me.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
^  ctiaying  from  the  Instruction  which 
<i>taA  to  tithe  averages. 
*Mi*  BTRON  REED :  I  bow  to  your 
■^ingy  Sir,  and  beg  pardon  for  having 
ffi^ed;  but  jou  will  recognise  the 
^ffifivlty  of  keeping  closely  to  each 
ipSTftlo  InatruAtion  when  it  oomes 
0^9iej|i4,,    .^l!l^fiAe,  axgrnnent^   which 


come  from  the  other  side,  if  they  mean 
anything  at  all,  mean  that  tithe  should 
be  abolished  altogether.    If  the  farmers 
of  Wales  are  too  necessitous  to  pay 
tithes,  it  matters  not  whether  they  have 
to  pay*  them  to  the  Church,  to  colleges 
or  schools,  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, or  to  lay  impropriators.     It  is 
equally  impossible  to  pay,  whatever  the 
purpose  to  which  the  money  is  to  bo 
applied.     The  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire, in  his  concluding  sentences,  spoke 
in  terms  of  commiseration  of  the  poor 
farmer  called  on  to  pay  tithe    for  a 
church  he  never  enters.    I  would  von* 
ture,  with  all  deference,  to  point  out,  that 
the  question  of  Church  attendance  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  general  principle 
before  us,  and  still  less  with  this  parti- 
cular Instruction.  For  the  Welsh  tenant 
to  object  to  pay  tithe  on  thegpround  that 
he  does  not  go  to  church  is  as  unreason- 
able as  it  would  be  for  me  to  refuse  to 
pay  my  butcher's  bill  because  I  diflfer 
from  my  butcher's  religious  or  political 
opinions.     [**  Order,  order !  "]     I  will, 
however,  refrain  from  running  further 
risk  of  trenching  upon  the  rules  you, 
Sir,  have  laid   down.     I  will  merely 
again  express  a  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  accept  this  Instruction,  or 
any  other  Instruction  which  would  jeo- 
pardise the  Bill,  and  that  in  Committee 
they  will  not  assent  to  any  Amendment 
which  will  alter  the  scope  or  spirit  of 
the  measure. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  109 ;  Noes 
123.— (Div.  List,  No.  298.) 

*Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Ashburton  Division  of  Devon- 
shire (Mr.  Seale-Hayne),  and  it  is  in 
these  words*: — 

* 

"  That  it  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  provide  for  the  equit- 
able incidence  of  tithe." 

This  subject  has  been  largely  discussed 
under  the  previous  Motions.  I  asked 
the  hon.  Gentleman  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  ''equitable  incidence," and  he  told 
me  his  meaning  veas  that  the  tithe  should 
not  fall  on  those  who  object  to  its 
application — that  is  to  say  on  those  who 
think  it  should  not  go  to  the  Established 
Church.  I  pointed  out  to  him  privately 
— and  I  now  state  it  publicly— that  the 
question  involved  does  not  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  but  that  a  separate 
Bill  would  be  reij^uired  to  deal,  with  it. 
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Itcoaldnot  be  brought  within  the  reach 
of  the  Bill  by  an  Instruction. 

*Mb.  T.  ELLIS  :  On  the  point  of  order- 
It  ie  a  fact  that  many  districts  or  parts 
of  districts  are  free  from  tithe  alto- 
gether. I  think  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
certainly  many  Members  of  this  House, 
are  of  opinion  that  all  ^ind  should  pay  a 
certain  amount  of  tithe^ — 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  has  im- 
proved the  matter  by  argument. 

♦Mb.  G.  0.  MORGAN :  I  beg  now  to 

move — 

**  That  it  be  an  instraotion  to  the  Committed 
that  they  have  power  to  review  and  revise  the 
settlement  made  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  sixth 
and  seventh  years  of  his  late  Majesty  King 
William  IV.,  entitled  '  An  Act  for  the  Comma- 
tation  of  Tithes  iu  England  and  Wales/  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same." 

This  is  of  a  more  comprehensive  charac- 
ter than  any  of  the  Instructions  which 
have  preceded  it  as  it  embraces  nearly 
all  of  them,  and  I  think  I  may  go  as  far 
as  to  say  that  all  hon.  Members  who  have 
supported  other  Instructions  will  vote 
for  this.  The  hon.  Member  who  last 
spoke  urged  the  House  to  reject  the  last 
Instruction  on  the  ground  that  its  adop- 
tion would  prove  fatal  to  the  Bill.  Well, 
I  take  the  liberty  to  ask  the  House  to 
agree  to  my  Instruction  for  that  very 
reason.  I  think  that  after  the  note  of 
warning  the  Gt>vernment  have  had,  their 
majority  having  fallen  in  one  Division 
as  low  as  four,  it  must  be  evident  to  them 
by  this  time  that  the  Bill  is  unpopular, 
even  amonff  their  own  supporters. 
It  is  certainly  most  unpopular  in  my 
part  of  the  country,  and  the  Gbvem- 
ment  have  selected  a  very  unpropitious 
time  to  bnng  it  forward,  just  when  Her 
Majesty  is  about  to  pay  a  visit  to  Wales. 
[OrtM  q/"  **  Oh  ! "]  Yes,  no  one  regrets 
it  more  than  I  do,  but  I  fear  that  the 
Gt>vemment  are  in  a  fair  way  to  make 
one  of  the  most  loyal  parts  of  the 
country  disloyal.  It  is  agreed  on  all 
hands  that  the  Act  of  1836  was  a  settle- 
ment. That  settlement  has  lasted  a 
long  time — over  60  years — and  if  it  is 
now  to  be  revised  let  the  revision  bo  fair 
to  both  sides.  Lord  Salisbury  told  a 
deputation  not  very  long  ago  that  the 
Act  of  1836  was  a  sacred  covenant, 
binding  for  all  time,  which  it  would  be 
dishonest  to  break.  But  the  Govern- 
ment are  breaking  it  now,  and  what 
is    worse,    they  are  doing  so  in   the 

Mr,  Speaker 


interests    of    the    tithe    owner  only. 
What  will  the  Bill  do  for  the  titbe 
payer  ?    It  will  expose  him  to  the  ooets 
and    trouble    of   County    Goort   pro- 
cess, and  give  him  no  relief  whstsfer. 
The  Home  Secretary  says  the  process 
will  not  involve  imprisonment,  but  1  do 
not  know  how  he  proposes  to  pretent 
that.     The  right  of  brmgiug  the  tithe 
payer  before  a  Oourt  in  a  town  where 
there  is  sure  to  be  a  deal  of  excite- 
ment  and    agitation    is   certainly  not 
a  thing  that  a  clergyman  would  oovei 
But  what  I  want  to  show  is  that  this  Bill 
gives  a   distinct    additional  coUitenl 
remedy  to  the  tithe  receiver  without 
conferring  any  sort  of  advantage  on  the 
tithe  payer.    The  Act  of  1836  piOTidw 
that   "nothing  herein  contained  shall 
be  taken  to  render  any  person  persimally 
liable  for  the  payment  o^he  rent  charge." 
Up  to  the  present    time  tithe  is  not 
a  personal  debt,   it  never  was  a  pe^ 
sonal  debt,  or  even  a  charge  on  the 
land.     It  is  a  charge  on  the  piodoi^ 
of  ^e  land,  and,  therefore,  if  theie  is 
no  produce  no  tithe   is    payable.   Of 
course,  in  accordance  with  that  general 
and  sound  principle,  the  amount  paytble 
for  the  tithe  was  regulated  with  refiemM 
to  the  value  of  the  produce.    The  Act 
of    1836    made    the    charge  a  0OD«T 
charge  on  the  producer,  but  it  in^® 
the    money    charge    depend    on   the 
value    of  'the    produce.      The  irbde 
principle     running     throngh    all  the 
legislation  up  to  the  present  time  hsi 
been  that  the  tithe  has  been  aehazg« 
on  the  produce,  and  that  the  amonnt  d 
the  charge  is  regulated  by  the  vthen 
the  produce.    Now,  however,  yoa^^ 
introducing  an  entirely   new  ptiBfll* 
into    the    law     of    tithe.     The  ob^ 
of    the    Bill    has    been    said  to  h^ 
to    change    the    mode     of    reoofeiT* 
That  is   not  so,   because  yon  are  aoi 
only  changing  the  mode  of  reoovflsji 
but  changing  the  nature  of  the  M^ 
You  are  making  it  a  ohar^  not  iTf[ 
produce,  but  upon  the  real  and  psi«*" 
estate  of  the  debtor.     The  resoit  iithjj 
you  are  placing  a  very  mudh  !!«•>•• 
burden  on  the  tithe  payer.    Thaiifc* 
this  is  an  entirely  one-sided  nn***^ 
You  give  this  additional  reme^t*} 
you  create  this  non-  existing  debt  i^jj^ 
the  debtor,   if  so  he    can   be  ^'^ 
but  you  do  nothing  for  the  debti^^ 
credit  hon.  Gentlemen   oppoMit  inB! 
being  the  fanners'  fiiends  as  fltfA  W 
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we  are,  and  I  want  them  to  look  at  the 
fiots  of  the  case.    What  is  the  time  the 
GoFernmeDt  are  choosing  for  imposing 
this  additional   burden   on    the    tithe 
pajer?    I  suppose  there  never  was  a 
time  10  the  history  of  agricultural  de- 
pression when  the  price   of   corn  fell 
80   low    as    during  the   last    12    or 
13   years.      And    this    is    the    time 
joo,    the    avowed     friends     of     the 
fiEtfrnen-^the  men  who  are  constantly 
parading  your  sympathy  for  the  farming 
iotereet—ohoose  to  impose  this   heavy 
additional  taxation  on  the  farmer  with- 
out giving  him  anything  whatever  to 
make  up  for  it     There  are  plenty  of 
farma  which  cannot  be  let  at  any  price 
whatever.    Let  me  read  the  House  part 
of  an  interesting  letter  which  appeared 
in  the  Ttmei  of  to-day,  from  Mr.  Everitt, 
wbo  is  a  tenant  farmer  who  formerly 
represented  one  of  the  Eastern  Counties 
tnioh  has  suffered  especially  from  this 
Agricoltural  depression.     He  says: — 

"  Nerer  iince  the  passing  of  the  Commutation 

Act,  more  than  50  yean  ago,  haa  the  burden  of 

tithe  proMud  so  heavily  upon  the  agricultural 

indoitry  as  now.     For  10  or  12  years  the  price 

of  com  has  been  continuously  falling.     The 

lower  it  falls  the  more  diflBcult  it  becomes  to 

P*7  tithe  at  all.     Owing  to  the  action  of  the 

leren  years*  average,  the  amount  wo  have  had 

topav  during  each  of  the  last  10  years  has  been 

about  10  per  cent  higher  than  the  price  ol  the 

pwdoce  of  that  particular  year  taken  by  itself 

^wdi  warrant,  yet  we  have  had  to  pay  it  out 

^^  produce.    From  a  fifth  of  the  rent  as  it 

J'ifd  to  be,  tithe  haa  become  in  many  cases  a 

^d«  a  half,  the  equal  of  it,  and  in  some  cases 

JuUie  reot.    Indeed,  some  farms  have  actually 

been  driven  out  of  cultivation  because  no  one 

^««id  take  them  to  pay  the  tithe  as  rent.    As 

anrle,  daring  these  hard  times  tithe  receivers 

have  been  verv  hard  with  tithe  payers,  and 

have  insisted  upon  their  full  legal  due.    Con- 

■B^uently  the  feeling  about  tithe,  both  on  the 

Py  of  the  farmer,  and  of  the  landowner,  has 

■**oine  vary   strong.    The   burden    is   mure 

(toeroiis  than  ever  and  more  unpopular.*' 

He  adds  :— 

'^  I  have  attended  many  meetings  in  different 
ctivntiei  during  the  last  few  years,  called  to 
coBplain  of  the  oppressive  weight  of  the  tithe 
^der  the  lamentably  altered  agricultural  con* 
^tions,  and  am  sure  there  is  no  market  town 
a  England  where  at  a  publicly  convened  meet- 
^  •  resolntion  in  favour  of  this  Bill  could  be 
^vncd.  Indeed,  no  one  who  had  any  know- 
Jaafaof  the  agricoltural  situation  would  ven- 
»!•  to  propose  one.  The  Bill  is  little  better 
^f^  an  insult  to  one  of  the  most  suffering 
•**--- m  the  kingdom." 


W^  Sir,  Gentlemen  opposite  are  very 
md  of  ulkiog  about  the  evils  which 
M  inflicted  on  the  British  fanner  by 


foreigni  competition.  But  what  is  it  that 
enables  the  American  farmer,  or  the 
Canadian  farmer,  or  the  Indian  ryot  to 
compete  with  the  British  farmer  in  his  own 
markets  ?  Why,  simply  sll  these  charges, 
the  first  and  foremost  among  which  is 
the  charge  for  tithes.  Of  course,  I 
should  have  no  opposition  to  offer  to  a 
large  and  comprehensive  measure  that 
would  do  justice  between  the  payer  and 
receiver  of  tithes ;  but  when  I  find  the 
Government  bringing  in  a  measure  such 
as  this,  which  does  no  good  to  anybody, 
and  inflicts  endless  trouble  and  expense 
on  the  tithe  payer,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  it  in  every  way  I  can.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Instruction  that  stands  in  my 
name. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  review  and  revise  the 
settiement  made  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  6th 
and  7th  years  of  his  late  Majesty  King  William 
IV.,  entitled  '  An  Act  for  the  Commutation 
of  Tithes  in  England  and  Wales,*  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same.'*  —  ( Jfr.  Osborne 
Morgan,) 

♦Mb.  0.  SEALE-HAYNB  (Devon, 
Ashburton) :  I  do  not  propose  to  put 
myself  out  of  order  by  referring  to  any 
matters  which  I  intended  to  deal  with 
by  the  Instruction  which  I  had  placed 
on  the  "Paper,  but  I  think  I  shall  be  in 
order  if,  upon  the  present  motion,  I  re« 
far  to  the  labours  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  last  year,  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  the  method  of  taking  the 
corn  averages  as  determined  by  the 
Act  of  1 836.  I  am  astonished,  consider- 
ing that  it  is  generally  supposed  that 
the  farmers'  friends  sit  on  the  benches 
opposite,  that  during  the  whole  of  that 
Debate    we  have  not  heard  a  single 

gentleman,  either  belonging  to  that 
bmmittee  or  not  belonging  to  that 
Committee,  who  has  referred  to  the 
grievances  which  affect  the  tenant 
farmers,  and  which  were  brought  before 
the  Committee  by  so  many  witnesses. 
The  evidence  brought  before  that  Com- 
mittee showed  that  the  present  method 
of  taking  averages  is  faulty,  and  is  one 
which  practically  robs  the  tithe  payer 
of  a  very  considerable  amount  of  per- 
centage over  and  above  that  which  he 
ought  to  pay.  In  the  first  place  it  is 
evident  that  the  Government  officials, 
who  ought  to  attend  at  the  various 
markets  and  obtain  from  the  sellers 
as    well    as    the    buyers    the    prices 
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for  which  they  have  sold  their  com, 
ere     in     many     instances    unknown , 
and  many  sellers  even  do  not    know 
that  suoh  an  official  exists.     I    know 
that  the  position  of  those  officials  was 
defended  hefore  the  Committee  by  an 
official  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
nobody  except  that  official  said  one  word 
in  favour  of  those  gentlemen,  who  are 
supposed    to    collect   correct  statistics 
at  the  various  markets.     Under  those 
circumstances,    it    was    perfectly    evi- 
dent to  the  Oommittee,   and  was  one 
of  the  points  upon  which  they  dwelt  in 
their  Eeport,  that  their  Hetnms  were 
prepared  upon  incomplete  information. 
It  so  happened  that  there  was  a  Betum 
which  had  been  obtained  by  an  hon. 
Member    for    one  of  the  divisions  of 
Shropshire,  showing  how  many  quarters 
of  each  species  of  grain  was  returned 
in    the    various   markets,  in   different 
weeks,    and  also    for    a   whole    year, 
and  we  found  that  the  average  price 
was  determined  in  some  of  these  markets 
upon  little  more  than  100  quarters  of 
wheat  or  oats  during  the  whole  year,  so 
that  the  average  was  determined  upon  a 
email  and  especially  good  sample,  and 
consequently  that  the  prices  were  con- 
siderably in  excess  of  the  real  price  of 
the  produce  of  the  land.    We  all  know, 
having  been  told  so  over  and  over  again, 
that  tithe  is  a  portion  of  the  produce  of 
the  land,  and  if  tithe  in  its  origin  was 
one-tenth  part  of  that  produce  I  should 
like  to  know  why  that  part  is  not  to  be 
taken  equitably,  and  did  not  include 
what  is  poor  in  quality  as  well  as  what 
is  good.     The  tenant  farmer  has  a  very 
serious  gprievance  in  this  matter.    It  is 
not  only  evident  that  what  is  good  is 
necessarily  sent  to  the  market  and  ob- 
tains there  the  top  price,  but  it  is  evident 
also  that  a  vast  amount  of  what  ^e 
farmer  calls  '*  tail "  com  does  not  come 
into  the  calculation  of  the  average  price 
in  any  way  whatever.    In  addition  to 
that,  there  is  a  large  amount  of  com 
consumed   on   the    farm    which    is  of 
inferior     quality,     which     also     does 
not  come  into  the  estimated  price  in 
any  shape  or  form.     The  consequence 
is    that  the  average  is  increased  con- 
siderably above  what,   in    fairness,  it 
ought  to  be.    There  is  one  point  which 
came  before  us  in  the  Committee,  and 
which,  like  the  other  grievances  of  tithe* 
payers,  has  not  been  dealt  with  at  all 
in  thiB  Bill|  and  that  is  the 'Question  ef 

Mr.  C.  SeaU-Eity^ 


re-sale.   Corn  which  is  brought  into  the 
market  is  sold  by  the  man  who  produced 
it,  and  the  price  he  obtains  is  that  upon 
which  the  average  ought  to  be  calculated. 
The  corn,  however,  changes  hands  at  a 
profit,  and  the  prices  which  are  taken  by 
the  Qovernment  are  not  the  prices  whidi 
are  obtained  by  the  men  who  grow  the 
com,  but  the  prices  which  are  the  result 
of  speculation   u^on   iho  market,  and 
consequently  includes  the  profits  very 
often  of  several  middlemen,  as  also  the 
cost  of  carriage.    These  are  grisTances 
which  are  not  known  to  the  general  pnblic, 
but  which  are  familiar  to  everyone  who 
represents  an  agricultural  constitaeoej. 
I  sincerely  trust  that  this  Bill  will  pass 
in  its  naked  simplicity  and  with  all  its 
imperfections  upon  it.      I  further  sin- 
cerely trust  that  after  the  passing  ofthe 
Act  in  its  naked  simplicity,*we  may  bare 
a  General  Election,  so  that  we  may  take 
the  sense  of  the  county  constitnendes 
upon  the  subject.    In  that  case,  I  am 
perfectly  conlident  that  the  gentiamen 
who  now  sit  opposite  will  be  sitting  teiy 
shortly  on  these  Benches. 
♦Thb  president  of  the  BOABD 
OF    TRADE    (Sir    M.    Hicks  Bbach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  As  I  had  the  honoor  of 
being  a  Member  of  the  Oommifctes  to 
which  the  hon.  'Member  has  referred,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words.  The 
hon.  Member  attached  great  importaaoe 
to  certain  grievances,  but  the  amount 
of  that  importance  is  nothing  as  cos- 
pared  with  that  which    he  attaches  to 
his  Party  allegiance,    because,  sooner 
than  have  those  grievances  removed,  he 
would  like  to  see  the  Bill  passed  tbroa|^ 
without  dealing  with  them  at  all,  ib 
order  that  his  own  Party  may  hare  die 
greater  success  at  the  General  Eleotiai> 
The  Instruction  has  nothing  in  the  vorid 
to  do  with  the  matters    to   whidi  the 
hon.  Member  has  called  attention.  D* 
hon.  Member  has  confined  his  speeoktt 
the  mode  of  taking  the  com  a^^**^^ 
although  he  ought  to  know  ^utt^ 
was  adopted  long  before  the  pasailg  4 
the  Tithe  Oommutation   Act,  vd  t9$ 
only  applied  to    that   Act  becaiBl  ^ 
happened  to  be  in  existence.    Ths^ig| 
Member  did  not  indicate  how  he  w«v 
revise  the  taking  of  the  averagse^Mi 
while  citing  evidence  given  befoi^M ' 
Committee  of  last  year,  the  hon.  KlK^ ' 
her  did  not  quote  the  Report  of  ib0  0^, 
mittee,  which  gives  a  good  ^'^s^''^'^ 
eteijr  ode  of  the  grierane^  ^ompUf^ 
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of.  The  majority  of  the  Committeo  did 
not  asnree  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  evidence  given  before 
them,  and  in  more  than  one  instance,  on 
the  points  to  which  he  has  referred,  the 
hoo.  Member  was  himself  in  a  minority 
of  one. 

♦Mr.  SEALE  HATNE  :  Pardon  me. 
Only  on  one  occasion. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  Well,  on 
one  occasion  at  all  events.  I  will  not 
now  deal  with  these  points,  but  the  hon. 
Member's  arguments  respecting  them 
ftte  answered  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. If  any  hon.  Member  thinks 
that  the  averages  are  taken  on  a  wrong 
^«i  I  would  advise  him  to  study  the 
evidence  and  Beport  before  making 
^7  suggestions    to  the  House  on  the 

object  So  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
▼emment  are  concerned  they  will  abide 
l>T  the  Keport,  and  they  are  not  pre- 
P<^  to  legislate  on  these  tK>int8.  With 
'^g^  \o  the  Instruction  now  before  the 
Committee,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^d  not  adduce  one  argument  in  its 
^Pport.  It  is  obvious  that  if  the 
House  were  to  ag^ee  to  the  Instruction 
it  must  defeat  the  Bill,  and  it  is  obvious 
^  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^etint  to  efifect  that  object  without  in 
the  slightest  degpree  showing  his  own 
hand  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
iteration  sugg^ted  in  his  Instruction 
*^d  be  brought  about. 

&B  W.  HABCOUET:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  regard  it  as  a 
^^  objection  to  the  Instruction  that  it 
vo^  put  an  end  to  the  Bill.  I  should 
we  thought  that  what  has  happened 
to-night  might  have  shown  him  that  the 
i*ntfe  of  the  Bill  would  not  be  re- 
(ntted  by  either  side  of  the  House.  It 
I  tith  the  greatest  diffioulfy,  and  only 
9  votes  given  very  much  against  the 
F>*>n«  that  the  Government  have  secured 
'  Banow  majority.  But  hovr  is  this 
"itrwtion  to   be   fatal  to    the   Bill? 


nils,  th  >rla  ciple  of  the  Bill  being 
^itiato?*:  only  against  one  party, 
JMeBtnt  farmer,  the  Government  say 
ViUbe  fatal  to  their  Bill  if  counter- 

r 
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vailing  justice  be  done  to  the  other 
party.  There  are  really  three  parties 
to  the  tithe  question — the  tithe  owner, 
the  tithe  payer,  and  the  lithe  debtor.  It 
is  a  curious  thing  that  the  debtor  is  the 
landowner,  and  the  payer  is  the  tenant 
farmer.  The  Government  are  legislating 
in  favour  of  the  tithe  o^mer.  They 
refuse  to  legislate  against  the  tithe 
debtor ;  and  they  put  the  whole  stress 
of  the  Bill  on  the  tithe  payer.  In  taxa- 
tion  it  is  always  considered  a  great  evil 
to  make  the  trader  advance  the  taxes. 
But  this  is  what  the  Bill  does  to  the 
tenant  farmer.  The  Home  Secretary 
says,  *'We  will  get  at  the  landowner 
through  the  tenant,  who  shall  be  made 
to  advance  the  tithe."  The  Chairman 
of  Committees  in  his  acute  speech  has 
pointed  out  what  the  consequence  will 
be  if  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent.  It  is 
said  you  cannot  interfere  with  the  con- 
tract between  landlord  and  tenant  under 
which  the  latter  has  to  pay  tithe.  The 
conclusive  answer  is,  you  are  affecting 
the  condition  of  one  of  the  parties,  and, 
if  you  do  that,  you  must  redress  the 
situation  of  the  other.  Stand  by  the 
contract  if  you  like  and  leave  the  tenant 
alone ;  but  if  you  must  choose  to  meddle 
with  the  tenant  you  must,  in  legal 
phrase,  reform  the  contract.  You  have 
no  businsss  to  say  there  is  one  contract, 
and  only  one,  that  is  sacred,  and  that  is  the 
contract  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant.  There  is  one  contract  that  is 
quite  as  sacred,  and  that  is  the  Parlia- 
mentary contract  of  1836.  This  is  a 
solemn  contract  into  which  Parliament 
entered  with  the  parties  to  the  transac- 
tion and  with  the  tenant  farmer  first  and 
mainly.     The  Act  says : — 

'<  Provided  always  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  operate  to  render  any  person  whom- 
soever personally  liable  for  the  payment  of 
tithes." 

A  County  Court  Judgment  would  impose 
a  <' personal"  liability  on  the  tenant 
farmer,  and  that  would  be  a  deliberate 
violation  of  the  statutory  compact.  The 
(Government  talk  about  the  "agricul- 
tural interest,"  but  we  know  yexy  well 

what  they  mean  by  it.  They  mean  the 
parson  and  the  squire ;  and  they  do  not 
mean  the  tenant  farmer  and  the  labourer. 
The  Bill  gives  to  the  parson  a  facility 
for  getting  his  tithe  wnioh  he  does  not 
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possess    at    present.     Besides  that,  it 
guarantees  the  squire  against  bearing 
any  part  of  the  odium  of  that  facility ; 
and  the  tenant  farmer  is  between  these 
two  millstones.    That  is  the  real  mean- 
ing of  the  Bill.    If  fd!r  any  adequate 
reason  the  Parliamentary  contract  is  to 
be  set  aside,  the  contracts  of  all  parties 
must  be  revised.    That  is  the  demand 
the    Opposition    make,    and  the    Go- 
vernment   meet   it  by    saying,    "We 
will     do     nothing     of     the      kind.'' 
The   hon.    Member    for    Sussex    fSir 
W.     Barttelot),     finding      all      other 
argpiments  fail,  and  finding  his  difficul- 
ties shared  by  Gentlemen  sitting  around 
him,     brings  forward    the    shibboleth 
which  is  used  when  all  other  arguments 
fail,  and  whenever  any  injustice  is  to  be 
supported,   and  cries   out    "Law  and 
order."    Well,  do  you  not  see  you  are 
making  law  and  order  ridiculous  when 
you  use  it  for  purposes  of  this  kind  ?  Do 
you  not  see  you  are  making  the  tenant 
farmers  of  England  and  Wales  think 
very  much  what  the  tenant  farmers  of 
Ireland  think  about  your  law  and  order  ? 
If  in  a  case  of  such  palpable  injustice 
as  this  you  cry  law  and  order,  you  bring 
law    and  order  into    contempt.    Tk«ere 
is  no    doubt  this  tithe    question    has 
led  to  occurrences  we  all  deplore ;  but 
that  does  not  affect  the  obhgation  to 
deal  with  it  in  a  statesmanlike  way  by 
paying  due  regard  to  all  the  interests 
involved.    The  interests  of  all  parties 
concerned  ought  to  be  fully  ana  fairly 
considered ;   and  the  cause  of  law  and 
order  will  not  be  promoted  if  one  of  the 
parties  is  treated  in  an  unfair  manner. 
By  the  rejection  of  these  Instructions  the 
Government  are  refusing  all  amendment 
to  the  Bill  and  disabling  themselves  from 
amending  the  Bill  at  aU ;  because  every- 
body knows  the  object  of  an  Instruction 
is  that  it  can  be  applied  to  Amendments 
which  without  it  cannot  be  introduced  at 
all.    After  the  very  singular  indication 
of  the  feeling  of  the  fiousoi  I  shoidd 
have    thought    that    the    Government 
would  have  been  willing  to  reconsider 
their  position.    I  do  not  know  whether 
we  shall  be  accused  of  obstruction,  but 
I  will  venture  to  say  that,  considering 
the  votes  that  have  come  from  the  other 
side  in  support  of  our  Motions,  a  more 
legitimate  opposition  to  a  Bill  was  never 
offered ;  and  I  hope  that  opposition  will 
be  continuedi  and  that  in  Committee  the 

8if  TT.  Hareouri 


Bill  will  be  fought  line  by  line,  in  order 
that  the  country  may  learn  its  real  cha- 
racter. Hon.  Members  may  not  like 
this  reference  to  ^e  country,  but  it  most 
come,  and  that  soon,  if  the  Government 
persist  in  their  line  of  action.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  is  entitled  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  Wales,  and  he  proposes  tint 
the  Committee  shall  have  power  to  re- 
vise the  existing  settlement;  and  in  this 
connection  I  would  ask  hon.  Memben 
opposite — the  hon.  Member  for  Maldon, 
for  instance — to  note  that  the  Pieddent 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  said  that  the 
Government  have  made  up  their  minds 
to  make  no  modification  with  respect  to 
tithe  averages.  I  hope  the  ooontcy  fiQ 
ta^e  note  of  that  statement— a  definite 
and  clear  declaration  on  the  part  of  the 
Government ;  and  hon.  Members  most 
reconcile  it  as  they  can  with  the  promise 
of  a  full  and  comprehensive  Bill  next 
year  or  the  year  after,  or  some  yesn 
hence.  Whenever  we  have  the  Bill,  the 
Government  have  declared  througb  th^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they  will 
not  tolerate  any  revision  of  tithe  arer- 
ages. 

♦Sir  M.  H.  BEACH :  That  is  not  what 
I  said.  What  I  said  was,  that  we  shonld 
not  undertake  to  legislate  against  the 
Eeportof  the  Committee  of  last  year,  and 
in  favour  of  the  view  of  the  hon.  Qenfle* 
man  opposite.  The  question  of  tte 
number  of  years  on  which  the  tithe 
average  should  be  taken  is  entirely  aa 
open  question. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  glad  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  that 
explanation,  but  I  do  not  quite  under* 
stand  what  the  Government  have  made 
up  their  minds  to  do. 

*Sm  M.  H.  BEACH  :  Perhaps  d» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  alW 
Heport  of  the  Committee. 

Sir  W,  H ARCOXJET  :  What  I  h«»» 
to  say  in  regard  to  the  tithe  averagsi^ 
this — that  nothing  can  be  more  unjnit  ta 
the  tenant  farmers  than  theoperatio&ol 
these  averages  upon  the  tenant  faitt<^ 
under  the  unprecedented  low  P'***n 
agricultural  produce.  If  yoo  are  gi*9 
to  affect  their  position  advefsdly 
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the  Bill,  surely  some  relief  ought  to  be 
g^ven  under   the    oiroumstances.     So, 
ako,  in  respect  to  aesessment  and  other 
questions  inyolved   in  the  settlement. 
If  the  Oovernment  re-open  this  question 
I  maintain   that,  they    are    bound  to 
review  it  as  a  whole  in  respect  to  all  the 
persons  concerned.    It  is  most  unfair  to 
the  House  and  the  country  that  at  this 
Deriod  of  tbe  Session  a  measure  of  this 
kind  should  be  pressed  as  it  is  being 
pressed.    The  Government  know  per- 
fectly well  the  distaste,  the  dislike,  and 
the  disapprobation  with    which    it    is 
looked  upon  even  by  their  own  sup- 
porters, and  to  interpose  such  a  Bill  in 
the  middle  of  Supply  is  merely  to  waste 
time    upon    the      subject.     \_Crie8    vf 
*^  Order  1"]    I  can  soon  place  myself  in 
order  by  a  Motion  if   hon.  Members 
drive  me  to  such  a  course.     I  say  it  is 
most    unfair    to      the     House     that 
the  Bill   should    be    forced    upon  us 
&0W.     Of     course,     the    Government 
Diay  by  a  majority  of  four    or  even 
by    a    majority    of    one     pass     the 
Bill  mto  law,  but  they  will  have  no 
reason  to  congratulate  themselves  upon 
the  success  which  they  achieve.    This 
Instruction  raises  a  distinct  issue,  and 
Bpon  that  we  are  asked  why  we  do  not 
Iaj  down  our  plan.     But  it  is  no  part  of 
our  business  to  propound  a  plan.    We 
^ywant  to  get  out  of  the  narrow  limits 
imposed  by    the   Bill,  and    allow   the 
Qovwnment  an  opportunity,  and  allow 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  an  opportunity,  in  Committee 
of  making  the  Bill  a  just  instead  of  the 
one-sided  and  iniquitous  measure  which 
it  now  is  with  respect  to  one  of  the 
psrtiee  to  the  transaction. 

Kr.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Har- 
row): The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cen- 
sus the  Bill  as  one-sided,  and  con- 
demns the  Qt>vernment  for  introducing 
it  at  this  period  of  the  Session.  Does 
Ao  right  boo.  Gentleman  mean  that 
iWe  is  to  be  in  the  coming  winter  a 
v^tition  of  the  scenes  of  last  year  ?  Is 
ftelawto  be  defied  and  rights  settled 
tt  1836  to  be  entirely  ignored,  and  are 
^W)S6  who  are  entitled  to  tithe  rent- 
fiuuge  to  be  deprived  of  it  by  an  agita- 
&m  conducted  in  the  interests  of  a 
Ptttkolar  party  ?    The  issue  is  whether 


law  and  order  are  to  prevail,  or  the  will 
of  a  few  gentlemen  conducting  an  agita- 
tion in  Wales.    I  object  to  a  review  of 
the  Act  of  1836,  which  is  a  most  masterly 
piece  of  legislation.    I  wish  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  present  day  were  half  as 
skilfully    conducted.      If    the    Act   is 
examined  it  will  be  seen  that  almost 
every  interest  has  been  considered.    All 
parties  were  called  before  the  Oommis- 
sion,  and  every  effort  was  made  to  secure 
a  fair  and  equitable  settlement  of  the 
question.    It    may    be    that    in    some 
instances  the  settlement  may  operate,  I 
will     not     say    unfairly,    but    to    the 
disadvantage  of   one  party,    but  is  it 
possible  to  have  a  settlement  involving 
a  variety  of  interests  without  something 
of  this  kind  ?    In  some  parts  of  the 
country  the  disadvantage  is  against  the 
receiver,   in    other    parts    against  the 
payer.     I  do  not  wish  to  be  misunder- 
stood.    I  am  not  indisposed  to  consider 
the  whole  question,  but  I  object  to  the 
larger  question  being  tied  to  a  Bill  of 
this  cheuracter.    The  rights  of  the  tithe- 
owners  were  established  not  by  the  Act 
of   1836,  they  existed  as  far  back  as 
historical  memory  goes,  first  upon  cus^ 
tom,  which  afterwards  was  merged  into 
the  law  of  the  land.     When  these  rent- 
charges  were  established  thoy  became  a 
first  charge  upon  the  land,  and  if  the 
law  were  as  supreme  now  as  it  was  in 
those  days,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  the  collection  of  those  tithes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  trie 
tithepayer  and  the  tithe  debtor  as  though 
they  were  something   different.     Does 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  been 
a   Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  know 
nothing  of  the  Property  Tax  ?    There  is 
the  Property  Tax  receiver,  the  payers 
and  the    debtor.     There   is  the  State 
which  receives  it,  the  tenant  who  pays 
it,  and  the  landlord  who  is  the  debtor. 
The  tenant  pays  the  tax  and  deducts  it 
from    his  rent;  and   I  fail  to   see  the 
smallest  grievance  in  the  matter  of  tithe 
to  the  tithepayer,  who  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  the  medium  employed  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  the  tithe,  the 
real  debtor  and  the  real  payer  being  ihe 
landlord,  from  whose  rent  the  tithe  is 
deducted.    I  hope,    however,  the  Gt>- 
vemmekit  will  be  prepared  to  receive 
Amendments  which  may  put  the  tithe 
payment  on  the  tithe  debtor,  which  may 
t^ndtoprevetit  somewbat  the  tumultuous 
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proceediDpf«  that  have  been  witnessed  in  j 
Wales,   and    which    may  result    in  a 
happy  solution  of  this  question. 

Mr.    HERBERT    GARDNER:     I 

heartily    at^ree    with    the    hon.     and 

learned     Gentleman    in    his     earnest 

wish    that     the     settlement    by    the 

Government  of  the  present  day  should 

be  equal  to  that  arrived  at  in  1836.  The 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  pointed 

out  that  at  that  time  the  Gbvernment  of 

that  day  showed  itself  ready  to  consider 

the  position  of  all  parties,  and  that  is 
exactly  what  we  ask  the  Government  to 
do  at  the  present  moment  in  considera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  but  that  is  also  exactly 
what  the  Government  of  to-day  refuse 
to  do  by  their  abnolute  rejection  of 
these  Instructions.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  somewhat  in- 
consistent in  the  way  in  which  he  praised 
the  Government  of  1836;  because 
though  he  praised  that  Government  for 
listening  to  both  parties,  he  admitted 
that  one  of  the  two  parties  had  a  gpriev- 
aaee  and  had  to  bear  it  as  best  it 
ooiild. 

Mr.  AMBROSE :  I  did  not  say  that 

either  party  had  a  grievance  now.    On 

the  contrary,  I  said  the  tithe- payer  had 
no  grievance,  because  he  could  deduct 
the  amount  of  his  payment  from  his 
rent. 

Mr.  GARDNER :   I  will  deal  with 

that  a  little  later.  The  hon.  and  learned 

Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  there 

would  be  no  harm  in  the  Government 

rejecting  this  Instruction  now,  because 

he  hoped  Amendments  would  be  intro- 
duced in  Committee  in  regard  to  these 
matters.  But  he  seems  to  me  to  be 
•absolutely  ignorant  of  the  Forms  of  the 
House ;  if  these  Instructions  are  refused 
it  will  be  absolutely  impossible  to  bring 
in  any  such  Amendments  in  Oommittee, 
and  therefore  the  matter  cannot  be 
dealt  with  in  the  manner  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  be  prepared 
to  deal  with  it.  In  the  earlier  part  of 
his  speech  he  said  that  this  Bill  was  in- 
-troduoed  in  the  interest  of  law  and 
order.  If  we  were  able  to  believe  all 
that  has  been  said  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  we  should  believe  that  the 

Mr,  Amhrou 


Bill  is  distinctly  and  specifically  for  one 
class  of  persons  alone— those  who  can 
pay  but  who  will  not  pay.    But  nothing 
more  absolutely  false  was  ever  stated. 
The      Bill     is     to      apply     to    the 
tithepayers   generally    of  the  "United 
Kingdom.    Now,  accepting  it  as  a  mat- 
ter of   argument  that   the   farmen  of 
Wales  are  dishonest  in  ref usiofi;  pay- 
ment— that   I  deny,   but  suppoang  it 
were  so— this  Bill  does  not  deal  with 
them  alone,  and  why  should  the  tithe 
payers  of  Essex  and  Suffolk  be  pat  to 
severe  treatment    because   the  Welsh 
tithe  payers  refuse  to  pay  their  lithes? 
It  is  absolutely  absurd.    The  real  fact 
is  that  the  majority  of  persoos  who  vill 
be  hit  under  these  circumstances  are 
the    suffering  tenant  farmers  and  the 
small  yeomen,  not  those  who  can  pay 
and  will  not  pay,  and  the  result  will  be 
that  for  the  first  time  the  Govemiaait 
will  succeed   in  bringing  Tory  tithe- 
payers  into  line  with  the  advocates  of 
Disestablishment,  and  that  surely  ooght 
to  be  a  matter  for   oonsideration  for 
sagacious  Churchmen.     I  hope  we  may 
now  have  an  answer  from  the  Qcfem- 
ment  whether  in  their  promised  Com- 
mittee there  will  be  an  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  Tithes  Oommutation  Act 
of  1836.      Will  the  Qovemmeot  now 
give  us  the  answer  they  declined  to  p^ 
earlier  in  the  evening  ?    The  right  ho^ 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Boaid 
of  Trade  seemed  to  think  he  had  gnen 
a  sufficient  answer  to  my  hon.  Frimw 
on  the  question  of  com  aTsrag^es,  aim 
taunted  him  with  being  in  a  minoritjr" 
one  on  the  Committee ;  but  I  rememw' 
Divisions  on  the  Committee  when  thj 
(Government  were  only  in  a  majority  of 
one  or  two.    I    am    sure  the  teiw 
farmers  will  not  regard  the  wfiwajw 
the  Government    to   inquire  into  »• 
question  of  com  averages  with  •^Jj 
complacency.      I  have  referred  to  ttj 
injustice  of  the  septennial  averaM  »J 
will  not  go  into  that  again.    In  ^ 
Debates  on  the  passing  of  fhe  ^^ 
1836  it  was  laid  down  that  one  olftj 
reasons  for  its  passing  was  that  it  viV^ 
stop  any  tax  on  the  moneyput  it0^ 
cultivation  of  the  land.     Will  ■■»•■•' 
Gbntleman  tell  me  that  the  tiwj* 
paid  now  does  not,  in  a  great  a^i<^ 
of  instances,  oome  out  of  capital  p^^ 
into  the  soil  since  1836  in  cffder  to  » 
prove  the  agricultural  industry  o(  tm 
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country?  No  one  with  knowledge  of 
the  subject  will  deny  that.  I  really 
cannot  congratulate  the  Government 
on  their  defence  of  their  measure.  I 
have  not  heard  a  eingle  speech  from 
Conservative  or  Liberal  Unionists  that 
has  really  been  a  defence  of  the  Bill, 
and  even  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Bench  it  seemed  to 
me  there  came  a  yery  half>hearted 
defence  of  their  position.  Under  these 
drcumatances,  I  ask  the  Government 
whether  they  do  not  think  it  would  be 
well  to  accept  this  Instruction,  which 
will  give  them  an  opportunity  of  recon- 
flidenng  the  matter,  and  of  bringing  in 
a  Bill  of  a  comprehensive  character 
which  will  give  satisfaction  all  round  ? 

Ma.  C,  W.  GRAY :  In  regard  to 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  very  much  regret  that  there 
should  have  been  so  much  Party  ani- 
mus in  his  speech.  I  regret  also  that 
^0  agricultural  interest  should  again 
be  made  a  sort  of  shuttlecock  between 
the  two  Parties  in  this  House.  What 
I  desire  is  that  all  sections  of  this 
House  should  try,  if  possible, 
to     thrash      this      unfortunate      Bill 

^  a  shape  in  which  it  will  be  bene- 
«a*J,  or  kick  it  out  altogether.     The 
^'I'truction  now  under  consideration  is, 
imdoubtedly,  the  most  important   In- 
>truotton  of  the  five  we  see  on  the  Paper, 
and  I  very  much  wish  it  had  appeared 
^in    the    list,  so  that  the  Debates 
o^t  have  turned   upon  it.     It  is  the 
most  comprehensive    of    the   Instruc- 
tions ;  indeed,  under  it  I  should  think 
that  every  subject  of  importance  relat 
u>g  io  tithe    can    be  discussed.      At 
Auy  rate,  I  know  that  the  interests  of 
the  agriculturalists  are  covered  by  the 
Instruction.      The  agriculturalists  who 
^  discontented  with  the  existing  law 
Amply  ask  that  the  Commutation  Act  of 
18;i6  should  be  reviewed.      They  say 
t^t  agricolture  has  changed  in  its  con- 
ditions since  1836,  and  it  is  upon  that 
pivot  that  all  their  appeals  turn.    .  No 
dottbtthe  Actoof  1836  and   1836  were 
well  thoughtont,  but  whether  or  not  they 
worked  well    for   a  time,  I  am  most 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  they  are  alto-^ 
pther  unsuited  to  the  conditions   in* 


which  agriculturalists  now  find  them- 
selves, and  for  that  reason  I  must  sup- 
port the   Instruction  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   goes  to  a  Division.       My 
hon.  Colleague  was  quite  right  in  draw- 
ing the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
position  of  the  yeoman  farmer.    There 
was  a  time  when  the  yeoman  farmer 
was  described  as  the  backbone  of  old 
England,  and  in  discussing  this  question 
we  must  consider  what  effect  the  Bill 
will  have  upon  that  class.      Everyone 
must  admit  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject to  that  class.     But  is  there  a  single^ 
line  in    the    Bill   calculated    to    giveu 
them    relief?      Not     one.       Nothings 
but    the    re -opening   of    the    question, 
of    the    Tithe  Commutation  Acts  wilK 
satisfy  the   yeoman  farmer,  who   has 
for  1 2   long  years  past  demanded  that 
the  Tithe  Question  shall  be  thoroughly 
looked  into.      Her  Majesty    does  not 
reign  over  a  more  loyal  class,  and  is  the 
answer  to  the  demand  which  the  yeoman 
farmer    has  made  to  be  that   all   the 
Government  are  prepared  to  give  is  con-' 
tained  within  the  pages  of  the  Bill  before- 
ns  ?    If  so,  can  anyone  wonder  at  the  yeo-^ 
man  farmer's  disappoinment  ?  They  have^ 
been  disappointed  with  previous  Govern- 
ments— though  I  do  not  wish  to  use  the 
tu  quoque  argument  against  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby. 
The  question  is,  not  who  has  or  who  ha^ 
not  done  anything  for  them,  but  what 
should  be  done  now  ?    This  can  be  donOi  - 
— we  can  go  back  to  the  Commutatioui- 
Acts,  and  ask  how  far  they  are  applicable  • 
to  existing  circumstances.  Where  there  is 
a  will  there  is  a  way,  and  I  am  sure  it  • 
would  be  possible  to  re- open  these  Acts, 
and  try  and  make  them  more  applicable  •- 
to  the  altered  position  of  \b%^,    The» 
hon.  Member  for  Shropshire,  who  is  a^ 
champion  of  the  Church,  might  give  ua 
his  advice  in  the  matter,  and  I  am  sure 
we  should  be  only  too  glad  to  pay  every 
attention  to   his  views.     I   must   say, 
however,   with  regard  to  the  Church 
view  of  the  question,  if  you  want  to 
make  the  Church  popular  you  must  re- 
move from  that  body  every  suspicion  of 
greed.    I  feel  convinced  that  if  it  goes 
out  all  over  the  agricultural  districts^- 
at  all  events  in  England,  and  I  will  say 
nothing  of  Wales,  as  it  is  quite  enougU 
for  me  to  deal  with  the  wants  of  my  own 
country— that  the  clergy  would  rather 
receive  large  cheques  irom  the  land* 
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lords  instead  of  collecting  tlie  tithe  in 
small  amounts.  Whatever  shaking  the 
Chnrch  may  receive  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  will  come,  not  from  without, 
but  from  within.  My  opinion  is,  that 
if  the  Bill  goee  into  Committee  without 
the  House  having  the  benefit  of  this 
Instruction,   the  measure  will  not  be 

Sroductive  of  that  advantafce  which  the 
overnment  anticipate.     Unless  there 
is  a  verr  great  difference  between  the 
Welsh  fdrmers  and  the  English  farmers, 
it  will  haveadtaturbingeffect  in  Wales. 
Who  will  Bay  that  the  odium  which  now 
attaches  to  the  collection  of  tithe  will  be 
removed  wben  the  County  Court  process 
is  substituted  for  the  present  distraint  ? 
Who    will    put  the    rough   process   of 
the    County    Court     in     motion — who 
but  the  owner    of    the    tithe?      And 
anrely  the  facts  of  the  situation  will  be 
BB  apparent  to  the  Welsh  tithe  payur  as 
to  every  Member  here.     If  I  could  do 
BO  without  appearing  to   be  presump- 
tuous I  would  most  certainty  advise  every 
hon.     Member    from      Wales    to    do 
Bverything  be  possibly  can  during  the 
coming  Autumn  to  get  the  tithe  payers 
of  W^es  to  refrain  from  everythioK  in 
the  nature  of  disturbance.    We  in  Eng- 
land are  watching  the  action   of   our 
Welsh  brother  farmers  with  great  in 
tereet.      However  severe  tbe   preuure 
nf  tithe  payiug    has    been    upon    the 
lod  we  to  the  last  man 
iney  so  long  as  we  had 
irae.  we  have  made  our 
shall  continue  to  do  so 
[ueslion  is  loobed  into 
>mmended  by  the  hon. 
nbighahire.     We   con- 
that  any  one   who  en- 
inceorwhoadvisee^those 
to  pay  is  defeating  the 
MsM  to  have  in  view. 
nd  that  any  section  of 
ists     of   the    country, 
Ik,  Essex,  or  in  Wales, 
Bther  to  refuse   to  pay 
's  is  A  just  debt  from 
tter  whom,  I  shall  lose 
that    BOution.     I  hope 
ipposite   will  take  this 
art.     I   am  not  saving 
bt  and  fair  that  tliere 
mge  in  the  law.     We 
the   present  law    and 
protests.     I  have  been 
or  twice  in  regard  to 


{OOUUONS}  i^MMwy  MI. 

the  Committee  which  sat  to  conBiderthe 
question  of  Com  Averages,  and  a  fwltng 


of  eiprit  d*  eorpt  would  have  preventH 
my  making  any  allusion  to  Uist  Com- 
mittee had  it  not  been  for  snch  nte^ 

ice.  I  have  been  appealed  to  u  to 
-ly  experience  in  connection  with  tbit 
Committee,  and  I  answer  frankly  and 
unhesitatingly  that  I  was  very  mndi 
dissatisfied  with  the  Beport  which  emi- 
nated  from  that  Committee.  I  do  not 
believe  the  Beport  fitted  in  with  the 
views  of  the  g-eneral  agricultural  tith« 
payer  throughout  the  length  and  bresdtli 
of  the  country.  Wherever  I  went  iftet 
that  Beport  was  made  I  was  told  bj  the 
farmers:  "  We  looked  anjiously  to «m 
what  your  Beport  would  be,  au'l  no*  it 
»iink  it  worthless."  It  ii 
quite  true  a  gentleman  who  was  oDce  t 
Member  of  this  House  was  called  u  i 
witnesB— I  refer  to  Mr.  Albert  PflU- 
and  he  told  ns  he  waa  aatisfied  wiA 
the  position  of  tithe  legtslatioD.  I  vu 
very  much  surprised  at  that  evideiiM, 
and  could  not  consent  to  take  it  u  tbit 
of  B  frieod  of  the  farmers.  So  one- 
sided was  Ur.  Pell's  statement  thtt  I 
asked  him  whether  he  bad  any  intsnit, 
directly  or  directly,  in  tithe  asatilht 
owner,  and  it  then  came  out  that  be*i> 
a  very  Urge  tithe  owner.  Upon  ^^ 
BO  far  as  I  waa  concerned,  all  Mr.  WT' 
evidence  was  very  much  disooanted.  1 
have  been  in  a  dilemma  on  thialilh* 
quesUon  all  the  way  throagb,  bnt  stfe 
same  time  I  have  wished  to  be  unon. 
I  have  spoken  my  mind  in  the  intanA 
of  my  agricultural  friends  ID  theeonotiTi 
and  BO  long  as  one  hon.  Hemher  in  tH 
House  will  listen  to  me  I  shall  ctnliBiM 
to  do  so  when  opportunity  offers. 

•UR.WlNTEBBOTHAM(aionoe*«- 
shire,  Cirenoestet) :  TheHonsehasjul 
listened  to  a  very  interesting  and  aT«f 
honest  speech  from  a  Oonssrntn* 
Member  who  represents  farmer*— *I* 
finding  bis  way,  as  eo  many  oikV  | 
have  done,  to  the  House  by  ftoaa^ 
to  support  the  interests  of  the  (•■• 
fanners,  does  support  those  irf*"* 
even  at  the  risk  of  having  to  volei^w 
his  Forty.  I  do  not  think  tht,))^ 
Member,  when  he  goes  down  to  A* 
Anglia  again,  will  have  *°7''>^Jf 
fear  in   tendering  *u  Roeout  tlW 
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votes  he  has  given  on  this  Bill.    The 

part  of   the    country     from     which 

I  come  has   been    alluded  to  by   the 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 

Michael  Hicke  Beach)    as   one   which 
has  suffered  almost  as  much  depres- 
moDj  Eo  far  as    the    cultivation    and 
the  value   of   land   is    concerned,  as 
even  the  East  of  England.    I  am  able  to 
corroborate  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
I  am  very  glad  indeed  to  be  able  to  give 
my  vote  on  behalf  of  the  farmers  who 
have  suffered  so  much.    The  right  hon. 
Baronet    and  those  who  have  so  long 
claimed  to    specially     represent     the 
agiienltural  interests,  turn  a  deaf  ear 
to  the  complaints  of  the  tenant  farmer 
and  a  ready  ear   to    the  complaints 
of  the  clergy  and  tithe- owner.    The 
clergy   seem    to     have     advised    the 
OoveromeDt  to    upset   the    settlement 
come  to  in  1870  on  educational  matters 
—and  I  think  they  have  done  so  un- 
wisely.   The  change  when  it  is  effected 
will  not  be  found  satisfactory  to  those 
who  have  brought  it  about ;  and  in  like 
manner  on  this  tithe  question,  when  it 
18  finally  settled,   the   settlement  will 
surely  be  in  the  interest  of  the  tenant 
farmer  who    has   waited   so  patiently 
for  relief  from  admitted  grievances  as 
i^rd  tithe    for    years.      I    do  not 
«w  how  any  hon.  Member,  who  really 
has  the  interest  of  the  farmers  at  heart, 
^^  take  exception  to  this  Instruction. 
The  settlement  of  1836  referred  to  in 
it  was  a  settlement  to  which  there  were 
three  parties — ^the  clergy,  the  tenants, 
ttd  the  landowners.     The  landowners 
Soon  managed  aftet  their  manner    to 
ihift    the    burden    from    their    own 
i^lders,  leaving  it  on  the  tenants,  al- 
ftoQgh  it  is  not  a  tenants'  debt,  and 
Wer  was  intended  to  be.     In  the  in- 
favests  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Glouoes- 
Cfltshire,  I  protest  against  the  present 
^Bdair  attempt  to  upset  the  settlement 
«f  1836  on   behalf  of   a  single  class. 
I  regard    this    Bill  as    an    insult  to 
&e  tmiant  farmers  of  England.    I  have 
tet  heard  a  whisper  from  hon.  Members 
^osite  to  the  effect  that  these  tenant 
M&sn  have  not  paid  their  tithes — and 
pul  them,  too,  when  they  could  ill- 
Afittd  to  do  it,  and  in  cases  where  no 
^ibatement  has    been  allowed.     Why 
b'tUs     County    Court    process     to 
(^  -inflicted   on    them  —  why    should 


they  be  insulted   in  this  way  in  the 
interest  of  law  and  order  in  Wales? 
As   representing  an  agricultural  con* 
stituency,  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
earnestly  protest  against  this  Bill,  which 
I  believe  will  be  viewed  with  disfavour 
by    agriculturalists     throughout     the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country.    It 
is  an  old  maxim  of  our  Constitution 
that  redress  of  grievances  should  always 
precede  Supply.    But  you  are  not  re- 
dressing the  grievances  of  the  farmers ; 
you  are  altering  the  settlement  of  1836 
in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  owner  alone — 
altering  the  position  of  affairs  adversely 
to  the  tithe  payers.    I  protest  against 
that  as   being   opposed  to  the    great 
principle  of  redress  of  grievances  going 
before  Supply.     What  is  this  Bill  for— 
this  Bill  brought  forward  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House,  to  raise  Party  dis- 
putes and  opposition,  and  create  bitter 
reelings  not  only  in  Wales,  but  through- 
out   the    length    and    breadth  of  the 
country.    What  is  the  Bill  to  do  ?     We 
hear  from  the  Home  Secretary  that  it 
shall  be  amended  so  as  not  to   cause 
anyone  to  be  imprisoned,  for  he  has 
promised   to  insert  words  in  it  which 
will    forbid    imprisonment    under  the 
measure.    It  will  do  nothing  but  put  a 
stigma    and    insult    upon    the   tenant 
farmers,  and  pile  up  County  Court  costs. 
This  Instruction  is  one  that  I  heartily 
support,  for  I  hold  that  if  the  settle- 
ment of  1836  is  to  be  altered  or  modified 
at  all,  it  ought  to  be  amended  all  rounds 
so  that  we  may  try  to  meet  the  griev- 
ances of  the  tithe-owners ;  we  may  also, 
at  the  same  time,  remove  those  of  the 
long-suffering  tenant   farmers   of  the 
United  Elingdom. 

♦Admiral  FIELD  (Eastbourne)  :  As 
the  Eepresentative  of  an  agricultural 
division  in  the  County  of  Sussex,  I  de- 
sire to  say  a  few  words  on  this  question. 
I  think  the  hon.  Member  ^ho  has  just 
spoken  has  touched  the  weak  point  in 
this  Bill,  which  by  providing  that  the 
tenant  may  be  sued  for  the  tithe,  puts 
him  in  the  position 

•Me.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  going  into  the 
whole  question  of  the  Bill,  and  is  not 
confining  himself  to  the  Instruction  be- 
fore the  House.    - 
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♦Admikal  field  :  I  will  try  to  obey 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker;   but,  as  I 
stated,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  hit  the 
weak  point  of  the  Bill.     I  may  say  that 
nothing  would  induce   me  to  support 
the  Qovernmeut  and  vote  against  this 
Instruction,  but  the  conviction  that  we 
shall  have  a  larger  measure  from  them 
at  a  later  period.     I  am  in  sympathy 
with   all  of  these  Instructions,  and  I 
think  that  every  man  in  the  House  is 
in   sympathy   with  them — indeed,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  are  in  sympathy 
with   them,    and  I  only  vote    against 
them  because  I  look  on  them  as  insin- 
cere— I  mean  in  this  respect — that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  that  the  Qovernmeut 
could   accept  them,  inasmuch   as  they 
could  not  be  incorporated  in  the  measure 
at  the  present  time.     This  is  simply,  a 
temporary  measure,  inteuded  to  meet 
a  temporary  difficulty,  created  by  politi- 
cal agitators  in   Wales, .  and,  unfortu- 
nately,   the    disease    is    spreading    to 
certain  parts  of  England.   In  sayiog  this 
I  have  in  my  eje  a  country  gentleman 
Magistrate,  living  in  his  own  mansion, 
who  declined  to  pay  his  tithe  because 
the    parson    would     not     reduce     the 
amount ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  parson  was  forced  to  distrain,  the 
result  being  that    a    crowd    gathered 
round  the  auctioneer,    and    there  was 
quite  a  sensation  in  the  neighbourhood. 
These  are  disgraceful  scenes,  and,  for 
my  part,  I  would  send  such  men  into 
any  Court  I  could — a  higher  one  than 
the  County  Court,  if  possible.      When 
you  have  a  man  who  can  pay,  and  who 
will  not  pa}',  you  ought  to  be  able  to 
treat    him    like    an    ordinary    debtor. 
However,  I  do   not  like  treating  the 
tenant  farmers,  in  this  respect,  as  ordi- 
nary   debtors.       The    Government,    I 
understand,  will  insert  a  clause  hereafter 
that  will,  in  tbe  case  of  future  contracts, 
throw  the  onus  of  the  tithe  upon  the 
landlord,  who,  after  all,  is  the  person 
who  ought  to  pay  the  tithe.     When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  says  we  shall  render  ourselves 
unpopular,  and  that  some  of  us  will  lose 
our  seats  over  our  action  on  this  ques- 
tion, I  leply  that  I,  for  one,  am  ready 
to  face  that  contingency.    The  tenant 
farmers  of  England,  and  certainly  those 
of  Suf^ex,  know  that  the  Bill  is  not  one 
that  is  levelled  against  them,  but  against 
disorderly  people— — 


*Mb.  SPEAXEB  :  I  must  agaia  re- 
mind the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemaa 

that  he  is  not  speaking  to  the  Instructfoa 
which  is  before  the  House. 

^Admiral    FIELD :    I   b^  pardon^ 

Sir;  but  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  steer 

clear  of  the  rocks  and   shoals  which 

abound  in  this  discussion.     The  word 

**•  cowardly  "  has  been  used  against  the 
Government.  I  do  not  know  how  that 
word  was  intended  to  be  applied ;  but  I 
think  they  are  the  real  cowards  who 
hound  on  the  people  to  refuse  to  meet 
their  obligations 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  again  wandering^ 
irom  the  point. 

♦Admiral  FIELD:  I  will  try,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  keep  to  the  point. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  do  betterto  adhere 
to  my  ruling.  He  has  not  once  touched 
the  subject  yet,  and  I  am  afraid  if  he 
continues  in  the  line  he  Las  pursued  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  request  him  to  resume 
his  seat. 

Mr.  H.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.):  I 
rise  to  support  the  Instruction  now  be- 
fore the  House,  and  will  give  one  or  two 
reasons  for  so  doing.      I  have  a  strong 
conviction  that  the  settlement  of  1S3& 
will  have  to  be  reviewed,  but  I  de8irei| 
that  when  it  is  reviewed  it  shall  here-' 
viewed  in  a  comprehensive  form.  I  holdtl 
in  my  hand  a  Petition  sent  to  this  Hoa0e„| 
and    signed    by    Lord   Aylesburj  to( 
several  other  Peers,  who   speak 
strongly  on  this  question  than  anj  hoo^ 
Member  who  has  addressed  the  Hoi 
to-night.     Among  the  reasons  they  gii 
for  a  review  of  the  Act  of  1836 
say  that  wages  have  increased  to 
thing  like  60  per  cent  in  the  lail  ^^ 
years.     I  am  a  large  tithe-payer  mj 
and  grow  a  good  deal  of  com,  tad 
know  what  that  means.      They  also 
that  while  in   1836  oorn   was   56s» 
quarter,  it  is  now  only  368.  or  37a 
the  average.     If  we  are  to  zeviev 
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Act  of  1836,  let  ub  not  do  it  in  a  tinker- 
ing way.    One  bon.  Gentleman  epoke  of 
the  extravagance  of  the  settlement  of 
1836.    Now,  I  can  recollect  that  settle^ 
ment,  and  I  tell  the  bon.   Gentleman 
that  the  statesmen  of  that  day,  whom  he 
vaa  praising,  were  men  who  represented 
the  Party  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Party  to  which 
he  belongs.     The  opposition    to    that 
settlement  was  much  stronger  than  any- 
thing that  has  taken  place  to- night,  and 
I  say  that  hoc.  Gentlemen  should  learn 
its  history  before  coming  here  to  talk 
ppon  this  question.      I  feel  that  we  are 
justified  in  saying  that  if  we  are  to  re- 
open   this    question  we  should  review 
the  whole  position,    and  it   will   then 
he  seen  that   the   tenant    farmers  are 
those      who      have       suffered      most. 
What  makes  me  feel  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  dishonesty  in  politics  is 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  have 
said  so  much  in  favour  of  the  tenant 
farmers    do  not  allow  us   to  measure 
their  sympathy  for  that  class.     I  ask 
will  their  sympathy  lead  them  into  the 
I^bby  in  favour  of  this  Instruction  ?    I 
desire  that  in  re-opening  this   question 
we  should  do  justice  to  all  sides,  and 
especially  to  that  side  which  has  been 
least  considered  in  this  matter.  I  allude, 
of  coarse,  to  the  tenant  farmers  who  pay 
the  tithe,  but  who  ought  not  to  have  to 
P*J  it,  and    upon  whom  you  wish   to 
jwees  more  harshly  the  obligation  which 
ought  to  rest  on  the  landowners.     I  hold 
ui  my  band  a  letter  from  a  distinguished 
Oeotleman  who  used  to  be  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  who  is  a  tenant  farmer. 
He  states  that — 

"Owing  to  the  action  of  the  seven  years* 
clanae  the  tenants  have  been  paying  10  per 
peat  beyond  what  they  ought  to  pay,  and  that, 
in  many  cases,  the  tithe  instead  of  being  a  tenth, 
comes  up  to  a  quarter,  and  in  some  cases  to  a 
third,  and  in  some  cases  to  the  whole  of  the 
rent." 

^ow,  the  settlement  of  1836  meant  that 

the  payment  should  be  one-tenth  only. 
The  writer  also  says : — 

"  How  any  party,  how  any  person  professing 
to  have  the  uightesi  desire  to  benefit  the  tenant 
^■nnen  can  vote  for  the  Bill  on  this  side  of  the 
Hooae  I  cannot  imagine." 

Wiali,  Sir,  I  shall  watch  the  matter  in 

the  Lobby  presently,   and   the  tenant 
fiumers  will   also  watch  what  is  done. 


and  if  this  Instruction  is  rejected  it  will 
be  bad  for  that  side  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.    SWETENHAM  :    I    desire  to 

say  a  few  words    to     explain   why  ly 

as    a    County  Member,  intend  to  vote 

against  this  Instruction.    No  one  can 

view  with  greater    regret    than  I    da 

the  fact  that  the  Government  has  not 

had  time  during  the  present  Sessi      to 

review  and  levise  the  settlement  made 

by  the  Act  of  William  IV.  That  the 
time  has  arrived  when  that  Act  ought  to 
be  reviewed,  I  am  quite  satisfied ;  but 
it  is  manifest  that  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  it  is  impossible 
to  undertake  the  work.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Instruction  did  not  specify  any  of  the 
points  on  which  he  proposes  revision,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  what  he 
really  means  is  what  has  been  already 
discussed. 

*Mr.  G.  OSBOENE  morgan  :  I  did 

not  know  it  was  part  of  my  duty,  in 

moving  this  Instruction,  to  state  what 
particular  Amendments  I  proposed  to 
introduce;  but  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  accept  the  Instruction,  I 
am  ready  to  put  those  Amendment**  on 
the  Paper  to-night. 

*Mr.  8WETENHAM:  I  ^as  only 
stating  a  fact.  I  wish  the  H^  ^  to  un- 
derstand that,  in  my  opinion.  H  will  be 
absolutely  necessary  on  ro^ne  future 
occasion  to  consider  the  question  of 
redemption  as  one  of  the  modes  of 
revising  the  Act;  I  also  think  that 
another  mode  of  revision  will  be  found 
in  providing  that  in  all  future  contracts 
the  landowner  ought  to  be  the  person 
to  pay  the  tithe.  I  may  also  say  that  I 
think  the  Corn  Average  question  is  one 
that  presses  very  severely  on  persons  in 
the  position  of  the  tenant  farmers. 
There  are  a  great  many  other  things 
that  have  not  been  considered,  and 
which  1  trust  may  be  dealt  with  in  a 
future  Session.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  present  Bill  changed  the  Lature 
of  the  debt,  he  was  in  reality  resorting 
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for  vhich  tbey  httva  sold  their  com, 
«ve  in  many  instanoes  unknown, 
and  mnny  sellers  even  do  not  knotr 
that  such  an  official  ezista.  I  know 
that  the  position  of  those  officials  was 
defendei!  before  the  Committee  by  an 
official  from  the  Board  of  Trade,  but 
nobody  except  thatoffioial  said  one  word 
in  favour  of  tboae  gentlemen,  who  are 
supposed  to  collect  correct  statistics 
at  tlie  VMiouB  markets.  Under  those 
circumstances,  it  was  perfectly  evi- 
dwt  to  the  Committee,  and  was  one 
of  the  points  upon  which  they  dwelt  in 
their  Report,  that  their  Returns  were 
prepared  upon  incomplete  information. 
It  BO  happened  that  there  was  a  Betum 
which  had  been  obtained  by  an  hon. 
Member  for  one  of  tbe  divisions  of 
Shropshire,  showing  how  many  quarters 
of  each  speoiee  of  grain  was  returned 
in  the  various  markets,  in  different 
weeks,  and  also  for  a  whole  year, 
and  ire  found  that  the  average  price 
waadetermioedineoineof  these  markets 
upon  little  more  than  100  quarters  of 
wheat  or  oats  during  the  whole  year,  so 
that  the  average  was  determined  upon  a 
email  and  especially  good  sample,  and 
consequently  that  tbe  prices  were  con- 
eideraoly  in  excess  of  the  real  price  of 
tbe  produce  of  the  land.  We  all  know, 
faavingbeen  told  so  over  and  over  again, 
that  tithe  is  a  portion  of  the  produce  of 
tbe  land,  and  if  tithe  in  its  origin  was 
one-tenth  part  of  that  produce  I  should 
like  to  know  why  that  part  is  not  to  be 
taken  equitably,  and  did  not  include 
what  is  poor  in  quality  as  well  as  what 
is  good.  The  tenant  farmer  has  a  very 
serious  grievance  in  this  matter.  It  is 
not  only  evident  that  what  is  good  is 
necessarily  sent  to  the  market  and  ob- 
tains there  tbe  top  price,  but  it  is  evident 
also  that  a  vast  amount  of  what  the 
farmer  calls  "  tail  "  corn  does  not  come 
into  the  calculation  of  the  average  price 
in  any  way  whatever.  In  addition  to 
that,  there  is  a  lai^  amount  of  com 
consumed  on  tbe  farm  which  is  of 
inferior  quality,  which  also  does 
not  come  into  the  estimated  price  iu 
any  shape  or  form.  The  consequence 
is  that  the  average  is  increaasd  ooa- 
fliderably  above  wbat,  in  fairneee,  it 
ought  to  be.  'Jhere  is  one  point  which 
came  before  us  in  tbe  Committee,  and 
whioh,  like  theotber  grievances  of  tithe- 
payers,  has  not  been  dealt  with  at  all 
u  ihia  Kll,  and  that  is  tiie'^uestton  of 
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re-sale.   Corn  which  is  brought  into  the 
market  is  sold  by  tbe  man  who  prodaced 
it,  and  the  price  he  obtains  istbst  apoa 
which  the  average  ought  to  be  oalcutaMd. 
The  corn,  however,  changes  bandi  sta 
profit,  and  tbe  prices  whiub  are  taken  by 
the  Government  are  not  the  prices  whieli 
are  obtained  by  the  men  who  groir  ths 
corn,  but  the  prices  which  are  thereralt 
of  Bpeaulation    ugon   ths   market,  and 
oonsequenlly  includes  tbe  proGts  very 
often  of  several  middlemen,  as  also  the 
cost  of  carriage.     These  are  grievaoMi 
which  areoot  known  to  the  general  pablie, 
but  whioh  are  familiar  to  everyone  who 
represents  an  agricultural  constituent. 
I  sincerely  trust  that  this  Bill  will  pw     I 
ia  its  naked  simplicity  and  with  all  ill 
imperfections  upon  it.      I  furtber  bh- 
cerety  trust  that  after  tbe  passing  ofth* 
Act  in  its  naked  Bimplicity,-ws  ma;  bare 
a  General  Election,  so  that  we  may  tike 
tbe  sense  of  tbe  county  oonstitueodM 
upon  the  subject.    In  that  case,  I  im 
perfectly  confident  tfidt  tbe  gentlamtn 
who  now  sit  opposite  will  bo  sitting  tsi7 
shortly  on  these  Benches. 
*Thk  president  of  thb  BOABD 
OF   TBADE    (Sir    M.    Hicks   Bkwe, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  As  I  bad  the  honour  o( 
being  a  Member  of  the  OommittM  to 
which  the  hon. '  Member  has  refemd,  I 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words.  Uw 
hon.  Member  attached  great  importsws 
to  certain   grievances,   but  the  amoonl 
of  that  importance  ia  nothing  as  com- 
pared with  that  which    he  attaches  tD 
his  Party  allegiance,    because,  booiist 
than  have  those  grievances  removed,  hs 
would  like  to  aee  tbe  BiU  passed  throof^ 
without  dealing  with   them   at  all,  is 
order  that  his  own  Party  may  have  tfcs 
greater  success  at  tbe  General  Eleofiok 
The  Instruction  has  nothing  in  the  veld 
to  do  with  tbe  matters    to    whioh  As 
hon.  Member  has  called  attontion.   Ibt 
hon.  Mem 
tbe  mode 
although 
was  adopt 
the  Tithe 
only   appi 
happened 
Member  d 
revise  tbe 
while  citi: 
Oommittei 
ber  did  no 
mittee,  w 
every  one 
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of.  The  majority  of  the  Committee  did 
not  acree  with  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  effect  of  the  evidence  giTen  before 
them,  and  in  more  than  one  instance,  on 
the  paints  to  which  lie  has  referred,  the 
hoo.  Member  was  himself  in  a  minority 
«f  one. 

♦Mb.  8EALE  HAYNE :  Pardon  me. 
Only  on  one  occasion. 

♦Sir  M.  hicks  BEACH :  Well,  on 
one  occasion  at  all  events.    I  will  not 
now  deal  with  these  points,  but  the  hon. 
Member's  arguments  respecting  them 
are  answered  in  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.    If  any  hon.    Member  thinks 
that  the  averages  are  taken  on  a  wrong 
«>•««,  I  would  advise  him  to  study  the 
evidence   and  Beport    before    making 
uj  suggestions   to  the  House  on  the 
•ubject   So  far  as  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment  are  oohcerned  they  will  abide 
ny  the  Keport,  and  they  are  not  pre- 
Pmd  to  legislate  on  these  t>oint8.    With 
regard  lo  the  Instruction  now  before  the 
Committee,   the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
did  not  adduce  one  argument  in  its 
gpport     It   is    obvious    that   if   the 
House  were  to  agree  to  the  Instruction 
It  most  defeat  the  Bill,  and  it  is  obvious 
^.  that   the    right    hon.  Gentleman 
dedret  to  effect  that  object  without  in 
the  sUghtest  degree  showing  his  own 
hand  as  to  the  manner  in    which  the 
iteration  suggested  in  his  Instruction 
•honld  be  brought  about. 

8iB  W.    HABCOUBT:    The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  regard  it  as  a 

^  objection  to  the  Instruction  that  it 

^old  put  an  end  to  the  Bill.    I  should 

hare  thought  that  what  has  happened 

to-night  might  have  shown  him  that  the 

^«*a5e  of  the   Bill  would  not  be  re- 

S'otted  by  either  side  of  the  House.    It 

>  with  the  greatest  difficulty,  and  only 

^▼otes  given  yery  much  against  the 

('shi,  that  the  Government  have  secured 

\  >>urow    majority.      But  how  is  this 

^vtroetion  to   be  fatal  to   the   Bill? 

^^•oss,  th  )?'ta     ciple  of  the  Bill  being 

^  it  is  too*:      only  against  one  party, 

IS  tenant  farmer,  the  Government  say 

will  be  fatal  to  their  Bill  if  counter- 
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vailing  justice  be  done  to  the  other 
party.  There  are  really  three  parties 
to  the  tithe  question — the  tithe  owner, 
the  tithe  payer,  and  the  tithe  debtor.  It 
is  a  curious  thing  that  the  debtor  is  the 
landowner,  and  the  payer  is  the  tenant 
farmer.  The  Government  are  legislating 
in  favour  of  the  tithe  o^sner.  They 
refuse  to  legislate  against  the  tithe 
debtor ;  and  they  put  the  whole  stress 
of  the  Bill  on  the  tithe  payer.  In  taxa- 
tion it  is  always  considered  a  great  evil 
to  make  the  trader  advance  the  taxes. 
But  this  is  what  the  Bill  does  to  the 
tenant  farmer.  The  Home  Secretary 
says,  *'We  will  get  at  the  landowner 
throagh  the  tenant,  who  shall  be  made 
to  advance  the  tithe."  The  Chairmau 
of  Committees  in  his  acute  speech  has 
pointed  out  what  the  consequence  will 
be  if  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent.  It  is 
said  you  cannot  interfere  with  the  con- 
tract between  landlord  and  tenant  under 
which  the  latter  has  to  pay  tithe.  The 
conclusive  answer  is,  you  are  affecting 
the  condition  of  one  of  the  parties,  and, 
if  you  do  that,  you  must  redress  the 
situation  of  the  other.  Stand  by  the 
contract  if  you  like  and  leave  the  tenant 
alone  ;  but  if  you  must  choose  to  meddle 
with  the  tenant  you  must,  in  legal 
phrase,  reform  the  contract.  You  have 
no  businsss  to  say  there  is  one  contract, 
and  only  one,  that  is  sacred,  and  that  is  the 
contract  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant.  There  is  one  contract  that  is 
quite  as  sacred,  and  that  is  the  Parlia- 
mentary contract  of  1836.  This  is  a 
solemn  contract  into  which  Parliament 
entered  with  the  parties  to  the  transac- 
tion and  with  the  tenant  farmer  first  and 
mainly.    The  Act  says : — 

"  Provided  always  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  operate  to  render  any  person  whom- 
soever personally  liable  for  the  payment  of 
tithes.*^ 

A  County  Court  Judgment  would  impose 
a  "personal"  liability  on  the  tenant 
farmer,  and  that  would  be  a  deliberate 
violation  of  the  statutory  compact.  The 
Government  talk  about  the  "agricul- 
tural interest,"  but  we  know  very  well 

what  they  mean  by  it.  They  mean  the 
parson  and  the  squire ;  and  they  do  not 
mean  the  tenant  farmer  and  the  labourer. 
The  Bill  gives  to  the  parson  a  facility 
for  getting  his  tithe  which  he  does  not 
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opened,  but  tbat  th«Te  is  sot  time  to 
do  it  tbie  Sewion.  An  hon.  Member 
jaat  Dov  talked  about  tbe 
position  taken  up  by  Members 
side ;  but  I  would  aak  wbefher  tbore 
ia  anj  man  in  this  House  at  this 
moment  who  in  his  heart  of  hearts 
believes  that  tbe  QoTernment  is  going 
to  devote  the  nest  Session  of  Parlia. 
ment  to  reopening  the  tithe  question. 
A  very  high  authority — a  gentleman 
in  the  most  intimate  conGdenoe 
Her  Majesty's  Oovetn ment —has  told 
«s  what  they  are  going  to  do  next  Ses- 
sion, and  I  venture  to  say  that  that  wiU 
occupy  our  whole  time  from  tbe  very 
day  of  the  reading  of  tbe  Queen's 
Speech  to  the  day  of  prorogation,  and 
there  will  be  no  Tithe  BiU  whatsoever 
next  Session.  This,  therefore, 
only  chance  of  dealing  with  the  tithe 
question.  We  have  not  asked  tbe 
Government  on  the  12th  August  to  pro- 
long the  Session ;  indeed,  we  were  quite 
willing  on  this  side  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment every  facility  for  bringing  tbe 
Session  to  a  close,  and  if  hon  Gentle- 
men are  kept  here  late  it  la  entirely  the 
fault  of  tbe  Qovernment  which  has 
thrown  down  the  gauntlet,  and  has  said 
that  the  settlement  of  the  tithe  question 
is  of  supreme  importance,  and  that  they 
are  entitled  to  ask  Parliament  to  sit  on 
and  do  tbia  work.  Well,  if  the  Govern- 
ment say  that,  we  say  we  will  have  no 
ialf-hearted  re- settlement.  If  tbe  tithe 
settlement  is  to  be  re-opened  in  tbe 
interests  of  the  tithe  owner,  it  must  also 
be  re-opened  in  the  interests  of  the 
tithe  payer,  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
cultivator  of  the  sjil.  The  P/eai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  com- 
plained that  we  have  not  indicated  in 
what  direction  we  want  this  question  re- 
opened. Now,  Sir,  we  hold,  first,  that 
as  rent  has  gone  down  since  18a6,  so 
tithe  also  ought  to  go  down  if  tbe 
settlement  is  to  be  re-opened.  If 
land  was  in  1836  paying  a  rent  of  SOs. 
per  acre,  and  it  ia  now  only  paying  16a. 
per  acre,  then  the  tithe  whioli  in  1836 
Mr.  M,  B.  FhkUt 
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amounted  to  Ss.  per  acre,  ought  to  b> 
reduced  proportionately  with  the  reot- 
I  am  not  saying  that  that  is  right  n 
that  that  is  tbe  contention  we  shall  put 
before  the  House  with  reference  to  tbe 
re-opening  of  the  question.  We  mj, 
secondly,  that  tlie  mode  on  which  tbe 
averages  are  calculated  is  unsonod,  in- 
perfect,  and  misleading.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  has  referred  ue  to  ths  Beport 
of  the  Committee.  1  have  referred  to 
the  Seport  of  that  Committee;  and  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  now  by  rest- 
ing a  number  of  extracts  from  tbe  eri- 
dence  which  I  have  in  my  hand;  but! 
may  say  that  the  testimony  of  men  lii« 
Mr.  Duckham  and  Mr.  Clare  Se«dl 
Reade  shows  that  the  present  mode  A 
calculating  the  averages  puts  and  addi- 
tional burden  on  the  land  equal  to  at 
least  10  per  rent.  These  are  grsTt 
queations  which  cannot  be  settled  is 
four  or  five  minutes.  We  also  oompluD 
that  a  large  quantity  of  wheat  and  cats 
is  not  brought  into  the  calculation. 
There  are  these  three  great  questions  to 
be  dealt  with.  The  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  says,  "X  shall  stand  by  theBepoit 
of  the  Committee,"  and  he  refers  ny 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fot 
Derby  to  that  Beport.  But  the  Cwn- 
mittee  did  not  accept  the  Chainatn's 
Beport.  We  cannot  accept  the  Bspwt 
of  the  Committee,  which  was  cam«d 
by  a  narrow  majority,  as  any  aettleffiSBt 
ofthe  (  "  ■    ■    '  — 

want  tc 
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Newnes).    If  the  Govemment  were  ag 
honest  as  we  should  like  them  to  be 
thej  would  have  moved  iu  this  direction 
by  a  Motion  to  revise  the   settlement 
under  the  Coiimutatioa  Act.     I  do  not 
know  how  far    the  Government    have 
reviewed  that  Act,  but  certainly  they  are 
now  doing  their  best  to  revise  it  by  the 
proposition  which  is  before  the  House  ; 
and  I  think  that  before  they  accuse  the 
tenant  farmers  of  breach  of  contract, 
they  ought  to  have  tried  to  have  put  their 
friends — the  landlords — right  first,  be- 
canse,  undoubtedly,  the  landlords  were 
the  first  to  break  the  contract.  They  re  • 
pudiated  entirely  the  conditions  of  the 
Commutation  Act  by  forcing  the  tenant 
farmers,  against  their  will,   to  become 
responsible  for  the  payment  of  tithe, 
instead  of    paying    it    themselves.     I 
believe  that  is  the  sole  reason  for  the 
present  disturbances  in  Wales.    They 
are  entirely  due  to  the  plain  derelic- 
tion of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  landlords. 
If  I  understand  it  aright,  the  landlords 
refuse   to  carry    out  this   part  of  the 
compact  under  the  settlement  of  1836. 
TJndBT  that  Act  it  was  never  intended 
that  the  tenant  should  be  liable.     In 
fact,  the  settlement  was  made  for  the 
my  purpose  of  putting  an  end  to  the 
payment  of  tithes  by  the  tenant,  because 
the  payment  of  tithes  by  the  tenant  had 
caused  so  much  irritation  between  the 
dergy  and    the  agriculturalists  of  the 
eoonfoy  that  it  was  found  advisable  to 
eommute  it  into  a  rent-charge  payable 
hf  the  landlord,   and  that  the  tenant 
ahonld  be  introduced  only  in  the  cha- 
raeter  of  a  ''go-between."      We  are 
toLi  that  the  settlement  was  a  masterly 
pieee  of  legislation.    Why,  if  it  was  a 
Biaefeerly    piece  of    legislation,    do  the 
preeent  Government  propose  to  disturb 
it  in    the  interests  of  one  party  only, 
■od    to  the    detriment   of  the  poorer 
of  the  two  parties?    I  quite  agree  with 
Bay  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oamar- 
roo,  when  he  said  that  two  wrongs  do 
Bot  make  a  right    Even  the  Oonserva- 
irm    Press  in  Wales  is    against    the 
Hofernment.    The  Westum  Daily  Mail, 
t  OnDsenrative  journal,  in  its  to-day's 
aayS|  speaking  of  this  Bill  and  the 


present  action  of  the  Government^ 
'*  We  fear  that  it  will  aggravate  the 
evil  and  make  the  relations  between 
the  clergy  and  their  parishioners  more 
unpleasant  than  ever."  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  this  Bill  affords  an 
easy  mode  of  collecting  the  tithe  ;  but 
the  Conservative  Press  do  not  even 
agree  with  that,  for  the  Ifail  says,  **  It 
is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  present 
proposal  will  in  any  way  make  it  easier 
to  collect  tithes  in  Wales."  The 
tenant  farmers  of  Wales  will  look 
upon  this  Bill  as  an  attempt  to  threaten 
and  coerce  them  into  paying  tithes  to 
an  alien  Church,  and  in  that  is  to  be 
found  the  real  difference  between  the 
English  and  the  Welsh  tenants  farmers. 
This  proposition  will  only  cause  irrita- 
tion in  Wales,  and  I  am  sorry  to  think 
of  what  may  take  place  if  the  Govern- 
ment persist  in  pushing  the  Bill  through. 
If  there  is  not  time  now  for  the  full 
settlement  of  the  question,  and  to 
do  justice  to  all  classes,  instead  of  doing 
an  injustice  to  one  class,  and  that  one 
the  poorer  class,  it  surely  will  be  far 
better  to  allow  the  present  state  of 
things  to  continue. 

♦Me.  T.  E.  ELLIS :  I  desire,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  give  reasons  for  the  vote  I 
am  about  to  give,  and  I  think  I  may 
say  that  if  the  Govemment  desire  to 
get  this  Bill  through  they  had  better 
allow  the  Welsh  Members,  who  are 
most  concerned  in  this  matter,  to  have 
their  say  upon  the  subject.  You  have 
not  yet  got  into  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
and  you  had  better  give  us  fair  play 
and  enable  us  to  state  our  case.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
in  reference  to  the  settlement  of  1836, 
said  it  touched  three  great  interests — 
namely,  the  Church,  the  tithe-payer,  and 
the  landlord.  I  believe  that  the  states- 
men of  that  period  felt  in  coming  to  that 
settlement  that  they  were  dealing  with  a 
still  larger  interest,  and  that  was  the 
interest  of  the  nation  itself.  Before 
1836  the  tithe,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Harrow  has  told  us,  was 
merely   a  customary  payment,  but    it 

had  been  productive  of  irritation,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member   in   their   leisure 
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moments     will    read    the    Toluminous 

Beports   of  the    Poop    Law    Gommis- 

aion,  which  sat  for  many  years  before 

1836,  they  will  find  that  the  agitation 

against  tithe  and  discontent  at  the 
payment  of  it  was  almost  universal 
over  the  whole  of  England,  and  far 
more  widespread  than  is  the  dis- 
content now  prevailing  in  Wales.  The 
statesmen  of  1836  felt  that,  unless  they 
put  the  payment  of  tithe  on  some  new 
oasis  it  would  be  lost  altogether,  and 
they  looked  upon  their  work  as  saving 
a  great  property  for  the  nation  itself. 
Therefore  the  Act  of  1836  was  a 
settlement  in  favour  not  of  a  particular 
class,  but  of  the  whole  nation.  What 
we  ask  to-night  in  this  Instruction  is 
that  if  you  revise  and  review  that 
settlement,  you  should  do  it  not  in 
the  interests  of  the  tithe-owner,  but 
in  the  interest  of  the  cultivator  of  the 
soil,  and  above  all,  in  the  interests  of 
the  nation.  One  of  the  cardinal  points 
of  i\LQ  Bill  of  1 836  was  that  the  tithe  was 
not  made  a  personal  debt.  Section 
67  of  the  Act  of  1836  indicates  plainly 
and  in  so  many  words  that  it  is  not  to 
be  a  personal  debt ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  had  to  be  recovered  in  some  way 
or  other,  and,  therefore,  the  tithe  was 
put  not  upon  the  landlord  as 
such,  not  upon  the  tenants,  but 
upon  the  produce  of  the  land, 
liow,  in  this  Bill  you  take  away  that, 
and  yet  you  retain  all  the  other  anoma- 
lies of  the  BUI  of  1836.  You  have 
thrown  down  the  challenge  to  us  in 
Wales,  and  I  say  that  we  have  a  perfect 
right,  as  representing  the  people  of 
Wales,  to  ask  that  this  House  shall  go 
thoroughly  into  the  whole  question. 

It  being  midnight,  Mr.  Speaker  rose 
to  interrupt  the  Business. 

Whereupon,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  rose  in 
his  place,  and  claimed  to  move  that  the 
Question  be  now  put. 

Question  put,  ''That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  165 ; 
Noes  124.— (Div.  List,  No.  299.) 

Question  put  accordingly — 

«  That  it  be  anlnttniotion  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  review  and  revise  the 
settlement  made  by  the  Act  passed  in  the  sixth 
•ad  seventh  years  of  his  late  Majesty  King 

Mr.  T.  E.  Mlu 


William  the  Fourth.  intiUed  <  An  Act  for  the 
Commutation  of  Tithes  in  England  and 
Wales.*  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same." 

The    House     divided: — Ayes    135; 
Noes  156.— (Div.  list,  No.  300.) 

Committee  deferred  till  to-morrow. 

REGULATION   OP    RAILWAYS    (No.  2) 
BILL.     (No.  360.) 
As   amended,    considered ;     Amend- 
ments made ;  Bil  read  third  time,  and 
passed. 

I 
I 

SUPPLY  (2l8t  June)— REPORT. 
Order  for  Consideration  of  postponed. 
Resolutions  read. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

(1.)  «That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £79.300,  be 
f^ranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  dbMXf^ 
for  Half  Pay,  &c,of  Field  Marshals,  and  of 
General,  Regimental,  and  Departmental 
Officers,  which  will  come  in  coarse  it  paymeat 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1890." 

(2.)  *<  That  a  sum.  not  exceeding  £1,186.600, 
he  granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  defray  the  diazgt 
for  Retired  Pay,  Retired  Foil  Pay,  andOntai- 
ties  for  Reduced  and  Retired  Officers,  inclnding 
Payments  awarded  by  the  Army  Porohaae 
Commissioners,  which  will  come  in  cooneof  , 
payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  3Ut 
day  of  March  1890." 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Hooio 
do  agree  with  the  Oommittee  in  the 
said  Resolutions." 

♦The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  w 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopk,  lincob- 
shire,  Horncastle):  According  to  • 
promise  made  when  these  Votes  weis 
discussed  in  Oommittee,  I  ask  leave  to 
make  a  statement  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  we  intend  to  deal  with  the  grenersl 
ofiOlcers'  list.  It  may  be  in  the  reeollM- 
tion  of  the  House  that  a  good  desl  o( 
evidence  on  this  subject  was  giW 
before  the  Select  Oommittee  on  Anoj 
Estimates  last  year,  and  that  it  ^ 
Report  of  the  Committee  the  qmrfo" 
of  reducing  the  number  of 
officers  according  to  proposals 
had  been  made  was  pressed  npoftttit 
special  attentioo  of  the  Ctovemmmt 
We  haye,  therefore,  given  to  the  sa^jiik 
a  yery  careful  consideratioii,  aad  At 
scheme  which  we  haye  adopted  ir%  ■> 
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we  believe,  accomplish  all  the  objects 
that  are  desired,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
deal  justly  and  tenderly  with  the 
important  interests  involved.  The  pre- 
Bent  list  of  general  officers,  independent 
of  the  Staff  Corps,  consists  of  10 
generals,  35  lieutenant  generals,  and  95 
major  generals,  or  a  total  of  140,  which 
is  far  in  excess  of  the  number  of  appoint- 
ments. Promotion  to  the  rank  of  major 
general  is  at  present  regulated  partly 
by  selection  and  partly  by  seniority. 
The  result  is  that  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  major  generals'  list  is  composed 
of  officers  who  have  never  been,  and 
never  will,  be  employed  as  general 
officers.  The  principle  of  the  new 
scheme  is  that  when  it  comes  into  full 
operation  no  one  will  be  promoted  to 
the  rank  of  major  general  except  to  fill 
an  appointment  allotted  to  that  rank. 
In  other  words,  selection  will  be  intro- 
duced in  the  least  invidious  form  for 
every  promotion.     Selection  to  fill  an 

appointment  will  apply  also  to  the  pro- 
motion from  the  rank  of  major  general 
to  that  of  lieutenant  general,  but  there 
will  remain  a  fixed  establishment  of  10 
generals  as  at  present.    This  is  retained 
as  a  reward    to  distinguished  general 
officers.    The  application  of  this  princi- 
ple cannot  take  place  all  at  once.    The 
claims  of  many  existing  general  offi'^ers 
and    of    purchase    officers    generally, 
are    so    indisputable    that    time    must 
be    allowed    to    bring    it    into    eSeoi. 
The  scheme  will,  therefore,  only  beg^n 
to  operate  on  December  31,  1890,  and 
the  reduction  in  the  present  numbers 
will  then  be  gradually  effected  according 
to  previous  precedents  in  case  of  reduc- 
tion of  numbers.    Moreover,  all  officers 
who    were    on     the  establishment    of 
general  officers  in  December,  1886,  will 
retain  their  rights  as  to  promotion.  Nor 
is  it  possible  to  limit  the  number  in  each 
grade  to  the  exact  number  of  appoint- 
ments to  be    filled,   because    it    must 
necessarily  happen  thait  at  the  close  of 
a  five  years'  appointment  there  may  be 
not  another  vacant  appointment  avail - 
aUe,  and  therefore  what  may  be  called 
8  '* backwater"  is  allowed  for  in  the 
form  of  a  certain  excess  in  the  number 


of  general  officers  in  each  grade  ore? 
and  above  the  number  of  appointments* 
Eetirement  on  the  ground  of  non- 
employment  will  then  be  abolished.  It 
is  proposed  to  fix  the  establishment  of 
full  generals  at  10,  and  to  abolish  the 
establishment  in  the  other  g^rades,  sub- 
stituting a  maximum  of  20  lieutenant 
generals  and  70  major  generals.  This 
will  involve  a  possible  maximum  number 
of  100  general  officers,  showing  a  re- 
duction of  40  ;  but  ttccording  to  the 
report  of  the  actuaries  it  is  probable 
that  thenormalnumber  will,  under  exist* 
ing  conditions,  be  about  90.  The  same 
principles,  as  I  have  described,  will  be 
applied  to  the  case  of  the  Indian  Staff 
Corps.  The  vested  interests  of  officers 
are  adequately  provided  for.  The 
maintenance  of  the  present  establish^ 
ment  for  general  officers  of  1886  and 
earlier  and  the  gradual  system  by  which 
the  reduction  in  number  is  to  be  effected 
have  already  been  mentioned.  But,  in 
addition,  it  is  clear  that  this  reduction 
will  effect  also  the  prospects  of  colonels 
It  is  therefore  intended,  in  order  to 
compensate  them  for  their  loss  of  pro- 
spect, and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
rank  of  colonel  is  also  now  restricted  to 
selection  to  fill  an  appointment,  a  power 
has  been  reserved  to  g^ant  to  colonels 
who  have  been  employed  as  such  after 
December  31, 1890,  and  retired  at  the 
age  of  57,  retired  pay  at  the  rate  of 
£500  instead  of  the  present  rate  (£450 
for  Hoy al  Artillery  and  Eoyal  Engineers, 
and  £420  for  other  arms  of  the  Service, 
the  age  being  55.).  The  pension  for 
colonels'  widows  is  also  to  be  raised  from 
£90  to  £100  a  year.  It  will  be  seen 
that  by  this  scheme  the  object  will  have 
been  accomplished  of  largely  reducin||^ 
the  present  numbers,  of  introducing  the 
principle  of  selection  in  its  best  form, 
and  of  creating  a  list  of  general  officers, 
all  of  whom  will  have  been  qualified  for 
appointment  to  that  rank,  and  ought  to 
be  the  picked  men  of  the  Army.  The 
net  financial  result,  after  making  allow- 
ance for  the  increased  retired  pay  to 
colonels  already  mentioned,  is  estimated 
to  be  a  saving  of  £22,000.  But  I  do 
not  put  forward  these  proposals  on  the 
ground  of  economy ;  1  advance  them 
on  the  grounds  of  the  increased  efficiency 
which  will  be  secured.  We  are  trying 
to  deal  justly  with  every  claim  which  is 
put  forward.    I  hope  that  in  this  short 
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fltatoment  I  have  been  able  to  make 
plear  the  g;eneral  effects  of  our  icbeme. 
CoLOKEL  NOLAN (Galway,  N.):  The 
Secretary  for  War  rather  glided  over 
th«  point  as  to  when  the  scheme  would 
eome  into  operaljou,  and  I  should  be  glad 
if  he  would  give  us  some  further  infor 
nation  on  the  point.  As  far  as  I  under 
stand  it  no  step  will  be  taken  under  thi 
new  scheme  until  1890,  and  up  to  that 
date  progress  will  be  regulated  according 
to  precedent.  This  is  extremely  am 
bignons.  It  is  further  stated  by  thi 
right  faon.  Gentleman  that  the  olaims  o 
all  general  officers  will  be  conaidered, 
especially  of  parcbase  offloera ;  but  I  do 
not  see  why  the  olaims  of  non-purchase 
offioers  should  not  be  coasidered  exactly 
in  the  same  way  as  those  of  purchase 
officers.  May  I  ask  whether  the  Engineers 
and  Artillery  are  going  to  be  shut  out 
from  the  benefits  of  tita  scheme?  I 
repeat  that  I  think  the  purchase  and 
non-purcbasa  officers  should  be  treated 
alike  under  the  scheme. 

Gkhbrai.  C.  C.  FBASEB  (Lambeth, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  earnestly  protest  against 
the  scheme  in  the  interests  of  those 
officers  who  hare  enent  their  lires  and 
fortunes  in  the  nope  of  becoming 
general  officers.  I  hope  another  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  on  which  the  House 
can  fully  disooss  the  matter. 

*SiE  WALTER  BARTTELOTCSosser, 
N.W.) :  I  think  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  must  ba  mistaken  if  he  fears 
the  Engineer  and  Artillery  officers  will 
not  oome  under  the  scheme.  But  I 
diould  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
War  bow  he  proposes  to  deal  with 
the  oolonels  P  I  andeistond  that  nnder 
this  Boheme  eome  will  be  left  entirely  out 
in  the  cold  and  will  get  no  promotion 
whatever.  Is  it  the  case  that  the  scheme 
will  apply  only  to  those  who  have  been 
■otively  employed  lately  f  There  may 
be  some  who  have  not  had  the  good 
fortune  to  be  so  employed,  but  who  have 

Jet  done  excellent  serric^  and  1  should 
ke    to    ask    my  right    hon.    Friend 
bow  he  proposes  to  deal  with  these  men 
irho  have  served  with  distinction  and  are 
atiU  oolonels  in  the  Army  ? 
Mr.  B.  StM/u^ 
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*Mh.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  think  th« 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Oatwtf 
was  quits  right  in  asking  me  to  expUii 
a  little  more  fully  what  I  mesat  by 
"gradual  reduction."  The  rednction 
will  take  place  in  the  following  way;— 
Every  second  vacancy  in  the  rank  of  < 
major  general  and  every  third  vactw^ 
in  the  rank  of  lieutenant  general  trill  ! 
be  ignored.  With  regard  to  lite 
Artillery  and  Engiueera,  they  it* 
entitled  to  the  full  benefit  of  the  sahsma 
just  as  much  as  their  brethren  of  Iht 
Infantry.  With  regard  to  the  oolonela, 
the  Government  propose  to  give  a  speeitl 
retiring  allowance  of  £.500  instsad  ot 
£420  in  compensadoa  for  the  lou  of 
promotion  wnich  is  involved  in  Iks 
scheme. 

CoLotTBL  NOLAN;  Is  it  every  second 
or  every  third  vacancy  for  mijoi 
generals  will  not  he  "  filled  up  ?" 

«Ub.  E'  SIANHOPE  :  Every  second 
vacancy. 
Resolutions  agreed  to. 

BAREOW  DRAINAOE  BILL.      (No.  tM.) 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Dskste 

on  Amendment  to  Second  Reading  [Snd 

JulyJ  read,  and  diaohai^ed. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

SHANNON  DBAENAQB  BILL.    (NaM-) 
Ordered  for  Second  Reading  read, 
and  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 
COUNTY  ( 

Lords  i 
agreed  to, 

COTTOl 

COUb 

Oonside: 

ported;  at 
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CKYLON. 

8iE  EDWARD  WATKIN  (Hythe) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  ColoDies  of  whom  is  the 
CommissioQ,  stated  to  have  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Governor  of  Ceylon,  to 
inqiure  into  the  alleged  evictions  and 
consequent  deaths,  in  parts  of  Ceylon, 
composed ;  and  has  the  attention  of  the 
Colonial  Office  been  drawn  to  a  letter, 
which  appeared  in  the  Ceylon  Mail  of 
the  29th  June,  1889.  from  Mr.  George 
VsU,  in  answer  to  inquiries  from  the 
Government  agent  as  to  the  authority 
on  which  the  statement  had  been  made 
that  1,048  villagers,  evicted  by  the 
Government  from  their  lands  for  non- 
psyment  of  Grain  Tax,  had  died,  of 
starvation  in  the  vicinity  of  Nuwara 
Qijra,  in  which  Mr.  Wall  says  : — 

**  I  find  it  stated  in  the  Administration  Report 
>Q  the  Nawara  Eliya  diatrict  for  1887,  that, 
betveun  1882  and  1885, 2,889  paddy  fields  were 
^  for  default  of  payment  of  the  Paddv  Tax,' 
A,  *  that,  in  the  case  of  the  fields  to  sold,  1,048 
the  late  owDen  had  died.'  That  fact  is  not 
ited.  The  only  question  is  as  to  the  cause 
ith. 

This  seems  to  me  to  he  sufficiently  ohvious, 
is  plainly  suggested  in  the  opening  para- 
el  an  appeal  on  behalf  of  Uie  Bodi-£la 
of  which  the  author  of  the  foregoing 
is    the    prime  mover,   as   follows : 
the   years  from  1S*«2  to   1885  large 
of  Kandyan  villagers  !«  the  Nuwara 
district  were  ejected  from  their  ancestral 
gt,  by  the  sale  of  their  paddy  lands  for 
[tin  the  payment  of  Paddy  Tax,  to  lend  a 
kbond  lila  and  eke  out  a  miserable  existence 
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by  pilfering  in  the  villages,  migrate  to  towns 
and  swell  the  criminal  population  of  the  country, 
or,  as  was  often  the  case,  to  die  of  sheer  starva- 
tion in  the  jungle.' " 

I  wish  to  add  that  the  question  which 
appears  on  the  Paper  is  not  the  question 
which  I  handed  in  to  the  clerk  at  the 
Table. 

The  under  SEORETAHY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  COLONIKS  (Baron  H. 
DE  WoBMS,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  Commission  in  question  is  a  Sub- 
Oummittee  of  the  Legislative  Council. 
The  Secretary  of  State's  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  passage  quoted ;  but 
as  the  matters  referred  to  are  alleged  to 
have  happened  some  years  ago,  and  as 
they  are  being  carefully  inquired  into, 
he  does  not  propose  to  take  any  further 
action  pending  the  Governor's  Report. 

Sib  E.  WATKIN :  Is  the  Govemcr 
of  Ceylon  now  in  England,  or  in  Ceylon? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS  :  I  believe 
that  he  is  in  Cejlon,  but  I  am  not 
sure. 

IRELAND-ALLEGED  ASSAULT  BY  THE 

POLICE. 

Mr.  henry  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.  R.,  Holmfirth) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  that,  on 
Monday  5th  August,  Sub-Inspector 
Wade,  of  Portumna,  and  Constable 
Judge  assaulted  and  threw  on  the 
ground  an  old  man,  Tom  Fordo,  who 
had  cautioned  them  against  trespassing 
on  private  ground,  and  that  Judge  drew 
his  sword  to  frighten  or  to  stab  the  old 
man  while  on  the  ground,  but  Sergeant 
Murphy  interfered  for  his  protection  ; 
whether  Judge  is  the  constable  who  tore 
out  the  hair  of  a  young  girl  at  Tully's 
eviction  ;  and  what  action  it  is  intended 
to  take  with  regard  to  this  oonstable  ? 

2  Q 
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♦Admikal  field  :  I  will  try  to  obey 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Speaker;    but,  as   I 
stated,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  hit  the 
weak  point  of  the  Bill.     I  may  say  that 
nothing  would  induce  me  to  support 
the  Qovernment  and  vote  against  this 
Instruction,  but  the  conviction  that  we 
shall  have  a  larger  measure  from  them 
at  a  later  period.     I  am  in  sympathy 
with  all  of  these  Instructions,  and  I 
think  that  every  man  in  the  House  is 
in  sympathy   with  them — indeed,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  in  sympathy 
with   them,    and  I  only  vote    against 
them  because  I  look  on  them  as  insin- 
cere— I  mean  in  this  respect — that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  that  the  Goyeromeut 
could   accept  them,  inasmuch   as  they 
could  not  be  incorporated  in  the  measure 
at  the  present  time.     This  is  simply,  a 
temporary  measure,  intended  to  meet 
a  temporary  difficulty,  created  by  politi- 
cal agitators  in   Wales, .  and,  unfortu- 
nately,   the    disease    is    spreading    to 
certain  parts  of  England.   In  sayiug  this 
I  have  in  my  eje  a  country  gentleman 
Magistrate,  living  in  his  own  mansion, 
who  declined  to  pay  his  tithe  because 
the    parson    would     not     reduce     the 
amount ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  parson  was  forced  to  distrain,  the 
result  being  that    a    crowd    gathered 
round  the  auctioneer,   and    there  was 
quite  a  sensation  in  the  neighbourhood. 
These  are  disgraceful  scenes,  and,  for 
my  part,  I  would  send  such  men  into 
any  Court  I  could — a  higher  one  than 
the  County  Court,  if  possible.      When 
you  have  a  man  who  can  pay,  and  who 
will  not  pay,  you  ought  to  be  able  to 
treat    him    like    an    ordinary    debtor. 
However,  I  do   not  like  treating  the 
tenant  farmers,  in  this  respect,  as  ordi- 
nary   debtors.       The    Government,    I 
understand,  will  insert  a  clause  hereafter 
that  will,  in  the  case  of  future  contracts, 
throw  the  onus  of  the  tithe  upon  the 
landlord,  who,  after  al),  is  the  person 
who  ought  to  pay  the  tithe.     When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  says  we  shall  render  ourselves 
unpopular,  and  that  some  of  us  will  lose 
our  seats  over  our  action  on  this  ques- 
tion, I  leply  that  I,  for  one,  am  ready 
to  face  that  contingency.    The  tenant 
farmers  of  England,  and  certainly  those 
of  Suf(>ex,  know  that  the  Bill  is  not  one 
that  is  levelled  against  them,  but  against 
disorderly  people— — 


*Mb.  SPEAXEB  :  I  must  again  re- 

mind  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemaa 

that  he  is  not  speaking  to  the  Instrootioa 
which  is  before  the  House. 

^Admiral    FIELD:    I   beg  pardon, 

Sir ;  but  I  find  it  very  difficult  to  steer 

clear  of  the  rocks   and   shoals  which. 

abound  in  this  discussion.     The   vord 

*'  cowardly  "  has  been  used  against  the 
Government.  I  do  not  know  how  that 
word  was  intended  to  be  applied ;  but  I 
think  they  are  the  real  cowards  who 
hound  on  the  people  to  refuse  to  meet 
their  obligations 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Tlie  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  is  again  wandering 
irom  the  point. 

♦Admiral  FIELD:  I  will  try,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  keep  to  the  point. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  do  better  to  adhere 
to  my  ruling.  He  has  not  once  touched 
the  subject  yet,  and  I  am  afraid  if  he 

continues  in  the  line  he  has  pursued  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  request  him  to  resume 
his  seat. 

Mb.  H.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.):  I 
rise  to  support  the  Instruction  now  be- 
fore the  House,  and  will  give  one  or  two 
reasons  for  so  doing.     I  have  a  strong 
conviction  that  the  settlement  of  183& 
will  have  to  be  reviewed,  but  I  desire 
that  when  it  is  reviewed  it  shall  be  re- 
viewed in  a  comprehensive  form.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  Petition  sent  to  this  HooMr 
and    signed    by    Lord  Ayleabury  and 
several  other  Peers,  who  speak  more 
strongly  on  this  question  than  any  boa. 
Member  who  has  addressed  the  Hoasa 
to-night.    Among  the  reasons  they  give 
for  a  review  of  the  Act  of   1836  ihnff 
say  that  wages  hare  increased  to  socis- 
thing  like  60  per  cent  in  the  last  52 
years.     I  am  a  large  tithe-payer  a^jsiU* 
and  grow  a  good  deal  of  oom,  aai  I 
know  what  that  means.     They  also  Mf 
that   while  in   1836  corn  was   56c  • 
quarter,  it  is  now  only  368.  or  37il  oa 
the  average.     If  we  are  to  zeview  A^ 
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Act  of  1836,  let  ub  not  do  it  in  a  tinker- 
log  wBj.    One  hon.  Qentleman  spoke  of 
the  extravagance  of  the  settlement  of 
1836.    Now,  I  can  recollect  that  settle^ 
ment,  and  I  tell  the  hon.   Gentleman 
that  the  statesmen  of  that  day,  whom  he 
vas  praising,  were  men  who  represented 
the  Party  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
who  were  opposed  to  the  Party  to  which 
he  belongs.     The  opposition    to    that 
settlement  was  much  stronger  than  any- 
thiog  that  has  taken  place  to-night,  and 
Isay  that  hoc.  Gentlemen  should  learn 
its  history  before  coming  here  to  talk 
npon  this  question.      I  feel  that  we  are 
justified  in  saying  that  if  we  are  to  re- 
open  this   question  we  should  review 
the  whole  position,    and   it   will    then 
he  seen  that  the   tenant    farmers  are 
those     who      have       suffered      most. 
What  makes  me  feel  that  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  dishonesty  in  politics   is 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  have 
said  so  much  in  favour  of  the  tenant 
farmers   do  not  allow  us   to  measure 
their  sympathy  for  that  class.     I  ask 
will  their  sympathy  lead  them  into  the 
liobby  in  favour  of  this  Instruction  ?     I 
desire  that  in  re-opening  this   question 
we  should  do  justice  to  all  sides,  and 
especially  to  that  side  which  has  been 
least  considered  in  this  matter.  I  allude, 
of  course,  to  the  tenant  farmers  who  pay 
the  lithe,  but  who  ought  not  to  have  to 
P*y  it,  and   upon  whom  you  wish   to 
press  more  harshly  the  obligation  which 
ought  to  rest  on  the  landowners.     I  hold 
iQ  my  band  a  letter  from  a  distinguished 
Gentleman  who  used  to  be  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  who  is  a  tenant  farmer. 
He  states  that— 

"Owing  to  the  acUoa  of  tho  seven  years' 
claose  the  tenants  have  been  paying  10  per 
pent  beyond  what  they  ought  to  pay,  and  that, 
in  many  cases,  the  tithe  instead  of  being  a  tenth, 
^ea  up  to  a  quarter,  and  in  some  cases  to  a 
third,  and  in  some  cases  to  the  whole  of  the 
rent." 

^ow,  the  settlement  of  1836  meant  that 

the  payment  should  be  one-tenth  only. 
The  writer  also  says : — 

"  How  any  party,  how  any  person  professing 
^have  the  lightest  desire  to  benefit  the  tenant 
^'nerB  can  vote  for  the  Bill  on  this  side  of  the 
Hoois  1  cannot  imagine." 

^bIL^  Sir,  I  shall  watch  the  matter  in 

the  Lobby  presently,   and   the  tenant 
Anners  will  also  watch  what  is  done. 


and  if  this  Instruction  is  rejected  it  will 
be  bad  for  that  side  of  the  House. 

♦Mr.    SWETENHAM  :    I    desire  to 

say  a  few  words    to     explain   why  I^ 

as    a    County  Member,  intend  to  vote 

against  this  Instruction.    No  one  can 

view  with  greater    regret    than  I    da 

the  fact  that  the  Government  has  not 

had  time  during  the  present  Sessi      to 

review  and  levise  the  settlement  made 

by  the  Act  of  William  IV.  That  the 
time  has  arrived  when  that  Act  ought  to 
be  reviewed,  I  am  quite  satisfied ;  but 
it  is  manifest  that  at  this  period 
of  the  Session  it  is  impossible 
to  undertake  the  work.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Instruction  did  not  specify  any  of  the 
points  on  which  he  proposes  revision,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  what  he 
really  means  is  what  has  been  already 
discussed. 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  did 

not  know  it  was  part  of  my  duty,  in 

moving  this  Instruction,  to  state  what 
particular  Amendments  I  proposed  ta 
introduce;  but  if  Her  Majesty's  Go-^ 
verument  will  accept  the  Instruction,  I 
am  ready  to  put  those  Amendmen^o  on 
the  Paper  to-night. 

*Mr.  8WETENHAM:  I  ^as  only 
stating  a  fact.  I  wish  the  H^  ^  to  un- 
derstand that,  in  my  opinion.  H  will  be 
absolutely  necessary  on  ro^ne  future 
occasion  to  consider  the  question  of 
redemption  as  one  of  the  modes  of 
revising  the  Act;  I  also  think  that 
another  mode  of  revision  will  be  found 
in  providing  that  in  all  future  contracts 
the  landowner  ought  to  be  the  person 
to  pay  the  tithe.  I  may  also  say  that  I 
think  the  Corn  Average  question  is  one 
that  presses  very  severely  on  persons  in 
the  position  of  the  tenant  farmers. 
There  are  a  great  many  other  things 
that  have  not  been  considered,  and 
which  I  trust  may  be  dealt  with  in  a 
future  Session.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  present  Bill  changed  the  Lature 
of  the  debt,  he  was  in  reality  resorting 
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to  vhat  be  vill  forgive  me  for  calling  & 
quibble.  The  Bill  does  not  change  the 
nature  of  the  debt ;  all  it  propoaee  ia  to 
change  the  nature  of  the  remedy  for 
recoveringthe  tithe  rent-charge,  which  is 
praotioall;  a  debt  on  the  land.  The 
tight  hon.  Qentleman,  had  not 
read  the  Bill  careful!;,  would  he 
have  Bsid  the  tithe  was  made  a 
charge  on  the  tenants'  personal  estate. 
It  does  not  ta  any  way  make  the  tenant 
pereonally  liable,  any  further  than  does 
the  Act  of  William  IV. ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  Hpecially  safeguarde  him,  bo  that  the 
tenants'  personal  estate  shall  not  in 
future  be  liable  beyond  what  isprovided 
fay  that  Act.  The  last  speaker  aaked 
wliat  extra  power  does  thia  Bill  propose 
to  confer. 

*Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Qentleman 
is  going  beyond  the  Instruction,  which  ii 
"  Thai  it  be  an  iDBtmctioii  to  ttia  Committee 
that  they  have  power  to  rariew  and  reriae  the 
eettlsment  made  by  the  Act  paued  in  the  si  xth 
and  leToitth  j-eara  of  hU  late  UaieitT  Eiur 
William  IV."^  ■*     '       ^ 

*Ma.  8WETENHAM :  I  bow  to  your 
raling,  Sir,  and  would  nothave  ventured 
into  that  part  of  the  question  had  I  not 
thought  the  hon.  Oentlaman  to  whom  I 
have  referred  was  in  order  in  the  allusion 
he  made  to  it.  I  will  no  longer  stand 
between  tho  House  and  a  Division,  and 
will  merely  say  I  do  not  support  this 
Instruction,  because,  as  the  last  speaker 
bas  said,  although  it  may  do  right  to 
the  tithe-owner  and  limit  the  wrong  done 
to  the  tenant  fanner,  it  nererthelesa 
would  unduly  overweight  the  Bill  and 
imperil  its  passage  at  this  period  of  the 
Session. 

Kb.  OBAT  :  I  never  admitted  that  I 
thought  it  would  be  right  to  the  tithe- 
owner. 

*^B.  S.  BENDEL:  I  would  observe 
that  only  one  Welah  Uember  has  spoken 
in  reference  to  this  Instruotion,  and  that 
boa.  Gentleman  sitaon  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House.  I  think  if  any  aeotion  of 
the  House  should  receive  indnlgeniM  on 
this  occasion  it  is  that  to  which  the 
Welsh  Membera  belong.  We  have  been 
plainly  told  that  we  are  responsible  for 
-spying  Parliament  with  such 
'■■.  SKtt*nham 


(COMMONS)  Steav.rsf  Bi  I. 

measure  at  this  untimely  seas 


Wb 


are  told  that  this  measure  is  of 
our  making,  and  this  ia  said  even 
by  those  who  are  otharwiae  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  and  only  assent  to  it  in  conae- 
qnence  of  the  view  they  take  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Welsh  people  in  this 
matter.  The  hon.  Uember  for  Maldon, 
for  instance,  adjured  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers to  do  their  best  to  see  that  law  aad 
order  are  henceforth  better  maiotainsd 
OB  this  subject,  and  again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Harwich,  who  dislikes  the 
Bill,  told  us  that  he  was  prepared  to 
support  the  Bill  because  of  what  i& 
goiDE  on  in  Wales  in  regard  to  thia  mb- 
ject.  I  doubt  whether  the  boo.  Member 
has  a  lai^  proportion  of  the  opinion  of 
his  constituents  with  him  on  this  mstter. 
To  put  this  matter  of  breach  of  lav 
in  as  sQcdnot  a  form  as  I  can,  I  refer 
to  the  charge  delivered  by  Mr.  Justice 
Field  when  opening  the  Summer  Assiiet 
for  Montgomeryshire.  Tho  learned 
Judge  then  alluded  to  the  gesenl 
improvement  that  had  taken  place  in 
regard  to  the  observance  of  the  lav, 
and  he  expressed  his  satisfaction  at  the 
peaceful  character  of  the  tithe  deEOMta- 
tration  in  that  and  the  neighbouring 
counties.  Latterly  you  have  had  the 
Welsh  fanners  resisting  the  paymMt 
of  tithes  up  to  the  point  of  being  tamed 
out  of  their  farms,  and  if  all  jou  do  nov 
is  simply  to  enact  a  law  by  which  they 
nan  be  taken  to  the  County  Court,  instaad 
of  having  their  goods  distrained  apost 
the  result  will  be  very  disappointiDgts 
those  who  believe  that  this  measure  *iH 
have  a  beneficial  operation. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  <Mt 
that  the  bon.  Member  is  travelling 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Inatructioa. 

«Ms.  8.  RENDEL:  I  bow  to  yoa 
ruling,  Mr.  8      " 


tion  may  be  c 
be  poatible  to 
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onerous  than 
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(Jrovammuit 
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the  eril  by  attempting  to  paes  a  Bill 
under  which  the  mischief  will  merely 
take  a  new  channel,  and  in  Wales,  at 
any  rate,  I  can  assure  them  that  they 
will  find  the  last  condition  worse  than 
the  first. 

Mb.    NEWNES     (Cambridge,    E., 
Newmarket):    As  a  large  number  of 
my  constitaents  are  interested  in  this 
question,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to 
oooupy  a  few  minutes  of  the  time  of  the 
House,    more  especially  as  I  do  not 
often  trouble  it.     I  think,  Sir,  the  num- 
ber of  Instructions  that  have  been  put 
on  the  Paper  in  order  to  enlarge  the 
aoope  of  this  Bill  affords  proof  of  the 
bald,  imperfect,  and  incomplete  state  in 
which  the  measure  is  now  presented. 
Indeed,  the  Government  have  admitted 
this,  because  they  have  promised  next 
Seesion   to    introduce    something  that 
will  be  more  satisfactory.    But  although 
ttua  promise  has  been  made,  one  of  the 
most  ardent  and  loyal  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Qovemment,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot), 
has  risen  in  his  place  and  stated  that  he 
has  long  ceased  to  place  any  reliance  on 
the  promises  made  by  the  Government 
of  legislation  on  the  tithes  question.    If 
their  own  supporters  cannot  rely  upon 
them,  I  am  sure  they  can  hardly  expect 
^  to  do  so.      They  say  that  another 
time  they  will  give  us  a  full  and  com- 
plete measure ;  but  if  there  is  time  now 
to  look  after  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords,  there  is  also  time— or  there  ought 
to  be— to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
tenants,  and  at  any  rate  it  is  not  fair 
for  them  to  produce  a  one-sided  result 
«a  this  Bill  certainly  will  do.    I  venture 
to  say  on  the  question  of  time  that,  if 
(necessary,  rather  than  do  such  a  gross 
UQQstioe,  as  I  am  sure  this  will  prove  to 
^1  we  ought  to  stop  here  till  Christmas 
in  order    to    do  justice.      This,    Mr. 
Speaker,  is  a  rery  large  question  indeed, 
U>d  it  is  one  which  admittedly  requires 

F^'epeBiog  and  re-settlement.    The  Go- 
ranunent  have  admitted  this,  beoause 
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they  are  promising  us  a  settlement  next 
Session.  But  I  venture  to  say  that  to 
open  it  now  in  the  closing  hours  of  this 
Session  in  the  interests  of  one  party — 
the  party  of  landlords — against  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants,  is  a  very  strange 
method  indeed  for  the  Government  to 

adopt  in  regard  to  the  tenant  farmers 
of  this  country  for  the  continuous 
support  which  they  have  given  to  the 
Tory  Party.  I  can  assure  the  House 
that  though  it  is  not  so  in  Wales, 
or  in  Ireland,  the  tenant  farmers 
of  England  are  the  bulwarks  of 
the  Oonservative  Party;  and  this  is 
how  they  are  treated  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Nothing  will  satisfy  the  over- 
burdened tithe-payers  of  England  but 
an  entire  re-opening  of  the  settlement  o^ 
1836,  and  an  adjustment  of  the  question 
in  the  way  we  suggest  in  the  Instruction 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The  English 
farmers  have  borne  their  troubles  with 
great  patience;  but  I  believe  their 
patience  is  rapidly  becoming  exhausted, 
and  this  piece  of  business  on  the  part 
of  the  Conservatives  will  open  their 
eyes.  If  the  Conservative  Party  desire 
to  retain  the  support  which  has  been  bo 
loyally  given  them  by  the  tithe-payers 
in  the  past,  they  will,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  withdraw  this  one-sided 
and  pernicious  Bill. 

♦Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  The  In- 
struction  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  raises 
the  whole  case  which  we  have  against 
this  Bill,  and  the  Division  which  the 
House  is  now  about  to  take  is  really,  I 
think,  the  most  crucial  Division  we  shall 
have  taken  the  whole  of  this  evening* 
I  want,  for  a  moment  or  two,  to  recall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  really 
is  the  point  in  dispute.  By  this  Instruc- 
tion my  right  hon.  Friend  asks  the 
House  to  give  the  Committee  power  to 
revise  the  whole  settlement  of  1836,  and 
he  asks  for  that  power  because  the 
Government  propose  to  re-open  that 
settlement  with  respect  to  one  branch  of 
it  only.  The  only  answer  we  have  as 
yet  received  is  not  that  the  settlement 
ought  not  to  be  re  opened,  for  every- 
one admits  that  it  ought  .to   be  t^^ 
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Amendment  proposed,  in  Clause  1, 
page  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out  '^  entitled  to 
a  sum,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words, 
"  claiming  money." — ( Mr,  Stave'ey  Mill.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  I  apprehend  the  extent  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  desires  to  g^. 
Does  he  desire  anybody  who  is  not 
entitled  to  receive  tithe  to  recover  judg- 
ment for  that  tithe  and  then  to  proceed 
to  execution  ?  That  is  what  his  words 
would  enable  anybody  to  do. 

Mb.  a. STAVELEY  HILL:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  misinterprets  me  alto- 
gether. If  a  man  goes  into  Court,  he 
must  go  into  Court  as  claiming  money  ; 
and  it  he  does  that,  you  at  once  invite 
the  defendant  to  raise  the  question  of 
title,  because  you  say  '*  entitled  to  a 
sum." 


^i 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  If  you  take  away 
the  word  *•  entitled,"  you  apparently 
deprive  the  defendant  of  the  power  of 
raising  the  question  whether  the  plaintiff 
is  entitled,  and  that  is  certainly  not  what 
we  intend.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
grew  pathetic  over  the  incumbent  who 
may  have  to  defend  his  title.  He  may 
have  to  do  that  now.  If  the  defendant 
disputes  the  title,  in  an  action  of 
replevin,  all  the  points  of  title  to  the 
time  will  have  to  be  raised  and  have  to 
be  fought  by  the  tithe- owner  or  the 
persons  claiming  the  tithe.  It  ought  to 
be  observed  that  the  points  of  title  that 
arise  in  a  case  of  tithe  are  extremely 
small.  The  advantage  of  the  mode 
proposed  by  the  Bill  is  that  you  have  to 
nght  the  point  of  law,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, before  the  trouble  and  expense 
of  an  execution.  Under  the  arbitrary 
remedy  of  distress,  you  begin  by  taking 
the  goods,  and  then  you  settle  the  point 
of  law.  That  is  a  cumbrous  way  of 
doing  it.  But  here  you  settle  it  in  the 
first  instance.  Our  intention  certainly 
is,  that  if  there  is  any  doubt  about  the 
title  of  the  claimant,  that  doubt  shall 
be  settled  by  the  County  Court 
Judge.  With  regard  to  the  word 
''sum,"  I  really  cannot  understand  the 
verbal  criticism.  It  means  the  amount 
of  the  rent-charge,  and  how  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  can  think  it 
means  anything  else  I  cannot  conceive. 
But  if  he  is  in  doubt  I  am  willing  to 


add  the  words  "  Eum  of  money,"  and  not 
of  anything  else. 

Mb.  G.  OSBOENE  MORGAN: 
The  questii^  raised  is  very  important. 
As  I  underitiind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument,  this  section  is  to  give 
unlimited  jurisdiction  to  the  County 
Court  Judge.  There  are  cases  in  which 
the  tithe  is  £500  a  year,  and  instances 
may  arise  in  which  the  greatest  legal 
experience  will  be  required  to  go  into 
the  question  of  title.  The  County 
Court  Judge,  if  this  Bill  passes  as  it  is, 
will  have  a  more  important  duty  imposed 
upon  him  than  any  he  has  had  before. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILI.IAMS :  In  the 
first  place,  I  am  entirely  of  opinion  that 
the  clause  is  not  a  work  of  art,  for  the 
word  **  entitle"  has  been  used,  when  it 
clearly  ought  to  be  "  claim."  Although 
it  is  a  small  matter,  I  do  hope  the  word 
"claim"  will  be  adopted.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Court,  it  has  been  constituted  by  about 
30  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  has  been 
extended  in  every  direction,  but  in  every 
instance  it  has  always  been  limited  as 
to  amount.  There  is  not  a  single 
instance,  I  believe,  in  which  jurisdic- 
tion has  been  given  without  limitation. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  words  rf 
the  clause  are  ''whatever  the  amount 
may  be." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS:  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  that  the  word 
<*  entitled  "  ought  to  be  struck  out. 

MB.RANDELL  (Glamorgan,  Gower): 
I  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  if,  in 
a  case  of  this  kind,  the  defendants 
were  shut  out  from  making  any  defence 
by  raising  the  question  of  title. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  not  a 
very  material  point,  but  I  should  have 
thought  the  Home  Secretary  would 
have  seen  that  if  a  man  claims  who  has 
no  title,  that  want  of  title  will  be  urged 
against  his  claim.  But  to  start  bj 
saying  that  a  man  who  goes  into  Gooit 
is  entitled,  is  determining  the  very  thing 
which  may  be  disputed.  It  is  not  onl^f 
bad  drafting,  but  it  is  begging  m 
whole  question.  I  would  strongly  oxge 
the  Government  to  take  the  ordinal} 
way;  but  to  say  before  he  goes  itAo 
Court  that  he  is  entitled  to  a  snm  of 
money  is,  in  a  logical  sense,  patting  tll0 
cart  before  the  horse. 
♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  do  nottMBk 
we  need  occupy  the  time  of  the  Oou* 
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xmttee  with  this  mioor  point.  Nobody 
can  be  in  any  doubt  about  the  general 
sdbeme  of  the  Bill,  and  I  think  the 
eriticiBm  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlen^an 
is  rather  strong.  Th«  words  **  entitled 
to  a  sum"  of  money  is  a  form  which 
occurs  in  several  Acts  of  Parliament, 
including  the  Landk  Glauses  Act.  I 
would  Buggrest  the  words — **  person 
claiming  to  be  entitled.^' 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
6,  after  ''  purchase,"  to  insert  the  words 
'' person  claiming  to  be  entitled." 

Question,  *^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I,  beg 
to  move  that  after  the  word  *'  sum," 
the  words  '*  not  exceeding  £20 "  be 
there  inserted.  This  section  will  give 
unlimited  jurisdiction  to  the  Oounty 
Oourti.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  questions 
oftitleasto  tithe  are  of  comparatively 
rare  occurrence,  but  .they  notoriously 
do  involve  abstruse  questions  of  law ; 
yet  by  this  Bill  we  call  upon  the  Oounty 


Then  I  observe  that  the  Home  Secretary 
proposes  to  introduce  an  Amendment 
making  the  Oounty  Oourt  judgment 
final  and  conclusive.  In  the  ordinary 
way,  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Superior 
Oourts;  but  here  the  Oounty  Oourts 
will  decide  in  respect  of  property  worth 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds.  The 
Home  Secretary  has  actually  git  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  to  prevent  the 
ordinary  formn  of  appeal  from  the 
Oounty  Oourt  to  the  Superior  Oourts, 
and  all  this  in  the  name  of  the  poor 
clergy  in  Wales.  Was  there  ever  such 
a  preposterous  Bill  drawn  with  such 
carelessness,  such  recklessness,  suph 
obvious  want  of  consideration  of  the 
consequences  involved  as  this?  Surely 
there  ought  to  be  some  limitation  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Oourt. 
♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  criticisms  are  not  always 
couched  in  conciliatory  language,and  the 
draftsman  will  appreciate  his  compli- 
ments. I  can  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  part  of  the  intention  of 
the  Amendment  I  have  on  the  Paper, 
and  which  has  called  forth  his  sarcasm. 


Oourt  Judge  at  once  to  give  a  decisionj*  is  simply  putting  into  proper  language 
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The  lay  improprietor  may  at  once  get 
a  decision  in  the  Oounty  Oourt,  after 
which  his  claim  cannot  be  'ousted 
throughout  by  the  Amendment.  The 
juriadibtion  of  the  Oounty  Oourt  is 
limited  to  £20  a  year,  and  that  would 
apply  to  the  Section  as  it  now  stands. 
There  will  be  very  few  cases  of  tenant 
farmers  in  wliich  the  amount '  la  for 
more  than  £20,  and  if  ihis  remedy  is 
to  be  granted,  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
limited  to  £20.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment. 

Ancendment  proposed*  in  page  I,  line 
5,  after  the  word  **  sum,"  to  insert  the 
words  •*  not  exceeding  twenty  pounds." 
--{Mr.  Arthur  WilUamn  ) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

8iE  W.  H ARCOUET :  This  clause 
gives  universal  jurisdiction  to  the  Oounty 
Oourts  in  all  questions  of  tithe,  and 
not  merely  as  to  the  amount  to  be 
I'eeorered.  It  is  really  makioo^  a  Bill, 
with  small  objects,  give  universal  and 
nnlimited  jurisdiction  to  the  Oounty 
Oourts  on  all  questions  of  real  property 
BO  far  as  they  ere  connected  with  tithe. 
It  is  a  most  extraordinary  thing  to  be 
iatrodlKsed  into    a  Bill  of   thia.  kind. 


hn  Amendment  which  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  West  Monmouthshire  has  put 
upon  the  Paper.  It  aims  more  certainly, 
in  my  opinion,  at  preventing  the  re- 
moval of  any  payment  for  tithe  to  a 
Superior  Oourt  for  the  purpose^  of  get- 
ting execution  upon  it  in  places  in  which 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Oounty  Oourt  does 
hoc  extend  or  run.  In  my  judgment  the 
clause  is  already  effective  for  the  pur- 
pose, though  I  did  offer  to  put  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  preventing  a 
removal  of  judgment  to  the  High  Oourt. 
tt  is  not  necessary  to  remove  it  under 
Section  21  of  the  Oounty  Oourts  Act, 
18s8,  and  the  appeal  remains.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  intend 
to  give  the  Omnty  Oourt  jurisdiction  in 
cases  of  title.  Undoubtedly  we 
do.  The  whole  remedy  would  be 
useless  otherwise.  There  may  be 
cases  in  which  title  to  real  pro- 
perty is  involved,  but  they  are  so 
rare  that  so  far  as  my  knowledge  goes 
there  is  not  a  single  one.  Most  of  the 
titles  to  tithes  are  perfectly  clear,  and 
in  many  instances  there  is  no  title  to 
prove.  The  Ecclesiastical  Oommisr 
sioners,  OoUeges,  Schools,  lay  impro* 
priators  and  other  large  bodies  have  no 
title  to  prove.      They  have  perpetual 


1128 


Zululahd. 


{AuausT  IS,  1889} 


Zuula  id. 


1124 


The  chief  SEOEETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  The  Oonstabulary  Authorities  re- 
port that  the  District  Inspector  with 
some  constables  was  engaged  in  pre- 
Tenting  the  ringing  of  the  chapel  pell 
which  had  been  commenced  witB.  a  view 
to  assemble  a  crowd  to  obstruct  a  bailiff 
in  the  discharge  of  bis  duty.  Forde 
alleges  that  he  was  assaulted  and  has 
summoned  both  the  District  Inspector 
and  the  constable  named,  the  case  being 
now  suhjudke.  The  police  deny  the 
allegation  that  they  assaulted  him. 

SALE  OF  GOVERNMENT  PUBLICA- 
TIONS. 

Sm  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
the  net  amount  annually  received  from 
the  sale  of  Government  publications  in 
the  United  Kingdom  averaged  for  the 
six  years  1878-9  to  1883-4  about 
£20,650,  but  rose  in  the  year  1884-5 
to  the  abnormal  amount  of  £34,810, 
faUing  in  the  two  next  years  to  £31,143 
and  £24,526  respectively ;  whether  when 
tenders  were  invited  in  1885  for  the 
sole  agency  for  the  sale  of  Government 
publications  in  England  and  Wales 
only,  £36,000  was  stated  to  be  the 
likely  amount  of  the  gross  annual  sale ; 
whether  this  sum  was  based  upon  actual 
experience  of  sales  effected  or  partly  on 
estimate ;  and,  if  the  latter,  what  was 
the  proportion  estimated  for,  and  why, 
if  the  year  selected  was  an  exceptional 
year  or  the  amount  largely  speculative, 
it  was  not  so  stated  in  regard  to  tenders 
invited  by  a  Government  Department ; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Stationery 
Office  have  made  considerable  reduc- 
tions in  the  sale  prices  since  the  present 
contract  was  entered  into,  without  any 
corresponding  readjustment  of  the  trade 
discount  or  the  annual  premium  paid 
by  the  contractor ;  whether  the  contrac- 
tors have  explained  that  no  compensating 
increase  in  sale  can  result  fromt  he 
reduction  in  price ;  and  whether  it  is 
in  accordance  with  usual  practice  that 
such  changes  should  be  made  during 
the  currency  of  the  contract  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
have  not  b^en  able  to  verify  all  the 
figures  given  in  the  hon.  Member's 
questioD,  but  I  believe  they  may  be 

Mr.HmryJ.  Wilum 


taken  as  fairly  representing  the  faeU ; 
there  has  no  doubt  been  a  falling  off 
since  the  year  1884-85.  The  figiureof 
£36,000  was  given  in  the  advertisement 
for  tenders,  not  as  an  average,  bzit  as  a 
rough  statement  of  the  sale  in  the  par- 
ticular year  1884-85,  that  being  the 
latest  year  for  which  the  Stationery 
Office  could  give  a  sufficiently  compete 
statement.  There  was  no  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  the  sales  in  that  year  woold 
prove  to  have  been  exceptionally  large. 
As  regards  the  redaction  in  the  prices 
which  has  been  made  since  the  date  of 
the  contract,  I  am  advised  that  it  doee 
not  constitute  a  breach  of  the  oontraet. 
My  hon.  Friend  is  probably  aware  thst 
the  contractor  has  power  to  terminate 
the  contract  by  giving  notice. 

TRAININa  SHIPS. 

Me.  bound  (Essex,  N.E.,Harwidi): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether,  in  view  of  the  in- 
tended increase  in  the  Fleet,  it  i» 
intended  to  increase  the  number  of 
training  ships ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
would  arrange  for  one  of  these  ships  to 
be  stationed  in  Harwich  Harbour  ? 

Thb  SEOEETARY  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr.  FoRWOOD,  Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ormskirk):  The  intended  increase 
to  the  Fleet  will  not  necessitate  any 
addition  to  the  present  number  of  tiaia* 
ing  ships,  and,  therefore,  I  am  afraid 
no  hope  can  be  held  out  of  stationing  & 
training  ship  at  Harwich. 

ZULULAND. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  SeoA- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  what 
British  troops  are  now  serving  in  ZdLu* 
land,  and  whether  the  peace  and  order 
of  the  country  have  been  so  recovered 
as  to  allow  of  the  early  withdrawal  dt 
the  6th  Inniskilling  Dragoons  sai 
Royal  Scots  ;  and  whether  he  cut  Mt 
the  total  expense  incurred  by  tlie  «^ 
ployment  of  British  troops  in  Zabhni 
since  the  disturbances  which  took  flttot 
after  the  restoration  of  Usibepn  ? 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS:  (1 . )  TkeBaAk 
garrison  in  Zululand  oonsista  of  tbovl 
1,000  men,  and  the  Local  Autbonlto. 
advise  that  the  force  cannot  be 
until  a  decision  has  been  oome  fe 

reeard  to  the  sentence  pa^ed  on 

ziuu  and   the  other  Chiefs.     (S.)  X 

informed  by  the  Seoretaiy  ot  SMi-ihr 
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War  that  the  total  military  expense 
caused  by  the  disturbances  amounted  to 
£52,000  from  April  to  Ootober,  1888. 
The  extra  cost  of  600  troops  above  their 
cost  at  another  station  from  Ist  Decem- 
ber, 1887  (the  date  of  the  restoration  of 
Usibepu)  to  31st  Ootober,  1888,  was 
£7,333.  Since  Ootober,  1888,  the  extra 
cost  of  1,000  troops  to  31st  March, 
1BS9,  was  £6,842. 

Mk.  T.  ELLIS:  When  will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  be  able  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  Report  of  the  trial  of  the 
Chiefs? 

Baron  H.  dk  WORMS:  A  portion 
of  the  Report  has  been  reoeiyed,  and  has 
been  laid  on  the  Table;  but  the  full 
Beport  is  not  yet  complete. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  A  promise  was  given 
that  the  whole  should  be  laid  on  the 
Table  early  in  August,  and  I  find  from 
a  reply  given  to  a  question  in  another 
place  that  the  Report  waSfreceived  some 
dajB  ago. 

Babon  H.  dk  worms  :  A  portion 
only  was  received  and  presentea  to  the 
House  some  time  ago.  We  are  await- 
ing the  concluding  portion. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  :  May  we  hope  that  it 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the 
Prorogation  ? 

Babon  H.  de  WORMS:  I  can- 
i^  give  a  promise  to  that  effect. 
That  part  of  the  evidence  which  has 
been  received  is  very  voluminous,  and  it 
will  have  to  be  printed. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS :  Is  it  a  fact 
that,  on  the  24th  August,  1888,  the 
fieaident  Magistrate  of  the  Etshowe 
IHstrict  of  Zululand  sentenced  Nratu, 
aliaB  TJmsidusi,  to  50  lashes,  which  were 
inflicted  in  10  instalments?  I  wish  also 
toaek  whether,  on  the  20th  of  November, 
1887,  three  men,  by  name  Sikwata, 
Uahlatini,  and  Ngunya,  were  sentenced 
to  '^5  lashes  each,  and  were  immediately 
flogged,  without  previous  reference  to 
the  Chief  Mugistrate ;  and,  whether,  in 
Janoary,  1888,  Mgongosa,  TJmlunsuza, 
and  others  were  flogged  at  the  Ndwande 
Magifltracy  without  trial  and  without 
reference  to  the  Chief  Magistrate  ? 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS :  The  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  has  not  received  informa- 
tioa  as  to  these  cases,  but  he  has  called 
^  a  Return,  which  will  include  any 
Uiat  may  have  taken  place  in  1888,  and 
y^  call  for  particulars  as  to  that  whioh 
u  stated  to  have  occurred  in  1887. 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Nortbamnton)  : 
I  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say,  some  time  ago,  in  answer  to  a 
question  by  me  in  reference  to  one  of 
these  cases,  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  cause  inquiry  to  be  made. 

Babon  H.  db  WORMS  :  Inquiry  was 
made,  but  no  answer  has  yet  been  re^ 
ceived. 

IRELAND— SUB-COMMISSIONEE 
BOBERTS. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Mr.  Roberts,  one  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  under  the  Land  Law 
(Ir^and)  Act,  and  member  of  a  Court 
held  in  Ardee  last  month,  was,  during 
the  week,  the  guest  of  a  Mr.  Lee  Nor- 
man, a  local  landlord  interested  in  some 
of  the  cases  tried  beforejthe  Court ;  and^ 
whether  he  will  issue  instructions  to  the 
Sub-Commissioners  not  to  accept  hospi- 
tality from  people  who  are  parties  to 
proceedings  in  their  Courts  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  assume  that 
this  is  a  repetition  of  the  question  placed 
on  the  Paper  for  the  18th  of  July,  but 
not  then  asked  by  the  hon.  Member. 
The  Land  Commissioners  then  reported 
that  Mr.  Roberts  had  informed  them 
that  he  has  never  been  inside  Mr.  Lee 
Norman's  house,  as  alleged  in  the  ques- 
tion. Mr.  Lee  Norman's  name  did  not 
appear  in  any  way  on  the  list  of  oases 
for  hearing  at  Ardee  in  July  before  the 
Sub -Commission,  of  which  Mr.  Roberts 
was  a  member.  The  Commissioners 
have  always  been  most  particular  in 
requiring  that  Assistant  Commissioners 
should  not  accept  of  hospitality  from 
anybody  while  on  Circuit,  and  a  rule  to 
this  effect  has  been  in  operation  for 
years. 

LABOURERS'  DWELLINGS. 

Mb.  NOLAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recommendations 
made  after  an  inquiry  held  by  the 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ootober, 
I886j  into  certain  schemes  for  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers*  dwellings  in  the 
Castlebellingham  Division  of  Ardee 
Union,  County  Louth,  Ireland;  and, 
whether  any  further  steps  have  been 
taken  in  the  matter,  and,  if  not,  what 
has  been  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Local 
Qovemment  Board  duly  made  a  Pro- 
risional  Order  in  connection  with  the 
erection  of  the  cottages,  and  sanctioned 
a  loan  for  the  purpose.  The  subse- 
quent delay  appears  to  have  arisen 
through  informalities  in  the  applica- 
tions made  to  the  Land  Commission  to 
ha  70  fair  rents  fixed  for  the  lands 
taken,  and  to  the  death  of  the  landlord, 
which  rendered  further  action  on  the 
part  of  the  Guardians  necessary.  The 
matter,  however,  is  now  in  a  forward 
state. 

Mr.  NOLAN:  Who  is  responsible 
for  the  informality  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  presume 
the  Local  Authorities,  but  I  cannot  be 
sure  of  that. 

Mr.  NOLAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  I^rd  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland  whether  he  is  aware  that  an 
improvement  scheme  for  the  erection  of 
a  labourers'  dwelling  in  the  townland 
of  Haggardstown  was  made  on  the  14th 
November,  1887,  by  the  Guardians  of 
Dundalk  Union,  County  Louth ;  that 
the  local  inquiry  was  held  on  29th 
March,  1889 ;  and  that  no  opposition 
was  offered  on  the  part  of  either  land- 
lord or  tenant ;  and,  whether  the  Guar- 
dians are  still  of  opinion  that  a  neces- 
sity exists  for  the  carrying  out  of  the 
scheme ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  sanction  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  is  with- 
held? 

Ma.  A.  J.   BALFOUR:    The   facts 

are  substantially  as  stated  in  the  first 

paragraph.    The  dwelling  proposed  to 

be  provided  by  the  scheme  was  intended 
to  replace  a  house  occupied  when  the 
scheme  was  made  and  condemned  by  the 
Medical  Officer  as  unfit  for  human  habi- 
tation ;  but  on  the  Local  Government 
Inspector  visiting  this  house  on  the 
occasion  of  his  inquiry,  he  found  it 
dosed  and  vacant,  and  learned  that  the 
man  who  occupied  it  had  obtained  a 
house  and  employment  elsewhere.  The 
Xocal  Gt>vemment  Board  therefore,  on 
ihe  Inspector's  recommendation,  de- 
clined to  sanction  the  Guardians'  pro- 
posal on  the  ground  that  the  new 
cottage  was  not  required.  The  Guar- 
ilians  have  not  made  any  communica- 
tion to  the  Local  Government  Board 
showing  that  necessity  now  exbts  for 
the  house  referred  to. 


Mr.  Conyhean. 


Mb.  OOKTBEABB. 
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Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
give  the  date  of  the  Medical  Report 
which  has  been  received  respecting  ICr. 
Conybeare's  health;  whether  it  made 
any,  and  what,  reference  to  the  repeated 
complaints  made  by  Mr.  Conybeare  as 
to  the  rheumatic  aiSection  from  which 
he  is  suffering,  or  to  the  com[dainti 
made  by  Mr.  Conybeare  respecting  the 
weakness  of  and  pain  in  his  ejes, 
which  he  attributes  to  the  whitewaiiied 
walls  of  his  cell ;  whether,  inasmuch  as 
Mr.  Conybeare  complains  of  suffering 
oonstant  pain,  sometimes  so  sev^e  ts 
to  entirely  cripple  him  and  prevent  him 
from  walking,  he  will  have  further  and 
fuller  Reports  sent  as  to  Mr.  Conybeare's 
condition ;  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  on 
Monday  last  Mr.  Conybeare  could  get 
only  half  an  hour's  exercise,  owing  to 
the  wet  weather,  and  on  Taeeday  he 
and  all  other  prisoners  were  confined  to 
their  cells  the  whole  day,  in  conseqaeoee 
of  the  rain ;  whether,  in  view  of  these 
facts,  he  will  reconsider  his  opinion  that 
no  sheltered  exercise  ground  is  needed; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  other  prison 
in  England  or  Ireland  in  which  fifst- 
class  misdemeanants  are  confined  to  oae 
small  cell  similar  to  that  whidi  Vx* 
Conybeare  is  compeUed  to  occupy  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  state  that  the  particolar 
Medical  Report  as  to  Mr.  Conybeare's 
health,  to  which  I  presume  the  hon. 
Member  alludes,  is  dated  the  25th  of 
July.  This  report  stated  that  Mr. 
Conybeare  had  a  slight  attack  of  Inm- 
bago,  and  one  occasion  had  a  alight 
pain  in  his  shoulder.  The  Report  nuMb 
no  reference  to  any  alleged  oomplatrt 
by  Mr.  Conybeare  respecting  his  eye* 
sight  or  the  colour  of  the  cell  walls.  Al 
regards  the  allegation  in  the  third  pafs* 
graph,  it  is  stated  in  a  further  BefAi 
received  from  the  medical  officer  M 
Saturday  last,  that  Mr.  Conybeare  iaift 
good  health,  that  the  only  thing  he  In 
complained  to  the  medical  offioerof  ti 
chronic  lumbago,  smd  that  in  all  dftir 
respects  his  bodily  health  is  satisfaetaf* 
The  Governor  of  the  prison  repsril 
that  on  the  previous  Mondaj  Ifi^ 
Conybeare  got  not  half  an  lUNiA 
exercise,  as  is  alleged  in  this  qneslifl^ 
but   one  hour's  exercise.     He  Nudi 
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not  take  his  afternoon's  exerdse  owing 
to  the  inolemency  of  the  weather.  On 
the  following  day  he  and  the  other 
pruooers,  with  two  exceptions,  were 
preyented  from  taking  exercise  in  oon- 
Bequence  of  the  rain.  The  Prisons 
Board  adhere  to  their  opinion  that  the 
Btrongest  objection  exists  to  the  sug- 
gested erection  of  sheds  in  prison 
exercise  yards.  The  Board  state  that 
the  rule  as  to  first-class  misdemeanants, 
only  requires  that  a  ''room  or  cell" 
shall  be  provided  for  such  prisoners, 
and  that  there  are  seyeral  prisons  in 
Ireland  in  which  only  cells  are  available 
for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  statute  secures  to 
erery  prisoner  a  right  to  two  hours' 
daily  exercise  in  the  open  air  ?  Seeing 
the  large  sums  of  money  annually  voted 
for  the  repair  and  maintenance  of 
pnaons,  will  not  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
iDsn  instruct  the  Prisons  Board  to  have 
sheds  erected  for  daily  exercise  in  in- 
dement  weather  so  that  the  prisoners 
may  be  enabled  to  keep  themselves  in 
health? 

Ha.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  can  add 
nothing  to  what  I  stated  yesterday — 
>i^niely,  that  I  will  make  inquiry  as  to 
what  the  practice  is  in  England.  In 
^  of  the  strong  objection  of  the 
l^nsons  Board  I  can  make  no  promise. 

Ma,  W.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
Connty,  Ossory) :  Oannot  an  order  be 
given  for  the  removal  of  Mr.  Oonybeare 
^^  a  prison  which  is  not  in  a  proper 
sanitary  condition,  and  in  which  there 
ie  no  cell  fit  for  a  .first-class  misde- 
mesnant? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  hon. 
Member  assumes  two  things — first,  that 
the  pnson  is  in  an  insanitary  condition  : 
and,  next,  that  it  contains  no  cell  fit  for 
the  imprisonment  of  a  first-class  mis- 
demeanant The  evidence  before  tne 
does  not  support  either  of  those  assump. 
tions. 

Dn.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.) :  Is  it  not 
ue  fact  that  the  cell  occupied  by  Mr. 
Oonybeare  is  placed  in  such  a  position 
(w  it  is  directly  in  a  draught,  and  so 
Biiuted  as  to  make  it  absolutely  neces- 
jwy  that  the  window  of  the  cell  should 
he  kept  constantly  open,  so  that  the 
hon.  Member  has  the  alternatives  of 
Setting  rheumatism  or  of  being 
A^yxiated  at  night  ?  Will  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  give  directions  that  Mr. 


Oonybeare  shall  be  removed  to  a  cell 
which  is  in  a  proper  condition,  and  not 
sent  out  of  prison  at  the  end  of  his  sen- 
tence a  cumplete  wreck  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information  in  regard  to  the  facts  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member,  but  we  are 
continually  watching  all  matters  concern- 
ing the  health  of  prisoners. 

Db.  £[ENNY  :  Is  that  a  reason  why 
no  action  should  be  taken  when  impor- 
tant facts  are  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  mere  fact 
that  the  hon.  Member  alleges  certain 
facts  does  not  conclusively  prove  that 
they  are  facts. 

Dr.  KENNY:  I  allege  them  on 
medical  authority. 

LIGHT  HAILWAYS. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.) :  I  beg- 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord . 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  got  a 
copy  of  the  Resolution  of  the  Cavan 
Board  of    Guardians,    requesting    the 
Government  to  include  a  line  of  railway 
from  Oldcasile,  in  the  Oounty  of  Meath, . 
to  Crossdony,  in  the  Oounty  of  Oavan, 
via  Kilnaleck,  in  the  proposed  legisla- 
tion for  the  extension  of  railways  in 
Ireland ;  and,  if  he  intends  giving  that 
Union  an  answer,  and  what  t^at  answer 
will  be? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  A  copy  of  the 
Resolution  mentioned  has  been  for- 
warded to  me.  I  have  already  replied, 
to  it,  to  the  effect  that  representations  oa 
behalf  of  any  particular  scheme  will  be 
considered  in  the  event  of  the  Light 
Railways  Bill  becoming  law.  I  also 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary Representative  of  one  division 
of  the  county  was  not  irresponsible  for 
the  obstacles  which  the  promoters  of  th^ 
measure  had  still  to  surmount* 

WAR  OFFICE  CONTRAOTS. 
Mb.  n  anbury  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State    for   War' 
whose  duty  it  is  to  find  out  whether  the^ 
Factory  Clause,   introduced  into    War 
Office  contracts    as  a  security  against 
sweating,  is  being  properly  carried  out 
in  each  case  ? 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle):  The  Director  of  Con- 
tracts will  make  every  effort  in  his  power 
to  secure  the  enforcement  of  the  Factory 
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(Sfluee  in  the  War  Office  eontraots^  as  a 
seourity  against  sweating  ;  but  it  is  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  for  the  Department  to 
make  sure  of  doing  so  without  a  very 
extensive  inspection,  and  the  real  security 
for  enforcing  it  must  rest  with  the  work- 
men themselves. 

THE  INDIAN  FOREIGN  OFFICE. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  re- 
ceiyed  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to 
Members  of  this  House>  intituled, 
"India.  The  Queen-Empress's  Pro- 
mises: How  they  are  broken,"  issued 
from  the  Indian  Political  Agency,  and 
written  by  Mr.  William  Digby,  O.I.E. ; 
whether  he  is  aware  if  the  statements 
contained  therein  are  accurate,  and  the 
dcouments  quotedi  (1)  a  memorial  to  the 
Viceroy  from  the  Ohandalin  Maharani 
of  £ewa,  and  (2)  an  autograph  letter 
from  the  Maharaja  of  Kashmir,  are 
authentic;  and  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  allegations 
in  the  said  letter  regarding  the  adminis- 
tration of  affairs  controlled  by  the  Indian  | 
Foreign  Office,  in  connection  with  the ' 
States  of  Owalior,  Bampur,  Bhopal, 
Hewa,  and  Elashmir  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
received  a  copy  of  the  letter  in  question. 
He  cannot  commend  the  accuracy  of  its 
statements,  nor  vouch  the  authenticity 
of  the  documents  quoted.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  declines  to  institute  an 
inquiry  into  the  administration  of  Native 
States  by  the  Government  of  India  at 
the  instance  of  a  private  individual.  All 
the  Native  Chiefs  of  India  can  make 
representations  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
through  the  Government  of  India,  and 
can  appeal  to  him  against  any  orders 
which  are  passed  by  that  Government. 
No  such  representations  or  appeals  have 
been  received  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
from  any  of  the  Native  States  men- 
tioned in  the  question. 

THE  LIMAVADY  TRUSTEE  BANK. 
Mb.  HOWELL(Bethnal  Green,  N,E.): 
I  rbeg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
average  of  each  individual  deposit  at 
the  Limavady  Trustee  Bank  in  1887,  as 
^ven  in  the  Annual  Returns,  is 
£14  188.  lid.,  whereas  the  average  for 

Mr.  B.  Sianhape 


the  whole  of  Ireland  is  only  £5 16s.  Hid.; 
and  that  this  extraordinary  divergenod 
has  existed  for  several  years ;  whetlier 
this  fact  is  primd  facte  evidence  thai 
illegal  deposits  have  been  received,  and 
that  the  Government  have  paid  intereit 
to  the  trustees  on  illegal  depomts;  aad 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  hy 
the  National  Debt  Commissionen,  ia 
this  and  similar  suspicious  cases,  to 
ascertain  if  illegal  deposits  are  takes, 
and  to  prevent  frauds  upon  the  Ex* 

chequer  r  

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  the  KX- 
CHEQUEB  (Mr.  Gosohbn,  St.  Gecvge'a, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Membar 
has  correctly  stated  the  average  ia£* 
vidual  deposits  in  the  Limavady  Sav- 
ings Bank,  as  represented  in  the  Paifii- 
mentary  Betum,  as  £14  188.  lid., 
whereas  the  average  for  the  whole  of 
the  Irish  Savings  Banks  is  £5  16a.  iH- 
There  are  Irish  Savings  Banks,  hctr- 
ever,  where  the  average  individual 
deposits  are  still  higher  than  in  &• 
case  of  limivady ;  wlole  there  are  aooia 
where  the  average  deposits  a^^ear  tobe 
abnormally  low.  The  high  average  ia 
the  case  of  limavady  doee  not  neoM- 
sarily  imply  that  there  has  been  aaj 
illegality,  and,  so  far  as  the  Natiooal 
Debt  Commissioners  can  determine^  the 
figures  supplied  may  be  correct  The 
accounts  of  the  Savings  Baoik  rendered 
to  those  Commissioners  show  the  de- 
posits in  the  year  1887  to  have  amoantsd 
to  £9,552,  and  the  payments  to  £8,SS6. 
The  Parliamentary  Betom  shows  t^ 
there  were  689  receipts,  averaging 
£14  18s.  lid.  each,  equivalent  to  a 
total  of  £8,886.  There  is  nothing  <V 
the  face  of  these  figures  sutficieo^ 
auspicious  to  justiiy  any  spedal  ioqviy 
of  the  trustees. 

THB  BECOAN  MINES  00ianTr8& 
fint  GBOBGE  CAMPBELL  (KM* 
caldy):  I  beg  to  ask  the  SeorstagriP 
the  Treasury  if  he  can  tell  ^'^^ 
responsible  for  the  fact  that  the  wfK^ 
to  the  Bepert  of  the  Deooan  KiM 
Committee  of  the  6th  August,  168^^ 
been  distributed  on  9th  August,  WW? 
and,  if  measures  can  be  taken  te^fcWt 
the  waste  of  public  money  in  pEi>'^ 
Papers  when  they  are  quite  4Prt  * 
date  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:   I  have  nol.lM 
able  to  get  sufficiently  ftiU 
information  to  enable  ine494 
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question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I 
am  bound  to  admit,  at  once,  tBat  the 
index  to  a  Seport  nearly  12  months 
behind  time  is  altogether  unjustifiable. 
Measures  will  be  taken  to  obviate  the 
recurrence  of  a  similar  inconvenience. 

THE  LICENSING  LAW. 

Mb.  MAOLITRE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Clerks  to 
Justices  of  the  dty  of  Manchester  in 
summoning  a  meeting  of  the  Justices  to 
appoint  a  Committee  under  tiie  38th 
flection  of  "  The  Licensing  Act,  1872," 
and  for  other  business  connected  with 
the  approaching  Brewster  Sessions,  have 
appended  the  following  notice : — 

"N.B.^We  desire  to  call  the  attentioii  of  the 
voatioes  to  the  interpretatioii  of  the  Licenmng 
IjJj^M  ^iven  hy  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  which  is  in  effect  that  no  person  can 
fct  18  a  Licensing  Jastice  who  is  a  shareholder 
pi  any  Company  (Railway  or  otherwise)  which 
uaretoiler  of  any  Intoxicating  Liqaor  in  the 
^f^^isiog  Diitrict  for  which  he  acts  or  in  the 
adjdmng  district." 

Whetfier,  in  fact,  a  railway  shareholder 
in  a  company  having  licensed  premises 
in  the  county  or  city  or  the  adjoining 
county,  city,  or  borough  for  which  he 
^fti,  and  who  may  sign  an  occasional 
uoense,  or  act  at  any  sessions  for  trans- 
fer of  licenses,  or  for  other  purposes 
^der  the  Licensing  Act  ezoept  as  to 
WQg  for  drunkenness  or  breaon  at  the 
^foenaing  Laws,  is  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
£100;  and,  whether,  in  the  event  of  the 
*wlway  Bhareholders  (Licensing  Ses- 
•wn)  Bill  being  withdrawn,  owing  to 
w  late  period  of  the  Session,  the  Qo- 
J^ment  will  bring  in  a  Bill  next 
S^on  to  relieve  shareholders  in  rail- 
JV  and  other  companies  from  the 
diaquaUfication  and  penalties  for  acting 
^  Justices  at  Licensing  Sessions  ? 

Tbk  SBORETAEY  of  STATE  bob 
J»  HOME  DEPABTMENT  (Mr. 
*WHBwa,  Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
^information  as  to  the  fiacts  stated  in 
^  &8t  paragraph  of  my  hon.  Friend's 
f^**tion.^  As  to  the  seoond  paragraph, 
f  M  advised  that  a  railway  sharenolder 
a  a  oompany  having  licensed  premises 
^tiie  placee  described  is  disqualified 
™ii  acting  as  justice  in  the  places  in 
^  eases  bat  those  eioepted  in  Section 
^of  the  Licensing  Act  of  1872;  andif 
*•  >aetQ  knowingly  ha  appears  to  be 


liable  to  a  penalty.  As  to  the  third 
paragpraph,  the  Government  wiU  con- 
sider ijie  suggestion  of  my  hon. 
Friend;  but  he  must  excuse  me  from 
giving  a  pledge  as  to  legislation  next 
Session. 

THE  IRISH  POLICE  AND  PRIVATE 
MEETINGS. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
tothetiordLieutenant  of  Ireland  whether, 
at  a  meeting  held  in  the  private  dwel- 
ling of  a  Mr.  Bagnall,  at  Tallaght,  in 
the  Oounty  of  Dublin,  on  the  28th  of 
July  last,  to  consider  questions  relating 
to  the  Dublin  and  Blessington  Tram- 
way, a  force  of  Oonstabulary,  aacom- 
panied  by  a  Government  note-taker, 
demanded  admission  to  the  meeting; 
what  justification  had  the  police  for 
this  intrusion;  and  will  directions  be 
g^ven  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such 
conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Oonstabulary 
at  Tallaght  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  appears 
that  the  meeting  was  summoned  by 
placard,  to  protest  against  the  tramway, 
and  it  was  to  have  been  held^  in  the 
open  air,  but  was  afterwards  adjourned 
to  Mr.  Bagnall's  house.  The  police  on 
being  refused  admission  made  no  at- 
tempt to  enter  the  house,  and,  therefore, 
there  was  no  intrusion. 

THE  CANADIAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 

Db.  KENNY :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General,  whether  he  has  received 
a  copy  of  a  resolution  passed  unajii- 
mously  by  the  Oork  Harbour  Oommis- 
sioners,  at  their  meeting  on  the  7th 
instant,  in  support  of  the  memorials  of 
the  Londonderry  Oorporation  and  the 
Ohamber  of  Oommerce,  addressed  by 
those  bodies  to  the  Government  on  the 
subject  of  the  alleged  proposed  chanee 
in  the  Oanadian  mail  service,  whereov 
Foyle  would  cease  to  be  a  port  of  caU 
for  said  mails ;  and  whether  the  Gov- 
ernment have  any  such  change  in  con- 
templation; and,  if  so,  whether  they 
will  abandon  it,  and  leave  undisturbed 
the  existing  arrangements  ? 
«Tn  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Rauces,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
I  have  received  from  Oork  a  oopy  of 
a  memorial  addressed  by  the  oorporation 
of  that  city  to  tiie  Prime  Minister  on  the 
subject  of  the  Oanadian  mail  service. 
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The  mail  service  between  this  country 
and  Canada  is  provided  by  the  Canadian 
Government ;  and  I  can  only  repeat  the 
statement  made  on  the  Ist  inst.  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  that  the  subject  is  one  for 
that  Government  to  deal  with.  The 
Imperial  Post  Office  has  really  no  voice 
in  the  matter. 

Db.  KENNY:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  to  communicate  with  the 
Canadian  Gt)vemment  on  the  subject,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  Foyle  from  ceasing 
to  be  a  port  of  call  ? 

♦Mr.  RAIKES:  The  hon.  Member 
had  better  address  a  question  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies.  The  question  is  rather 
one  for  the  Colonial  Office  than  the  Post 
Office. 

THE  MINES  INSPECTORS*  REPORTS. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  can  now  state  when  the 
Mines  Inspectors'  Beports  will  be  avail- 
able to  Members?  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  these  Beports  have  been  in  the 
possession  of  the  Government  since 
March  last  ?  And,  whether  he  will  take 
such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  en- 
sure an  earlier  issue  of  these  Beports 
next  Session  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  final  proofs 
of  the  Mines  Inspectors'  Beports  have 
been  in  the  printers'  hands  for  more 
than  a  week,  and  I  hope  the  Beports 
will  be  ready  for  issue  in  the  course  of 
a  day  or  two.  The  Beports  have  been 
in  possession  of  the  Gx)vemment 'since 
March  last ;  but  when  the  manuscripts 
were  in  course  of  being  set  up  it  was 
decided  for  the  purposes  of  economy  and 
convenience  to  alter  the  usual  manner  of 
printing  and  presenting  the  Beports, 
and  this  has  led  to  a  considerable  delay. 
I  will  do  all  I  can  to  secure  an  earlier 
issue  next  Session. 

Mr.  HOWELL:  Would  it  not  be 
possible  to  give  a  summary  of  these 
Beports  earlier  in  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  afraid  that 
that  would  be  throwing  on  the  Inspec- 
tors an  additional  amount  of  labour 
beyond  the  scope  of  their  ordinary  duty ; 
but  I  will  consider  the  suggestion  of  the 
iien.  Member. 

Mr,  Baike$. 


THE  ULSTER  AND  TTRONE  CANAL?. 

Mr.   JOBDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretaiy  to  the  Treasaiy 
whether,  in  accordance  with  the  provi^ 
sions  of  **  The  Ulster  and  Tyrone  Navi- 
gation Act,  1888,"   the  agreement  oi 
transfer  has  been  ratified ;  whether  the 
company  has  commenced  to  repair  the 
UlHter  and  Tyrone  Canals,  and,  if  80,to 
what  extent ;  whether  the  Treasary  has 
yet   paid    over  to    the    company  any 
money ;  and  whether  the  Treasary  has 
negotiated,  or  is  in   process  of  nego- 
tiating, a  loan  to  the  company  ? 
*Mr.  JACKSON :  The  agreement  re- 
ferred to  has  been  completed,  and  the 
canal  has    been    handed    over  to  the 
Lagan  Navigation  Company,  who  hafe 
begrun  to  repair  it  and  to  receive  instal- 
ments of  the  Parliamentary  grant   I 
am  sorry  that,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
notice  of  the  question,  I  cannot  give  the 
hon.  Member  particulars  of  the  amoant 
of  repairs  done  by  the  company,  and  oi 
the  amount  of  advances  from  the  grant 
made  to  them ;    but  I  may  say  that  the 
amount  of  the  .advances  is  determined 
by  the  progress  of  the  work.     No  loan, 
so  far  as  I  know,  is  in  process  of  negcKtisr 
tion  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  JOBDAN:  Is  it  the  fact  that 
money  has  been  paid  over  to  the  oom- 
pany  by  the  Treasury  ? 
♦Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  some  money 
has  been  paid  over  under  the  agreemeni 
but  I  am  not  able  to  state  the  amoant 
because  I  have  not  yet  had  time  to  make 
the  necessary  inquiries. 

Mr.  JOBDAN:  If  I  repeat  the  ques- 
tion on  Friday  will  the  hon.  Qendemai 
g^ve  me  the  information  ? 
♦Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

IRELAND-LAND  ACT— RENTS  Dl 
KILKENNY. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.);  Ibeff 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lore 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whetha^  dteM 
the  passing  of  *<  The  Land  Iaw  (InUad) 
Act,  1887,"  any  applications  by  lau»^ 
holders  were  heurd  for  that  put  of 
county  Kilkenny  which  is  in  tiie  ttisii 
of  Waterford;  whether  notices  of  iMfr 
cation  by  leaseholders  from  thatdurtAi^ 
entered  before  29th  September,  WHt 
are  still  unheard ;  whether  the  lao&ril 
in  those  cases,  have  exacted  the  eii> 
duced  rents  from  which  refief.  M| 
sought;  and,  whether  tenaalfl^ 
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lands  are  valued  at  more  than  £50, 
have  any  protection  from  the  execution 

for  the  recoTery  of 

Me.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  sorry 
that  I  ha?e  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain 
the  necpssary  information  to  enable  me 
to  answer  the  question. 

Mb.  chance  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  able  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion if  I  repeat  it  on  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :   I  hope   so. 

AGRICULTURAL  STATISTICS. 
M&.  CHANGE:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  in  1888,  Beturns 
were  made  by  the  Enumerator  of  Agri- 
onltoral  Statistics,  concerning  the  farm 
of  Mr.  James  Bowes,  of  Huntstown, 
Tdlaroan,  County  Kilkenny,  during  the 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  Bowes,  under 
"The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887 ;  "  whether  the  in- 
lormation  contained  in  such  Returns 
was  obtained  from  Mr.  Bowes  or  with 
his  consent;  whether  such  information 
was,  in  fact,  eupplied  by  the  police ; 
^d,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
flecure  that  in  this  case  inaccurate  and 
nualeading  statements  will  not  be  in- 
doded  in  the  official  agricultural 
Btatiatics. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Regis- 
trar  General  reports  that  the  information 
ooDceming  the  farm  was  furnished  to 
the  police  in  18»8  by  '' Alick  Flood," 
hut  whether  by  Mr.  Bowe's  permission 
or  not  there  is  no  information.  The  in- 
formation is  included  in  the  Returns 
steady  presented  to  Parliament. 

THE  DUBLIN  DEAD  LETTER  OFFICE. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
}  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
if  a  Oatholio  official  of  long  standing 
ttd  high  character  has  been  recently 
'•moTc^  from  the  Dublin  Dead  Letter 
Office,  and  an  Orangeman  put  in  his 
>^^;  upon  what  grounds  were  the 
^kaoges  made ;  and  upon  whose  initia- 
tive and  recommendation  ? 

*Ma.  RAIEJBS:  I  understand  that  on 
&•  2oth  of  April  last,  and  again  from 
A«  I4th  to  the  3 1st  ultimo,  the  Princi- 
pal Officer  in  charge  of  the  Returned 
Mter  Office  in  Dublin  was  absent,  and 
^•i  Mr.  Maberly,  who  is  the  second 
nt  link  in  that  office,  filled  his  place. 
Iha  Principal  Officer  was,  on  the  first 


occasion,  on  leave  of  absence  for  the 
day,  and  on  the  second  occasion  he  was 
required  to  perform  duty  in  another 
branch  by  the  Secretary.  The  religion 
of  the  E^ncipal  Officer  is  not  known  to 
me. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  am  not 
aware  whether  my  question  has  been 
answered  or  not.  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther a  Catholic  official  of  long  standinff 
and  high  character  has  been  removed 
and  replaced  by  an  Orangeman  ? 
«Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  stated  that  I  have 
no  knowledge  r  whether  the  gentle- 
man referred  to  in  the  question  is  a 
Catholic  or  not;  but  he  has  not  been 
removed. 

MR.  MABERLEY  AND  THE  SPECIAL 

COMBIISSION. 
Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  how  often  since 
the  appointment  of  the  Timen^  Commis* 
sion  has  Mr.  Maberly,  of  the  Dublin 
General  Post  Office,  been  absent  from 
his  post,  and  for  what  periods ;  has  Mr*. 
Maberley  access  to  the  Dead  Letter 
Office;  how  often  has  he  visited  Mr. 
Soames,  solicitor  to  the  Tmss^  or  hia 
employt-B,  or  been  to  the  office  of  the 
Times  solicitor  or  his  agents ;  did  he 
submit  returned  letters  or  papers,  which 
should  be  in  the  custody  of  the  Post 
Office,  to  the  agents  of  the  Times ;  had 
he  the  authority  of  the  Postmaster 
General  for  this ;  if  Mr.  Maberly  was 
served  with  a  eubpana  duces  tecum  bj 
the  Times;  by  what  means  was  the 
Times^  solicitor  able  to  specify  the  docu- 
ments in  the  confidential  custody  of  the 
Post  Office,  which  he  was  required  to 
produce ;  and  what  were  the  names  of 
the  addressor  and  addressees  of  the 
letters  which  Mr.  Maberly  produced? 
♦Mb.  RAIKES:  Since  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Special  Commission  Mr» 
Maberly  has  been  absent  three  times— 
namely,  from  the  24th  of  October  last 
to  the  28th  of  that  month ;  from  the  7th 
of  December,  1888,  to  the  20th  oi 
March ;  and  from  the  9th  instant  to  the 
present  time.  The  first  and  last  periods 
he  was  on  his  ordinary  annual  leave*^ 
The  second  period  he  was  on  sick  leave 
under  medical  certificate,  and  during 
this  period  he  was  summoned  to  London 
by  subpoena  from  the  President  of  the 
Special  Commission.  Mr.  Maberly  is 
second  in  rank  in  the  Returned  Letter 
Office  in  Dublin,  and  takes  charge  of 


1139 


Twrhy  and 


{OOUMONS} 


Armenia. 


1140 


that  offioe  ia  the  absence  of  his  saperior 
officer.  I  have  no  official  knowledge  of 
how  Mr.  Maberlymay  have  spent  his 
time,  or  whom  he  may  have  visited 
daring  his  absence  from  his  official 
duties,  but  he  has  never  received  or 
asked  the  sanction  of  the  Department 
for  any  interview  with  Mr.  Soames,  or 
other  persons  in  the  employ  of  the  Time$, 
I  nnderstand  that  previouuBly  to  the  ser- 
vice of  the  subpoena  he  had  received  no 
communication  directly  or  indirectly  on 
the  subject  from  anyone.  Mr.  Maberly 
did  not  submit  any  returned  letters  or 
papers  to  the  agent  for  the  Tim$9,  The 
vohcitor  for  the  Time$  specified  nothing 
so  far  as  the  Post  Office  is  aware.  The 
President  directed  the  production  of  cer- 
tain books,  and  Mr.  Maberly  was 
authorised  to  produce  in  Oourt,  if  re- 
quired, the  only  books  which  answered 
to  the  terms  of  the  subpoena.  No 
letters  were  produced  by  Mr.  Maberly. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  say  whether  it  was  Mr. 
Maberly,  or  some  other  official  in  the 
Dublin  Office,  who  lately  opened  a 
letter  addressed  to  me  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  ? 

«Mb.  BAIE:ES:  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  is  perfectly  well  aware  that 
I  endeavoured  to  prosecuto  an  inquiry 
into  the  matter,  but  was  unable  to  do 
80  in  consequence  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  declining  to  give  up  the 
envelope  to  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Did  I  not  submit 
the  letter  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
and  did  he  not  point  out,  even  before  I 
noticed  the  fact,  that  not  only  had  the 
letter  been  opened,  but  that  fresh  gum 
had  been  used  to  seal  it  up  again  ? 
♦Mb.  BAIKES:  The  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  was  good  enough  to  ^ow 
me  the  letter,  and  I  believed  that  it  had 
been  opened,  so  far  as  I  oould  judfi^e, 
but  it  was  necessary  to  place  it  in  me 
hands  of  officers  in  the  Department, 
who  are  experts  in  matters  of  that 
kind.  I  am  entirely  unable,  in  the 
Ikbsence  of  evidence,  to  say  by  whom 
the  lett^  has  been  opened,  when  or 
where. 

-  Mb.  SBXTON  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  an  undertaking  that  if 
I  give  him  the  envelope  it  will  not  be 
altowed  to  pass  out  of  his  hands  or  to 
1>e  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  Baihi 


«Mb.  RAIEES:  The  right  hoiL 
Oentleman  will,  I  hope,  have  safiBident 
confidence  in  my  common  honesty. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Ibegtogire 
notice  that  I  wUl  call  attentioA  to  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Maberly  and  the  general 
irregularities  of  the  Dublin  Office  upon 
the  Post  Office  Vote. 

TURKEY  AND  ARHEMU. 

Mb.  summers  (Huddersfield):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been   called  to  the  following 
allegations  with  respect  to  the  condition 
of  the  Armenian  subjects  of  the  Snltao, 
namely,  that  at  Diarbekir  robberies  and 
burglaries  are  being  patronised  hj  the 
head    of    the    local   police,    who  has 
organised  a  gang  of  robbers  from  among 
the    convicte;    that   Kurdish  roffianB 
recently  strangled  an  Armenian  mw- 
chant  named  Kevcrk,  carried  off  hk 
goods,  and  threw  the  corpse  of  tbeir 
victim  into  the  Tigris;  that  at  Ifari^ 
manifestoes  have  been  placarded  oaQiag 
upon  the  Mahometans  to  maasaoxe  the 
infidels;   that  the  Saltan  has  ordered 
the   di8iM>lution  of   Armmiian  ooeietiee 
engaged  in  commercial    pnrsmta,  and 
that  Sie  police  have  entered  the  preoiaee 
of  these  societies  and  confiscated  bookie 
accounto,   and  money;  that  the  eent 
martial  instituted  at  YUdiz  under  the 
presidency  of  Dervish  Pasha  continiai 
to  sentence  Armenians  to  years'  haid 
labour  or  perpetual  exile,  and  that  tha 
Reverend  JBoghos  Tartabed,  who  was 
imprisoned  last  autumn  on  the  petif 
charge  of  having  published  15  vMi 
ago  a  pamphlet  on  Armenian   wbkit 
has  been  found  guilty  by  this  triboal 
and  condemned   to  perpetual  baaUi- 
ment ;  and,  whether  he  is  able  to  gtva 
the  House  any  information,  with  r^pid 
to  these  allegations ;  and,  if  not,  whavv 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made. 

♦thk    under    SECRETABX  9 

STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AEFAIB8  jgb 
J.  Fbboussok,  Manchestor,  N.  £.):  3ka 
information  we  have  reoeived  wowM^ 
justify  us  in  accepting  as  aoeonla  At 
statoments  suggested  in  the  ^veitet 
but  the  details  cannoi  be  examiaA  i^ 
an  answer  to  a  question.  I  hamsilf 
two  days  ago  laid  full  Fapan  ^ 
Armenia  upon  the  Table.  The  aHnwftH 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  aft  OPtt* 
stantinople  will  be  called  to  ths^M^ 
tions  put  by  the  hon.  Member, 
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Mb.  OOOHR ANB  .  BATLLtB  (St. 
Fanoras,  N.) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  telegram  sent  by  the 
Governor-Qeneral  of  van  to  the  Imperial 
Gh>vernment,  and  publiehed  in  the  Lwant 
HerMoi  June  25,  which  telegram  states 
that  two  brigands  killed  in  a  fight  with 
the  Turkish  gendarmerie  were,  from 
doeoments  found  on  their  person,  dis- 
ooyered  to  be  Armenians  disguised  as 
Khurds,  having  correspondence  with 
Armenians  established  in  London  and 
other  cities  of  Europe,  and  whose  real 
motiTee  were  to  stir  up  a  political 
a.sitation. 

♦Sib  J.  FERGUS80N :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North  St. 
Panoras,  he  showed  me  the  statements 
read  by  him  on  entering  the  House, 
and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  they  are  in 
one  of  a  series  of  able  papers  called 
"  Diplomatic  Sheets."  There  are  reports 
on  either  side  contradictory  of  each 
other  in  regard  to  such  occurrences  ; 
bnt  Her  Majesty'  Government  could 
not  accept  either  as  authentic  without 
furdier  information. 


DERRT  GAOL. 
Mb.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
gecretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 
Ireland  if  he  has  ascertained  the  facts 
as  to  the  death  of  two  men,  and  the 
ff  j^ftgert^ns  illness  of  a  third,  immediately 
after  release  from  Derry  Prison ;  whether 
a  psifloner,  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
ftooednre  (Ireland)  Act,  named  John 
MHiee,  was  released  at   midnight^  on 
^Elnmday  last  in  a  delirious  condition, 
^^mJk  died  of  typhus  fever  on  his  way 
boflie  to  Falcarragh;   and,  if  he  can 
iieiiarnlly  state  the  result  of  the  inquiry 
\ff  the  medical  member  of  the  Irish 
Prisons  Board  into  the  sanitary  condition 
of  Ae  I>efry  Prison. 

».  WELIilAM  M'ARTHUR  (Com- 
V  Mid,  St.  Austell) :  I  wish,  also,  to 
^,_  whether  there  have  been  any  cases 
4d  fever  in  Derry  Gaol  within  the  past 
*  ,  and  are  there  any  there  now  ? 
many  prisoners  under  the  Criminal 
and  Procedure  (Irdand)  Act  were 
irged  on  Thursday  last,  and  was 
discharge  due  to  the  outbreak  of 
or  the  completion  of  their  sen- 
,^;  and  whether  be  is  aware  that 
of  the  prisoners  so  discharged  are 
Bswa  dead  of  typhus  fever;  and,  if  so, 
^^rHotliet  he  intends  still  to  retain  other 


prisoners,  including  the  honourable 
Member  for  the  Camborne  Division,  in 
Derry    Gaol,    exposed   to  the  nsk  of 

contagion  f  ^  ^    . 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  cannot  give 
a  conclusive  answer  to  the  first  para- 
graph until  I  receive  a  report  from 
Lndonderry ;  but  I  stUl  hope  that  we 
may  rely  on  the  negative  evidence,  wliacn 
is  based  on  the  foct  that  no  report  of 
the  kind  has  reached  me.  Perhaps 
allusion  is  made  to  the  case  of  a  man 
Seize,  who  was  discharged  on  July  1» 
on  the  ground  of  ill-health.  He  was  at 
the  time  thought  to  be  recovering  from 
inflammation  of  the  lungs.  mtti 
reeard  to  M'Gee,  the  inquest  is  stiU 
proceeding.  I  understand  that  the  cause 
of  death  was  not  typhus,  but  tuber- 

oulosis.  - 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Whether  the  man 
died  of  tuberculosis  or  typhus,  is  it  not 
the  fact  that  he  was  twice  in  the  hos- 
pital, and  that  when  he  was  discharged 
at  12  o'clock  on  the  Thursday  night  a 
warder  refused  to  help  him,  and  he  feU 
forward  upon  the  ground?  Is  it  not 
further  a  fact  that  he  was  kept  so  long 
in  prison  in  a  dying  state  that  when  He 
was  turned  out  he  was  dehnous;  and 
did  not  the  emergency  men  in  chwge  of 
the  farm  from  which  this  poor  tenant 
had  been  evicted  when  they  heard  of 
his  death  hoist  the  Union  J  ack  on  the 
roof  of  the  premises  ?  ,^   "   , .  . 

Mb.  a.  J.  B ALPOUK :  I  rather  thmk 
that  this  was  not  one  of  the  men  who 
had  been  evicted,  but  that  he  was  a 
tenant  upon  that  part  of  the  estate  which 
had  been  sold.  With  regard  to  the 
earlier  part  of  the  question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  no  information 
except  on  one  point— namely,  that  ne 
had  been  in  the  hospital.  I  believe 
that  he  had  been  twice  in  the  hospital. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  whether  these 
savages,  the  emergency  men,  did  hoist 
the  Union  Jack  when  they  heard  of  the 
man's  death ;  and  will  he  continue  to 
protect  the  emergency  men  in  their 
savageries? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  said  nothing 
about  their  being  protected. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  is  not  the 
point.  Did  the  emergency  men  in  chai^ 
of  this  farm  hoist  the  Union  Jack  when 
they  heard  that  M'Gee  was  dead  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  re- 
ceived no  iniormation  on  the  matter. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Genileman  be  able  to  answer  the 
question  on  Thursday  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  hone  so, 
but  how  soon  I  may  be  furnished  with 
a  report  I  am  unable  to  say. 

DR.  TANNER. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  bis  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  judgment  of  Chief 
Baron  Palles  in  Dr.  Tanner's  case,  on 
the  question  of  appeals,  as  follows : — 

"  He  felt  very  much  the  porition  in  which  the 
Court  was  placed  in  that  case  of  a  quasi 
criminal  nature,  from  their  decision,  in  which 
there  was  no  appeal  to  any  higher  tribunal. 
Were  it  a  case  of  a  Bill  of  JBxchange  involving 
only  £6,  the  party  decided  asainst  could  take 
it  to  the  House  of  Lords.  But  here,  notwith- 
standing the  important  questioiis  that  were  at 
stake — notwithstanding  the  case  was  one  of  a 
nature  which  for  a  long  series  of  years  had  not 
been  presented  to  any  Court  either  in  England 
or  Irelend— their  decision,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  was  absolutely  final,  and  would  settle 
once  for  all  the  course  to  be  adopted  in  this 
country.  He  wished  that  some  one  interested 
in  the  right  administration  of  the  law  in  this 
country  would  turn  his  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion whether  by  any  legislative  means  an 
appeal  could  be  given  to  the  House  of  Lords  in 
these  important  cases  of  a  criminal  nature ; " 

and  the  following  ou  the  question  of 
sureties  for  good  behayiour: — 

"  Although,  in  his  opinion,  holding  a  man  to 
bail  for  his  good  behaviour  was  a  grave  and 
serious  punibhment,  the  law  did  not  regard  it  us 
such,  and  had  not  regarded  it  as  such  since  the 
time  of  Edward  HI.  ;  and  if  they  wanted  to 
make  what  every  man  of  common  sense  knew 
was  a  punishment  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  law  of 
England  applicable  to  other  punishments,  the 
law  was  in  such  a  state  on  the  subject  that 
recourse  should  be  had  to  an  Act  of  Parliament 
•  .  .  He  regretted  extremely  this  anomaly 
in  the  law,  which  could  only  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Legislature ; " 

And  do  the  Oovemment  intend  to  take 
any  steps  to  improve  the  law  in  the 
direction  recommended  by  the  highest 
Irish  legal  authorities  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  understand 
that  the  Chief  Baron  made  use  of  the 
observations  referred  to  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  question.  The  suggestion 
referred  to  is  part  of  a  very  large  sub- 
ject, about  which  there  is  a  very  decided 
difference  of  opinion  among  legal 
experts,  and  to  give  effect  to  which 
would  involye  the  repeal  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  English  and  Irish  Judioa. 
ture  Acts    which    deny   the   right  of 


appeal  in  criminal  matters.  The  sab- 
ject  is,  undoubtedly,  one  deserringof 
consideration ;  but  it  would  be  ob?ioaAlj 
impossible  to  give  any  pledge  with 
regard  to  legislation  on  it.  The  ob8e^ 
▼ations  of  the  Chief  Baron,  referred  to 
in  the  second  part  of  the  questioo,  dealt 
merely  with  the  propriety  of  expicsely 
offering  an  opportunity  for  ezplanatioii 
and  apology  before  binding  to  good 
behaviour.  It  should  be  remembered, 
however,  that  in  the  concrete  ctse  the 
Chief  Baron  said  that  if  they  (the 
magistrates)  thought  they  wotild  not 
have  been  met  with  humility  or  mib- 
mission  they  were  not  bound  to  eobjeet 
themselves  to  fresh  insult. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  give  effect  to  his  ovd 
pledge  on  the  17th  May,  1867,  thit 
there  should  be  an  appeal  in  efeiy 
case? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BAXFOUB:  Itisimpo*- 
ble  for  me  to  give  a  pledge  on  the  sob* 
ject,  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Henbtf 
can  put  a  question  to  the  First  I/vd  of 
the  Treasury. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  am  ahoot  t<> 
bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  enbjeci, 
and  I  shall  certainly  ask  the  Ooren- 
ment  to  g^ve  it  their  support. 

THE  MUNSTRB  FKIENDS' SCHOOL, 
Mb.  RICHARD  POWER  (Witef 
ford):  I  beg  to  ask  the  First Xoidrf 
the  Treasury  whether  the  memoniJ* 
the  trustees  of  the  Munster  Fri^dr 
School  to  the  Lords  of  Her  Majei^ 
Treasury,  dated  I8th  April,  1887,  wj* 
reference  to  their  loss  by  the  opoiatMi 
of  the  Landed  Estates  Co«its  Ae^  ^ 
been  brought  under  his  **^*^J^ 
whether  this  loss  arose  from  the  Mj*y 
of  an  official,  paid  out  of  pubho  hiw% 
to  prevent  such  losses;  wheth^kHj 
aware  that  a  guarantee  fund  is  P'^'^JJ* 
by  the  Bills  of  the  SoHcitorOenertlW 
Ireland  relating  to  Irish  title  ^ 
assurances,  to  meet  such  casMtJ^t 
whether,  considering  the  exfareiBe*^ 
of  such  blunders,  and  in  this  €•••  •• 
deserving  character  of  the  dn^lT** 
jured,  the  Oovemment  can  see  ^J^J5. 
to  make  compensation  to  the  '  ' 
the  school,  and  to  institute  a 
fund,  as  in  other  countries,  to 
similar  contingencies?  ^  ; 

♦The  first  LORD  of  thb  j^g 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Bmote,  Bj* 
Westminster) :  I  regret  tomfumm 
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tnute«of  tha  Munater  Friends'  School 
have  incarred  a  loss  through  the  over- 
light  ia  ISHI  of  an  official  of  the  Irish 
uuti  Court.  The  case  Las  been  care- 
foil;  CDDBJdsred  by  the  Treasury,  but 
the;  ate  not  prepared  to  admit  the 
lisbilit;  of  tbe  Gxchaquer  to  make  good 
Icmes  canaed  by  the  errors  of  the  Courts 
ofLttv. 

CRlmNAL;PROCEDURE  (IKELAND) 

BILL. 
Mi.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  In  askinB  for 
leave  to  iatroduoe  a  Bill  to  amena  tbe 
Uw  aato  criminal  procedure  in  Ireland, 
I  wi»h  to  say  a  few  nords  on  the  sizb- 
ject,  viiich  has  received  a  remarkable 
tladdation  in  raoent  days  by  the  judg- 
meet  of  Cbief  Baron  Palles  in  the  case 
of  Dr.  Tanner.  Ihe  object  of  this  Bill 
uto  ([ire  effect  to  the  views  expressed 
on  that  occasion  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baraa.  I  may  alao  remind  the  House 
Ui>t  on  the  I7th  of  Uay,  1887,  the 
Chief  Bflcretary,  In  introducing  tbe 
CnminAl  Law  Procedure  Act,  otherwise 
lno»n  as  the  Grimes  Act,  gave  a  pledge 
totha  House  in  regard  to  extending  the 
Uvon  tbis  subject  which  has  never  yet 
Wn  fulfilled.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
^  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  on 
iiiore  than  one  occasion  attempted  to 
«pluQ  the  reason  of  the  non-fulfilment 
ofhisfdedge;  but,  in  reality,  it  was 
■bandoned  ia  response  to  the  letters  of 
the  boD.  and  learned  Uember  for  Ful- 
luin  (Kr.  Hayes  Fisher),  a  oriminal 
liwjer,  who  would  have  been  better 
c^^gsd  in  the  admin  iatralion  of  the 
criminal  law  in  England  than  in  ioter- 
feriDg  with  that  of  Ireland,  and  the  bon. 
ud  learned  Uember  for  Peckham  (Mr. 
Bsamaon),  who  knows  nothing  about 
1^  criminal  law  either  of  England  or 
inland.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman,  on 
3ie  oooaaion  to  which  I  refer,  said — 

"  UtuttT  the   Bill  as  wa  have  drafted  it  we 
ttnclutd;  foUoved  the  Act  of  1862.  and  by 
h»  noting  law  there  U  no  appeal  tor  impn- 
'"■Mot  for  leaa  than  a  month.     We  propose 
>  giTB  an  appeal  in  every  cmio  to  a  Coaaij^ 
™)rt  Jiu^e,  and  to  the  higher  tribunals  wheiR 
^manle^  tec  hnicolitie*." 
CbeKU  which  I  now  introduce  provides, 
■Dinigst  ot^ier  things,  an  appeal  in  tbe 
>M<K  a  Ua^strate  sentencing  a  pri- 
nerio  default  of  giving  securities  for 
Md  befaavioi 
tanar-    I    a 
PpMt  ia  caa 
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and  in  all  cases  of  sentences  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  that  there  shall  be  no 
increase  of  sentences  upon  the  appeal.  In 
cases  brought  before  the  superior  Courts 
on  ctrtiorari  or  habtai  eorput,  I  propose, 
notwithstanding  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  that  they  could 
not  look  into  the  evidence,  that  tbe  ori- 
dence  must  be  examined,  and  that  costs 
may  be  given  against  the  Grown. 
Finally,  the  Bill  provides  that  no  sen- 
tence of  longer  duration  than  one  month 
shall  be  given  in  default  of  sureties 
except  in  cases  of  assault  and  battery, 
and  in  a  case  of  conspiracy  no  man  shall 
be  held  responsible  tor  the  action  of 
anyone  except  himself.  These,  I  think, 
are  extremely  reasonable  propusitiona, 
and  I  appeal  to  the  Government  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  through  the  House,  so 
that  we  may  get  rid  of  the  scandal  of 
permitting  a  man  to  go  to  the  House  of 
Lords  on  a  bill  of  exchange,  while  it  is 
impoRsible  to  reyerae  the  decision  of  a 
Besident  Magistrate  in  a  case  affecting 
the  liberty  of  Her  Uajesty's  subjects. 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  Griminal 
Procedure  in  Ireland  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Hr.  T.  U.  Healy,  Ur. 
SextoD,  Dr.  Kenny,  and  Mr.  Chance. 

Bill  presented,  and  -read  first  time. 
[Bill  375."! 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAT. 


TITHE  RBNT-OHARaE  RBOOVBET 
BILL.  (No.  272.) 
*Mb.  SPEAKEB:  Two  instructions 
have  been  placed  upon  the  Paper,  one 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  bon.  Uem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Mr.  Cosabam),  and  the 
other  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Swansea  [Mr.  Dillwyn)  both  of  which 
are,  in  my  opinion,  out  of  order.  The 
first  ie  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  shall  have  power  to  insert  a 
provision  that  all  tithe  rent-cbarge  pay- 
able under  the  Bill  shall  vary  in  propor- 
tion to  rent  payable  on  the  land  subject 
to  such  charge.  But  the  Houae  decided 
yesterday  that  it  would  not  re-open  the 
settlement  made  by  the  Act  of  lHd6  for 
tbe  commutation  of  tithes.  If  the  In- 
struction which  was  rejected  yesterday, 
bad  been  accepted  by  the  Hnuee, 
been  proposed 
a  varied  in  pro- 
(lesired  by  the 
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hon.  Member.  But  the  House  negatived 
that  InstructioDy  and  thus  disposed  of 
his  proposition.  With  regard  to  the 
second  Instruction,  which  proposes  that 
it  be  an  Instruction  to  ike  Com- 
mittee to  make  provision  for  the  appli- 
cation of  tithe  rent-charge  recoTeraole 
tmder  the  Act  in  Wales  to  purposes 
generally  acceptable  to  the  Welsh 
people,  1  am  of  opinion  that  a  Bill  for 
the  recovery  of  tithe  rent -charge  in  a 
particular  way  cannot  be  extended  in 
such  a  vray  as  to  cover  the  whole  Qu^b- 
tion  of  the  application  of  tithe.  That 
is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  so 
far  beyond  it  that  it  cannot  properly  be 
brought  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill 
through  the  machinery  of  an  Instruc- 
tion. 

Bill  coDsiderei  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  a.  S.  HILL  (Staffordshire, 
Kinfifswinford)  moved  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  a  "  before  **  person,"  and  insert 
"any." 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  think  that  the 
word  ''  a  "  is  sufficient  and  is  quite  as 
good  as  the  word  "  any." 

Mk.  a.  S.  HILL:  I  venture  to  think 
that  that  is  not  so,  and  that  "  a  "  person 
entitled  to  money  is  not  "  any  "  person 
entitled  to  money. 

The  Amendment  was  not  put. 

Mb.  T.ELLIS  (Merionethshire):  I  beg 
to  move  in  Clause  1,  line  5,  to  leave  out 
"person"  and  insert  "parochial  in- 
cumbent." I  hope  the  Government  will 
accept  the  Amendment  without  much 
discussion,  because  it  is  simply  intended 
to  carry  out  the  policy  which  tiiey  them- 
selves declared  on  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  BiU.  The  only  pretext  put  forward  for 
bringing  in  the  BUI  at  all  was  that  there 
are  a  certain  number  of  worthy  parochial 
clergymen  in  Wales,  who  are  unable  to 
obtain  their  tithe,  and  the  Qovemment 
therefore  desired  to  make  it  easy  for 
them  to  recover  it.  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  themselves  declared  that  this 
is  not  a  question  of  the  large  tithe 
owners  but  the  case  of  starving  clergy- 
men dealing  with  refractory  tenants  and 
parishioners.  Whatever  may  be  said  in 
regard  to  giving  to  the  parochial  incum- 
bent the  power  of  recovering  his  tithes, 
there  is  no  reason  why  a  large  powerful 
and  wealthy  body  like  the  j^clesiastical 

Mr.  Speaker 


Commissioners  should  be  put  upon  this 
new  basis.  Lay  impropriators  again 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  same  remedy 
as  a  landowner,  whose  only  remedy  is 
by  distress ;  the  only  persons  to  whom 
this  power  should  be  given  are  the 
parocnial  clergy. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  ),  line 
5,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  person,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  "  parochial  in- 
cumbent."—(1/r.  Thomas  Eliu.) 

Question  proposed  that  the  woid 
"  person  "  stand  part  of  the  danse. 

Mb.  S.  LEIOHTON  (Shropshire, 
Oswestry):  I  oppose  the  Amendment 
and  hope  the  Ooverfiment  will  not  aoeept 
it,  on  the  ground  that  this  is  not  a  Bill 
for  the  protection  of  the  clergy,  but  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  ootain 
property  more  easily  recoverable.  It  is 
also  a  Bill  which  is  to  the  advantage  of 
the  farmer  in  enabling  him  to  get  rid  of 
a  disagreeable  question.  It  is  only&ir 
that  it  should  apply  all  round  to  those 
who  are  owners  of  tithe  rent-charge, 
some  of  whom  are  Nonoonformists  them- 
selves, and  undenominational  bodies 
such  as  schools.  I  have  received  a  fetter 
from  a  oorrespondent,  who  states:— 

**  I  am  tmfortonately  one  of  the  lay  ovnen 
of  tithes  and  I  am  afraid  Uiat  no  one  seeBi  to 
think  of  ns.  The  preeent  oondition  ol  thtngi 
preesee  very  hardly  upon  thoae  who,  like  my- 
self, have  a  large  family  and  a  V?niV^  iiiooina.'i 

Sib  W.  HAEOOURT  (Derby) :  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  behind 
me  has  been  of  use  in  this  respect,  if  it 
no  other — it  has  pricked  the  bladder  ef 
the  grievance  that  has  been  set  19  as  ^ 
justification  for  this  Bill.  Hitherto  «• 
have  been  given  to  understand  ^tat  Ihi 
measure  is  necessary  in  the  intcteitt  d 
the  unhappy  half^starved  Welsh  cUsgf' 
men,  but  now  it  appears  that  it  is  no^ 
the  clergy  in  Wales  or  "^g^g^*"^  ^ 
are  the  special  objects  of  Uie  eare  rf 
the  Qovemment,  but  the  lay  impPlM' 
tors  of  tithe,  especially  NoncomwnBwtf 
That  is  an  entirdy  new  light;  ^  ^  ^ 
Bill  to  facilitate  the  recovery  of  tBIie  hj 
Nonconformists .  and  lay  improfoatorai 
It  is  wonderful  how  as  we  go  oaift^ 
cussions  of  this  kind  we  ottiMMf 
discover  the  real  truth,  even  vlwft^ 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  a  rather  dsflft 
We  are  now  told  that  the  BiD  fin 
been  introduced  in  the  interests  qr  _ 
the  benefit  of  the  clerfi;7;  that  ^^ 
nothing  to  do  wit^  Waks  nor  aig/OS^ 
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that  has  occurred  there,  but  that  it  is 
for  that  unfortunate  and  ill-used  class, 
the  ]aj  impropriators,  men  like  the  Duke 
of  Beidford,  that  the  Oovemment  are 
fordog  this  Bill  through  the  House  of 
Commons  on  the  1 3th  of  August.     That 
u  Tory  refreshing  information,  and  it 
flhooid  induce  the  House  to  resist  the 
measure  still  more  strenuously. 
♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (SirR. 
WsBSiEB,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  kind  of  speech  he  has  just  delivered. 
I  hold  that  it  is  scarcely  fair  to  suggest 
that  the  Government  have  introduced 
the  Bill  in  the  interests  of  the  lay  im- 
propriator or  of  Nonconformists.    That 
suggestion  was  a  good  example  of  the 
kind  of  pleasantry  of  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    is   so    fond.      I    do 
not  think  that  such  observations    can 
assist  the  House  in  debating  this  ques- 
tion calmly,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
say  anything  further  in  reply  to  them. 
As  to  the  Amendment,  it  is  impossible 
to  accept  it.    It  would  perhaps  have 
been  better  if  the  mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment had  disclosed  the  real  motive  of 
hiB  proposal,  which  was  manifestly  to 
prevent  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
from  levying  their  tithes.      The  con- 
tention of  the  hon.   Member  is   that 
the  enjoyment  of  the  new  remedy  for 
theieoovery  of  tithe  shall  be  confined 
to  parochial  incumbents.     Surely  if  any 
amendment  of  the   law  is  desirable  it 
onght  to  apply  to  all  tithe  owners  with- 
out distinction.     The  amount  of  tithe 
ooUeeted  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com  mi  s- 
fioners  in  Wales  is  £28,796,  while  the 
whole  amount  expended  by  them  on  the 
Ohurch  in  Wales  is  £67,634,  more  than 
twice  as  much.     £35,611  is  contributed 
l>y  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  in 
Mpport  of  the  benefices  of  the  poor  in- 
funbentin  Wales,  or  £7,000  more  than 
ii  collected  by  the    Commissioners  as 
^e.    Surely  a  public  body  who   are 
collecting  tithes  with  the  object  of  hand- 
^  over  the  money  so  collected  to  the 
poor  clergy,  the  class  of  people  who,  it 
is  admitted,  are  most  in  want,  should 
&ot  be  debarred    from  availing  them- 
••Ives  of  the  new  remedy  which  the  Bill 
Proposes  to  bring  into  existence. 
*«.  8.  BENDBL  (Montgomeryshire) : 
f  eartainly  think  that  the  Amendment 
^  An  extremely  valuable  and  important 
(»^  If  the  sole  intention  of  the  Qovem- 
11^^  were  to  protect  the  poor  Welsh 


clergy  I  can  hardly  conceive  that  they 
wotdd  resist  this  proposal.    The  argu- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General  as  to  the 
special  claim  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners,  because  they  spend    more 
tithe  in  Wales  than  is  derived  from  that 
country,  adds  in  effect  insult  to  injury^ 
for  it  is  felt  to  be  a  great  grievance  in 
Wales  that  large   sums    drawn  from 
England  should  be  expended  there  for 
the    purpose   of    buttressing   up    the 
Church  in    Wales.     It    is    an   unfair 
application  of  national  property,  which 
the  Welsh  people  strongly  resent.    The 
foundation  of  the  Bill  was  asserted  to 
be  the  sad  case  of  the  clergy  in  Walesi 
and  the  conduct  of  the  Welsh  farmers 
in    resisting    distress   warrants.      The 
Government  ought,  therefore,  to  be  con- 
tent to  deal  with  the  grievance  which 
they  themselves  allege  to  give  rise  to 
the  Bill,  and  not  under  the  guise  of 
protecting  the  clergy  to  give  relief  to 
the  lay  impropriators^  to  let  in  the  lay 
rat    under    pretence    of    helping    the 
Church  mouse.    I  certainly  do  not  see 
why  poor  little  Wales  should  be  made 
responsible  for  giving  increased  value 
to  the  tithes  of  the  lay  impropriators* 
We  wish  by  this  Amendment  to  test 
the    good  faith    and    honesty  of    the 
Government  in  regard  to  a    measure 
which  they  assert  to  be  simply  for  the 
protection  of  the  starving  Weleli  clergy,, 
and  nothing  more.      If  that  is  re^y 
the  case  they  will  not,  I  am  sure,  resist 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  H.  GABDNER  (Essex,  Saffroa 
Walden)  :  I  heartily  support  the  Amend-' 
ment,  if  for  no  other  reason  than  that, 
which  has  been  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt),  that  if  there  could 
have  been  a  doubt  as  to  whom  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  benefit  that  doubt  has 
been  cleared  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  S.  Leightod),  who  dis* 
tinctly  tells  us  that  it  is  the  lay  impro- 
priator. We  were  assured  at  the  stage 
of  Second  Beading  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  that  the  Bill  was  only 
brought  forward  in  the  interests  of  the 
clergy  in  Wales,  and  if  that  is  so  they 
alone  ought  to  be  given  the  benefit 
which  it  is  proposed  to  confer.  It  ought 
not  to  b6  shared  by  the  lay  impro^ 
piriator.  A  few  days  ago  a  letter,  signed 
*<  An  English  Clergyman,"  appeared  iif 
the  Morning  Foety  in  wmeh  the 
writer  congratulated  the   Government 


IISI         nthe  R*nt-Charge 


{COMUONS} 


Steotgry  BiU. 


IIJI 


on  havinff  wisel;  resolved  to 
pass  the  Bill  through  Parliament. 
The  pmnt  of  the  Tamark  is  in  the  end, 
vhere  this  Ohristian  pastor  says  if  the 
Bill  does  not  pass  this  Session  the 
"  enem^,"  by  which  title  he  desi^rnates 
his  pamhioners,  will  be  immenaely  en- 
eonrafted  in  swindling  and  defrauding 
the  tithe  owners  to  an  extent  worse  than 
death  itself.  The  letter  seems  to  show 
the  minimani  of  Christianity  with  the 
masimam  of  ecclesiastical  intolerance. 
I  quote  this  to  show  what  is  behind  the 
Qorerament  urging  them  to  pass  this 
Bill.  I  shall  vote  with  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  by  doing  so  I  shall  be 'carrying  out 
tite  intention  expressed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Hb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Uen- 
bighshire,  £.) :  The  Attorney  General 
objects  to  giving  a  special  remedy  to  one 
class  of  tithe  owners,  and  he  spoke  as  if 
this  would  be  the  ooly  remedy ;  bnt  be 
it  remembered  the  lay  impropriator 
would  still  have  his  remedy,  and  the 
only  question  upon  which  the  whole 
issue  turns  is  that  to  which  The  Attorney 
G«neral  did  not  address  himself. 
Ifonths  ago  we  were  told  the  Bill  was 
brought  furward  for  the  protection  of  the 
poor  parson,  and  now  we  are  told  it  is 
lor  the  protection  of  the  rich  lay  impro- 
priator, and  especially  the  No  neon- 
lormiat  lay  impropriator.  Now,  I  must 
aay  as  regards  the  lay  impropriator  that 
he  is  an  individual  for  wnom  we  have 
very  little  sympathy.  His  tithe  is  very 
dubious,  but  granting  that  he  has  a  tithe 
leave  him  to  work  it  out  as  he  does  now. 
As  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Oommissi oners, 
it  is  one  of  the  greatest  grievances  that 
they  take  the  money  they  get  from 
Wales  and  spend  it  in  support  of  a 
Church  which  the  Welsh  people  regard 
as  an  alien  Church.  On  that  ground  I 
shall  support  the  Amendment. 

Hb.  HANDEL  UOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  There  are  two  points  I  want  to 
Q^e  in  favour  of  the  Amendment ;  the 
first  is,  that  when  the  lay  impropriator 
bought  his  tithe  he  bought  it  subject  to 
the  existing  law,  and  we  have  no  right 
to  give  him  more  protection  than  he 
bad  when  be  made  his  purchase.  He 
is  not  entitled  to  the  special  protection 
ol  the  House,  or  to  have  his  property 
made  more  secure  than  it  is  now.  Then 
I  am  opposed  to  giving  the  power  of 
suing  at  all,  hut  if  we  must  give  it,  let 
tu  confine  it  to  the  narrowest  bans. 
Mr.  S.  OarJntr 


Upon  the  clergy  we  may  suppose  tha 
control  of  public  opinion  will  be  to  s^ms 
extent  exercised,  bat  the  ElcnlensstiMl 
Commissioners  are  susceptible  to  no 
such  influence,  they  are  the  moat  diffi- 
cult body  to  deal  with,  the  most  sovetoDi, 
the  most  overbearing  of  any  in  tha 
country,  and  to  put  this  power  in 
their  hands  is  to  put  it  into  the  huidtof 
an  utterly  irresponsible  body.  I  twliava 
we  should  do  well  to  oon6ne  this  remsdj 
to  the  parochial  clergy,  whom  we  mi; 
expect  will  exercise  it  with  some  regiid 
to  public  opinion. 

*Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) ;  The  remarks  of  the  rif^lithoD. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Deobi^- 
shire  seem  to  me  to  come  with  vaiy 
little  weight  to  us  on  this  side,  ud 
I  will  not  say  on  this  side  onl;, 
but  to  anyone  doMroos  of  pre- 
serving the  elementary  principlea  ol 
law  and  order  in  the  country.  I  (an 
understand  how  irresponsible  Membtn 
behind  him,  who  feel  bound  to  speak  the 
language  of  their  constitaents,  oommit 
themselves  to  wild  statements ;  bnt  hM 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  hss  hsid 
office,  and  who,  I  suppose,  espeev  to 
hold  office  again,  can  lay  do«n  iwh 
extraordinary  doctrines  passes  my  ooa- 
prehension.  First  of  all,  he  ttuoki  lii 
has  made  the  discovery  that  the  Bill  ii 
proponed  in  the  interest  of  thoae  rto 
are  called  the  poor  parsons. 

Mb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  Hut    i 
was  the  suggestion.  I 

•Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  :    But  &«  rilM    I 

the 
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is  abdiBhed  by  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends,  we  must  collect  it  and 
administer  it  as  best  we  can.     Now,  the 
ordinary  process  of  recovery  has  not  been 
suikjessful;  it  has  led  to  scenes  of  disorder 
which,  I  am  sure,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mast  regret  as  much   as  we  do. 
Tlie  GoYernment   come   forward   with 
a  sioipler  process ;  and  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  the  assurance  to  say 
that,  because  Oorporations  are  not  poor 
elergymen,  he  would  not  assist  them  to 
obtain  their    dues.     A  still  more   as- 
tounding statement  came  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — we    heard  it   before 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Montgomery- 
shire, but  from  him  I  thought  we  merely 
had  the  language  .*of  his  constituents, 
hut  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it 
excites  more  attention — he  actually  de- 
nonnced    the     Ecclesiastical    Commis- 
sioners for  sending  into  Wales  a  lai*ger 
amount  of  money  than  they  received 
from  Wales,  and  he  resented  this  as  an 
insole.     Now,   I  should  like  to  know 
what  would  have  been  said   had  the 
Commissioners  taken  away  the  amount 
of  the  Welsh  tithe. 

•Ma.  STUART  RENDEL :  I  did  not 
resent  the  spending  of  the  money  as  an 
insult,  but  as  an  injury.    I  said  the  pro- 
posal  for   special    legislation    for    the 
purpose  of  enforcing  payment  was  the 
addi^on  of  insult  to  injury. 
♦Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  Well,  then,  it  is 
not  an  insult  but  an  injury.    But  I  think 
Ae  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Denbighshire  told  us  it  was  an  insult 
to   spend   this    money  on    the  Welsh 
c'oigy*     But  suppose  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners — holding,    as  we  do,  a 
considerable    amount    of    property    in 
Wales,  which  we  must  continue  to  hold 
tmtil  we  are  deprived  of  it — suppose  we 
were  to  divert  the  whole  of  this  Welsh 
income  to  expenditure  in  some  of  the 
^ge  towns  in  England,  would  not  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  be  one  of  the  first 
to  complain?     Would  he  not  rise  at 
that   Tahle   and,   in  his  well- rounded 
periods,  denounce  the   iniquitous  con- 
duct of  the    Corporation?     We  have 
heard  the    right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tv  olverhampton  talk  of  the 
ricbeet  Charoh  in  Ohristendom  having 
the  duty  of  supporting  its  own  clergy,  and 
is  not  that  exactly  what  the  Commissioners 
are  doing  ?     I  say  it  is  a  matter  of  plain 
Mnninon    sense.      The    Commissioners 
^e  the  tithe  they  own  by  indefeasible 
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I  title  from  Wales,  and  they  spend  it  in 
Wales.  They  come  to  Parliament  and 
say^-they,  with  others— "  Allow  us  to 
collect  the  tithe  in  the  most  peaceable 
manner,  in  the  manner  least  oppressive 
to  those  from  whom  we  collect  it;"  but 
this  is  called  adding  insult  to  injury, 
and  resistance  is  now  offered  to  as 
reasonable  a  demand  as  was  ever  made 
in  Parliament. 

8ia  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  We 
had  a  speech  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Shropshire  TMr.  Stanley  Leighton)  from 
which  we  learned  something,  and  we 
have  learned  still  more  from  the  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford  Uni- 
versity. I  said  we  were  getting  on. 
We  are  now  unmasking  the  real  battery. 
The  imposture  of  the  poor  clergy  has 
been  used  long  enough,  and  now  the  real 
reason  for  the  Bill  lies  before  us.  It 
was  only  a  mild  skirmish  we  had  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton),  but  now  the  true  batteries 
are  opened  by  the  real  promoters  of  the 
BilL  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity does  not  often  address  die  House» 
but  when  he  does  he  always  enlighten» 
us,  and  never,  I  think,  has  he  done  so 
more  to  the  purpose  than  to-day.  In:> 
his  lofty  way  he  lectured  -my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  his  assurance,  and  others 
for  speaking  the  language  of  their 
constituents ;  but  if  ever  a  man 
spoke  the  language  of  his  consti- 
tuents it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University.  I  know  something 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  and  of  its 
qualities  as  landowner.  I  know  Ox- 
fordshire well,  and  I  can  say  that  if' 
ever  you  see  property  there  absolutely 
out  of  order  and  in  a  state  of  dilapi-^ 
dation  and  ask  as  to  the  ownership,  you 
are  perfectly  sure  to  be  told  it  is 
college  property.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
is  the  representative  of  what  I  should 
call,  on  the  whole,  the  worst  class  of 
landowners  in  the  country.  I  speak  of 
matters  on  which  I  have  knowledge.  It 
is  no  blame  to  the  College  Authorities ; 
their  business  is  not  that  of  land  owning 
and  land  management;  knowledge  of 
the  Greek  accidence  and  the  integral 
calculus  does  not  contribute  to  the 
management  of  land,  and,  as  I  say,  you 
may  tell  college  property  as  you  pass 
along  the  roads.  Now,  it  is  on  behalf 
of  these  colleges  that  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  mak«ajjH|^^  f"^  ""  -^'traor- 
dinary  mmt^^ttf  ^aim . 
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I  do  Dot  dispute  their  title  ;  I  have  no 
wish  to  take  it  avray ;  but  I  say  this — 
that  if  there  is  any  class  of  people  not 
entitled  as  against  the  farmers  and 
small  owners  of  England  to  come  and 
ask  for  an  additional  remedy  in  re- 
spect of  their  property,  it  is  the  owners 
of  college  property,  represented  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  So  far  as  this  Bill  is 
coDcerDed,  the  hon.  Gentleman  Fays 
they  are— not  the  only  but  the  principal 
— claimants  in  this  matter.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  talks  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  and  from  what  I 
know  of  them  they  are  much  better 
managers  of  property  than  the  colleges; 
they  understand  it  a  good  deal  better ; 
but  what  is  the  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners?  Why  do 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  want 
further  remedies  ?  One  of  the  reasons 
alleged  for  the  Bill  is  the  need  of  the 
poor  clergy,  who  are  more  or  less  de- 
fenceless, and  who  find  difficulty  in  ap> 
plying  the  legal  processes  now  open  to 
them.  It  is  for  this  that  they  are  to  be 
provided  with  the  County  Court,  just  as 
you  provide  claimants  of  small  debts 
with  the  County  Court.  But  you 
would  never  have  thought  of  providing, 
for  the  purposes  of  large  property,  this 
remedy  of  the  County  Court ;  therefore 
the  argument  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
16  perfectly  good  in  this  respect.  Then 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  referring  to  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me,  has  misstated 
altogether  what  he  said.  What  my 
hon.  Friend  objected  to  was  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  should  use 
the  funds  derived  from  elsewhere  for 
the  purpose  of  bolstering  up  the  Church 
Ebtablishment  in  Wales. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  I  was  referring  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan),  who  spoke  in  denunciation  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for 
spending  so  much  in  Wales. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes,  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  appreciate  the 
point  of  the  remarks  that  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  devoted  large  funds, 
derived  from  London  and  elEewhere,  to 
the  support  of  Church  purposes  in 
Wales.  That  is  the  objection,  that  these 
funds  are  used  for  the  purpose  of  bol- 
stering up  the  Church  in  Wales.  Now, 
the  original  object  of  tithes  was  to  pro- 
vide for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
people  of  the  district  where  it  was 
raised.     It  worked  well  when  the  feel- 

Sir  W.  Bat  court 


ings  of  the  people  were  in  harmocy  with 
the  Instruction  provided.  But  a  totally 
different  state  of  things  arises  when  the 
money  is  used  for  other  purposes  in  the 
hands  of  a  lay  impropriator  or  a  college, 
for  purposes  with  which  the  people  liv- 
ing on  the  land  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do.  This  is  a  good  reason  for  confin- 
ing this  remedy  to  those  who  live  on 
the  spot  and  render  some  service  to  the 
people.  Now  that  we  have  got  to  the 
true  principle  of  the  Bill,  we  find  that  it 
is  not  a  small  Bill  at  all.  It  is  a  very 
large  Bill,  and  its  object  is  now  dis- 
closed to  be  to  increase  the  value  of  tithe 
property.  This  extra  remedy  will  give 
an  additional  screw  which  will  have  a 
distinct  money  value.  The  Bill  is,  in 
fact,  a  proprietor's  Bill  directed  aeunst 
the  occupier.  It  is  well  that  this  would 
be  clearly  understood  by  the  tenant 
farmers  and  yeomen  of  the  country.  It 
is  a  Bill  promoted  by  proprietors  to  in- 
crease the  value  of  tithe  property  with 
a  view  to  redemption.  The  real  point 
of  the  Bill  has  been  illuminated  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford ;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped, 
therefoie,  that  we  shall  have  no  more  of 
the  trumpery  excuse  that  this  is  a  mere 
temporary  remedy  in  aid  of  distressed 
tithe-owners. 

♦Mr.  LLOrD  MORGAN  (Carmtr. 
then):  I  had  no  intention  of  joining 
in  this  discussion,  and  certainly 
should  not  have  done  so  but  for 
an  observation  that  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  University  who  re- 
ferred to  the  conduct  of  the  Wdsb 
people  in  regard  to  the  tithe  agitation 
as  being  a  scandal  to  civilisation.  I 
entirely  agree  it  is  a  scandal  to  civihat- 
tion  to  put  compulsion  upon  people  to 
pay  for  a  Church  and  to  auppcMt  an 
establishment  entirely  opposed  to  tii^ 
convictions.  It  is  all  Tery  wdl  to 
refer  to  the  Welsh  agitation  ••  * 
scandal  to  civilisation,  but  coasdar 
what  has  been  going  on,  bow  the 
value  of  agricultural  produce  baa  teea 
diminishing  and  how  landlords  aliover 
the  country  have  been  making  laiga 
reductions  in  their  rents.  It  is  a  ooiidJ 
that  the  clergy  of  the  richest  Ghuxdi  ib 
the  world  should  exact  the  i^anit 
farthing  when  landlords  are  ereijwtat 
granting  reductions  of  their  rent,  tt* 
same  language  has  been  applied  te4llv 
agitations — to  the  tithe  agitalMftjii 
Ireland  50  years  ago.      Tetthft 
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of  that  agitation  subsequently  recom- 
mended itself  to  the  Legislature.  The 
poflitioQ  of  Wales  now  is  precisely  that 
of  Ireland  half  a  century  ago,  and  the 
agitation  will  soon  extend  to  England  if 
tithes  are  pressed  as  they  have  been,  and 
are  to  be,  hy  Bills  of  this  kind  forced 
forward  in  this  way. 

*Ma.  GKAT  (Essex,  Maldon) :  Just  a 
word  or  two  in  reference  to  the  speech 
to  which  we  have  just  listened.     I  have 
been  doiog  what  little  I  could  do  to  pre- 
vent this  Bill  passing,  and  I  should  be 
glad  if  still  I  could  do  something  that 
would  have  that  effect ;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  must  take  the  opportunity    of 
saying  that  I  have  no  sympathy  what: 
ever  with  the  views  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member.      I    recognise  tithe   as 
a  property,  and  I  hope  that  every  Eng- 
lisliman  and   Welshman    will    do    his 
utmost  to  meet  his  obligations  so  long 
as  he  has  tke  means  to  do  so.    I  could 
IK>int  out  to  the  hou.  Member  in  my 
o^n  County  of  Essex  places  where  on 
one  side  of  the  road  a    field  supplies 
maintenance  for  a  chapel  and  on  the 
other  side  of  the  road  a  field  helps  to 
maintain  a  church,  and  I  fail  to  under- 
staod  why  the  rent  collected  for  the  one 
field  should   be  described  as  a  scandal, 
but  should  be  perfectly  justifiable  when 
collected  for  the  other  field.      Perhaps 
1  may    say  a    word  or  two  in  refer- 
0006     to     the     somewhat      sweeping 
criticisms  which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Offiitleman  opposite  in  reference  to  the 
management    of  college   property.      I 
do  not  think  his  was  a  fair  description. 
He  will  pardon  me  for  saying  that  his 

criticism  would  have  more  effect 

Sib  W.  H AECOURT  :  I  was  speak- 
ing of  Oxford,  not  of  Cambridge. 

♦Mb.  gray  :    WeU,  I  was  about  to 
speak  of  Canibridge. 

8iB  W.  H ARCOURT :    My  remarks 

did  not  apply   to  Cambridge.    I  spoke 

especially  of  my  knowledge  of  Oxford- 

Bmre.     I  am  a  Cambridge  man  myself, 

and    I    believe    that   the     Cambridge 

property     is     much     better    managed 

than    the     Oxford     property,     which 

is  managed  about  as  badly  as  possible. 

I    take    the    testimony    of     the    hon. 

^Cember  as  regards  Cambridge. 

*Mb.  gray  :  For  once  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman   and  myself  are  in  accord  ; 

we  are  both  standing  up  for  the  Univer- 

At^^  that  has  the  proud  distinction  of 

been  Alnia  MaUr  to  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman.  I  was  speaking  of 
Cambridge,  and  was  about  to  show  that 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  apply  to  the  college  pro- 
perty, but  I  leave  that  subject.  With 
many  hon.  Members  on  both  sides,  I 
believe  that  redemption  is  the  only  way 
in  which,  sooner  or  later,  we  can  settle 
these  tithe  troubles,  and  in  all  our 
Amendments  I  hope  we  shall  keep  that 
purpose  steadily  in  view,  but  we  must  not 
to  that  end  seek  to  increase  the  value  of 
tithe.  I  admit  the  property  in  tithe,  I 
admit  that  we  ought  to  pay  our  debts, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  are  called  upon  to 
raise  the  value  of  the  property  with  some 
system  of  redemption  in  connection  with 
it  in  view. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  I  wish  to  make 
a  few  remarks  in  regard  to  one  observa- 
tion which  fell  from  my  hon.  Colleague 
opposite  on  one  point.  His  point  was 
that  from  his  own  knowledge  of  properly 
in  Essex  he  was  aware  that  the  rent  of 
a  field  on  one  side  of  a  road 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
was  unwilling  to  interrupt  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carmarthenshire,  who 
was  making  his  first  speech  to 
the  House,  and  who  strayed 
from  the  question  before  the  Com- 
mittee. His  speech  has,  however, 
been  followed  up  until  the  question  be- 
fore the  Committee  is  now  well  in  the 
back-ground.  The  hon.  Member  must 
address  himself  to  that  question. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  (Glamor- 
gan, S.) :  I  do  not,  I  am  sure,  wish  to 
travel  away  from  the  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee,  but  I  must  express 
a  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  divide 
the  Committee  on  this  Amendment. 
Whatever  may  be  the  claims  of  the 
parochial  clergy,  they  stand  upon  a 
different  footing  from  those  of  lay  im- 
propriators, whose  ownership  of  tithes 
originated  in  spoliation  and  the  diver- 
sion of  tithes  from  their  original  pur- 
poses. The  lay  impropriator  has  no 
claim  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
Legislature,  and  he  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  remedy  given  him  by  the  Act  of 
1836.  Yet  it  is  proposed  by  this  Bill 
to  raise  the  value  of  the  lay  in^ropria- 
tor's  tithes  by  25  per  cent.  When  the 
Bill  was  first  proposed,  and  I  read  it,  I 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  I  must  be 
very  stupid  indeed  in  not  finding  out 
what  its  object  was.  Reading  it  section 
by  section,  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
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it  was  the  most  stupid  composition  it 
had  ever  been  my  lot  to  read.  It  pro- 
poses  to  replace  an  immediate,  an  easy, 
a  conyenient,  and  a  cheap  process,  with 
a  process  which  is  circuitous,  which  in- 
Tolves  coDsiderable  delay  and  expense, 
and  imposes  a  heavy  penalty  on  the 
tithe-payer.  That  seemed  to  me  im- 
penetrably stupid  until  I  thought  it 
over  and  found  out  the  real  object  of 
the  Bill.  That  object  is  not  to  grive 
an  easier  remedy,  but  to  give  a  debt- 
collecting  security,  and  to  increase  the 
▼alue  of  the  property. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  only  question  before  the  Committee 
is  whether  this  Amendment  should  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS:  With 
the  greatest  respect,  Mr.  Courtney,  I 
think  in  a  few  sentences  I  can  show 
why  I  have  ventured  to  point  out  this 
difference.  It  may  be  very  well  that  the 
clerical  tithe-owner  should  have  this 
personal  remedy.  I  think  it  unfair  and 
unnecessary;  but,  admitting  that  he 
should  have  it,  I  maintain  that  it  is  not 
a  remedy  which  ought  to  be  given  to  the 
lay  impropiator.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  said  he  could  not 
wonder  at  the  irresponsible  utterances 
of  Members  on  this  side  who  are  bound 
to  speak  the  views  of  their  consti- 
tuents. It  is  very  well  for  an  hon. 
Gentleman  representing  a  g^eat  Univer- 
sity to  put  forward  personal  arguments 
of  that  kind  against  a  body  of  men  who 
are  endeavouring  to  represent  honestly 
the  views  of  their  constituents ;  and,  as 
to  the  extraordinary  language  which  he 
says  we  use,  I  doubt  whether  it  comes 
anywhere  near  the  extraordinary  Ian* 
guage  used  by  clerical  and  other  orators 
on  the  other  side.  We  do  not  charge 
the  other  side  of  the  House  with 
swindling,  or  attempting  to  swindle,  or 
to  defraud  the  tithe-payer.  We  put  it, 
at  all  events,  in  more  Parliamentary 
language.  We  say  that  this  process  is 
an  unjust  process  to  the  tithe- payer, 
and  we  also  say  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  act  up  to  their  dis- 
tinct announcement  that  the  object  of 
of  the  Bill  was  to  benefit  the  parochial 
clergy. 

Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  I 
merely  rise  to  correct  a  misrepresenta- 
tion— of  course,  unintentional — in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 
What  I  said  was  that  the  Welsh  people, 
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and  the  Welsh  Nonconformists  espe- 
cially, resented  the  application  of  monejt 
levied  from  them  to  the  mainteoaaos 
of  a  Church  in  which  they  do  not  be- 
lieve. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :   I  am    a  lay  impropriator, 
though  a  small  one,   and  therefore  I 
know    something    about    this   subject 
How  the  Government  can  come  forward 
and  break  the  bargain  which  has  been 
made  between  impropriators  and  tithe- 
payers  by  increasing  the  value  of  the 
tithes  25  per  cent  I  really  do  not  koow. 
When  this  Bill  was  introduced,  I  sent 
a  copy  of  it  to  my  land  agent  and  asked 
him  what  its  effect  would  be.  His  reply 
was — **It  will    increase  the  value  of 
your   tithes   25   per  cent."      I  do  not 
know  a  stronger  instance  of  a  Qovern- 
ment  proposing  to  increase  for  election- 
eering purposes  the  value  of  propertf 
for  the  most  part  in  the  hands  of  those 
whom   they   believe  to    be   their  own 
supporters,  and  to  increase  that  value 
in  anticipation  of  a  forced  sale.    It  is 
also  as  strong  a  case  as  could  be  of  the 
one-sided  breaking  of  a  bargain.    Lay 
impropriators  are  placed  in  a  position 
of  which  they  may  well  feel  a^amed. 
The  clergy  may  have  hardships,  and  I 
know  some  of  them  have,  but  the  great- 
est hflurdship  is  to  have  an  income  from 
a  congregation  which   does  not  work 
under  them.    That  is  the  practical  point 
of  view,  and  I  think  it  will    soon  aQ 
come  to  this — that  each  set  of  labourers 
should  support  their  own  ministers.    I 
shall  vote  most  heartily  in  sappOTt  of 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  ABRAELA.M  (Glamorgan, 
Rhondda)  :  I  do  not  think  I  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment  if  its  sole  effect  was 
to  make  incumbents  privileged  persons, 
but  I  shall  vote  for  it  because  I  brieve 
that  we  ought  not  to  pay  any  tithes  at 
all.  It  is  well-known  in  Wales  that 
the  majority  of  the  people  in  that  little 
country  do  not  want  the  servicee  of  the 
parochial  incumbents.  True,  they  an 
there;  like  many  barbers'  ahope  tksj 
are  there.  The  barbers,  perhaps,  never 
shave, -because  people  never  go  to  their 
shops— -^ 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Meah« 
must  confine  his  observations  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  ABRAHAM :  With  doe  Tmjf^ 
to  your  ruling,  Sir,  I  am  endemramag 
to  point  out  that  the  olergj  ought  ael 
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to  be  made  privileged  pereons  at;  all. 
As  to  the  spendiDg  of  money  by  the 
Eocleaiaatical  Commissioners  in  Wales, 
I  shoal i  say  that  it  is  not  the  spending 
of  mooey  we  disagree  with  and  de- 
nounce. Spend  what  money  you  will 
to  help  the  Church  in  Wales,  but  do  not 
compel  other  people  who  do  not  believe 
in  the  Church  to  contribute  to  that  ex- 

Sinditure.  It  has  been  said  in  the 
ebate  that  we  ought  to  pay  tithes  as 
long  as  we  have  the  money  to  do  it. 
The  only  question  I  have  to  ask  is — what 
are  we  to  do  if  we  have  no  money  to 

pay? 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.)  : 
This  Debate  has  not  been  brought  so 
near  to  the  real  issue  as  some  of  us  con- 
sider right.  The  Amendment  is  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  persons,"  and  that  word 
includes  all  persons  who  have  become 
possessed  of  the  right  to  levy  tithes  in 
eome  way    or  other.     Those  who  have 
hought  tithes  as  a  matter  of  speculation 
knew  that  if  they  were  not  paid  they 
had  to  be  obtained  by  distress  on  the 
particular  ground  they  were  levied  on. 
1  think  that  those  gentlemen  who  have 
•peculated  in  1  ithes  for  purposes  of  profit 
stand  before   the  world  in  a  very  con- 
temptible position,  ard  I  think  we  are 
doing  onr  duty  to  the  nation  in  making 
them  bear    the    responsibility    of    the 
burden  they  imposed  on  themselves  when 
they  purchased. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  I  think  the  least  the 
Oovemment  could  have  done  would  have 
been  to  reply  to  the  very  serious  argu- 
ments which  have  been  put  forward  in 
the  latter  \  art  of  this  Debate.    I  see  on 
the  back  of  the  Bill  the  names  of  Mr. 
Secretary  Matthews  and  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,  and  I  should  have  thought 
that  one    of    those    gentlemen   would 
^ve  tried  to  reply  to  our  arguments.   I 
^ould  like    to    a^k    the    Government 
whether  they   agree  to    the    ordinary 
definition   given  of  tithes — namely,   a 
tenth  of  the  produce  payable  for  the 
fliaintenance   of  the  parish  priest.     It 
•eems  to  me  it  is  grossly  unfair  that  the 
toilers  of  Durham,  and  Essex,  and  other 
«ountieif  should  have  money  extracted 
horn  them  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
•aioners  in  the  shape  of  tithes  in  order 
that  the  Establishment  in  Wales  and  the 
•system    of     proselytising    the    Welsh 
people  may  be  bolstered  up.  My  Amend- 
aenti  which  limits  the  operation  of  the 
measore    to    the  clergy,    is    quite   in 


harmony  with  the  real  nature  of  bhe 
tithe,  and  I  earnestly  appeal  to  Gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
follow  me  into  the  Division  Lobby  on 
this  question. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  159 ; 
Noes  130.— (Div.  List,  No.  301.) 

Mr.  statelet  HILL :  My  next 
Amendment  is  to  leave  out  '*  eutitled  to 
a  sum,"  and  insert  ''claiming  money." 
The  phrase  '* entitled  to  a  sum"  seems  to 
me  a  doubtful  expression,  for  I  do  not 
quite  see  what  the  word  '*  sum/'  means. 
But  what  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  is 
the  word  "entitled."  Does  my  right 
hon.  Friend  intend  by  these  words  to 
give  the  County  Court  Judge  unlimited 
jurisdiction  with  regard  to  amount  ? 
Supposing  the  tithe  comes  to  £50,  £60, 
or£lOOajear,  the  claimant  goes  into 
Court,  saying  thero  is  a  certain  amount 
of  money  due  to  him,  upon  which  the 
question  of  title  is  raised.  At  present 
where  a  distress  is  levied  the  question 
of  title  can  only  be  raised  by  removal 
by  certiorari  into  a  Superior  Court, 
under  7  &  8  William  III.;  but  under 
this  Bill,  if  tlie  defendant  raises  the 
question  of  title,  it  will  have  to  be  settled 
by  the  County  Court  Judge.  I  ask 
those  who  are  louking  carefully  after 
the  interests  of  the  poor  incumbeut  to 
consider  the  position  in  which  he  will 
be  placed  if  he  has  to  light  the  question 
of  title.  And  supposing  the  sum  in* 
volved  does  not  exceed  £20  a  year,  that 
at  25  years'  purchase  wtuld  mean  an 
enormous  amount  of  capital  to  be 
decided  upon  by  the  County  Court 
Judge. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
TUB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  No. 

Mr.  HILL:  My  right  hon.  Friend 
eays  **No."  But  it  is  so.  Will  my 
right  hon.  Friend  say  that  he  does  not 
allow  this  jurisdiction  without  limit  to 
the  County  Court  Judge  ?  I  raise  the 
question  as  tu  the  word ''entitled''  in 
order  to  know  how  the  matter  really 
stands.  Are  we  to  have  the  incumbent 
set  at  arm's  length  by  half-a-dozen  per- 
sons combining  together  to  raise  the 
question  of  title  ?  If  so,  then  it  is  a  very 
small  mercy  you  are  extending  to  him. 
Will  my  right  hon.  Friend  afterwards 
agree  to  some  provision  limiting  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  County  Court  Judge  ? 
I  beg  to  move  my  Amendment. 


1187        m\$  Rent' Charge 


{COMMONS) 


Recovery  BM. 


1168 


IS  sufficient  to  say  that  to  allow  such  an 
Amendment  would  be  inconsisist  with 
the  decision  arrived  at  on  the  Instruc- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Mai- 
den Division  of  Essex.  It  is  within  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  amend  the 
process  for  the  recovery  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  but  not  to  take  away  against 
the  will  of  the  tithe  owner  the  remedy 
which  he  now  has,  without  an  Instruc- 
tion from  the  House  to  that  effect. 

8m  W.  HAECOUET:  There  was 
no  Instruction  touching  the  question  of 
distress  moved  last  night,  though  there 
were  Instructions  as  to  the  election  of 
remedies.  I  submit  that  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  that  the  owner 
shall  elect  one  of  two  processes,  it  is 
competent  without  Instruction  for  the 
Committee  to  reject  one  of  them. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee yesterday  to  provide  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  should  be  recoverable 
from  the  landlord  only.  That  was 
rejected,  the  House  holding  that  the 
tenant,  from  whose  property  on  the  land 
the  tithe  is  recoverable  by  restraint, 
should  remain  liable.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  now 
proposed  is  not  permissible  unless 
authorised  by  the  House. 
*Mr.  C.  gray  :  It  will,  perhaps,  save 
the  time  of  the  Committee  if  I  say  that, 
even  if  my  Amendment  had  not  been 
ruled  out  of  order,  I  should  not  have 
moved  it,  as  I  consider  there  is  more 
to  be  gained  by  another  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  period  of  time — ex- 
tending the  one  month  to  three  months 
— whicn  Amendment  would  be  impossi- 
ble if  the  power  of  distraint  were  done 
away  with. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out  "  one 
month,"  and  insert  "three  years." 
The  history  of  the  tithe  in  Ireland 
was  well  known,  and  the  Irish 
Members  are  past  masters  in  the 
art  of  abolishing  the  iniquity.  If 
I  may  give  a  •*  griffin  "  to  my  Welsh 
friends,  it  would  be  *' accumulate 
arrears."  If  the  Irish  landlord  has  to 
wait  years  for  his  rent,  I  see  no  reason 
why  tiie  English  parson  should  not  wait 
as  long.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  this  tithe  is  a  sort  of  national  insti- 
tution, will  not  hold  water.  In  Wales 
we  find  a  small  minority  exacting  this 
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tax  from  the  majority,  hence  I  thiol  it 
reasonable  that  we  should  allow  the 
tithes  to  run  into  arrears  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  possible.  If  jou 
do  not  do  that  you  will  never  have  a 
remedy  for  the  monstrous  exactiooB  oil 
the  people  who  do  not  believe  in  the 
Established  Church.  Accamnlate 
arrears,  otherwise  Parliament  will  not 
come  to  the  rescue ;  make  this  more  or 
less  a  burning  question.  If  mj 
Amendment  is  accepted  I  think  the 
people  will  run  into  three  yeaw^ 
arrears,  and  will  avoid  the  hardshios 
of  having  to  pay  this  money  year  by 
year. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out  '*  one  month,*^ 
and  insert,  '*  three  years." — {Mr.  Bltni) 

Question,  ''That  *  one  month'  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  1,  page 
1,  line?,  after  the  first  "  may,"  insert 
•*  having  previously  demanded  thereof 
inwriting."-.(irr.  T,  Ellin.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  8EALE-HAYNE :  I  beg  to  mote 
after  the  word  "may"  to  insert  the 
words  * '  if  the  owner  of  such  lands  is 
not  under  covenant  to  pay  the  ti^& 
rent-charge."  It  would  be  hard  on  the 
tenant  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  that 
which  his  landlord  has  covenanted  to 
pay.  The  landlord  may  be  impeca- 
nious  and  become  a  bankrupt  orroa 
away,  or  the  tenancy  being  near  it* 
termination  he  may  be  unable  toreooter 
from  future  rent  any  payment  for  which 
he  has  been  sued  by  the  titheowner, 
and  I  desire  to  avoid  the  neceseitj 
of  compelling  the  tenant  under  sndi 
circumstances  to  pay  twice  over.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I> 
line  7,  after  "may,"  to  insert  ''d^^ 
owner  of  such  lands  is  not  Qsdw 
covenant  to  pay  the  tithe  i«*^' 
charge." — {Mr,  Seale-Hayne.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  !» 
Member  will  see  on  a  moment's  ^^^ 
tion  that  the  liability  of  the  Iiob- 
lord  to  the  tenant  cannot  afeei^ft» 
rights   of  a   third    party,   A*  <ih* 
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owner.    If     the     tenant     wishes     to 

avoid  a   distress   at    present    he   has 

to  pay.    The    only    remedy  the   tithe 

owner  has  is  to  go  to  the  occupier  and, 

it  he  does  not  pay,    to    distrain.     No 

doubt  there  is  some  hardship  in  it  in 

cases  where  the  landlord  has  covenanted 

to  pay,  hut  the  occupier  has  been  fixed 

upon  as  the  person  liable  to  pay  for  the 

sake  ot  convenience,  as  it  is  sometimes 

next  to  impossible  to  find  the  owner. 

The  occupier,  of  course,  will  not  suflPer, 

as  he  can  deduct  the  tithe  from  the  rent. 

♦Mb.  8EA.LE-HAYNE :  The  landlord 

niay  receive  the  money  from  the  tenant 

and  may  not  pay  it  to  the  tithe  owner. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  landlord 
where  he  has  covenanted  to  pay  will  do 
BO,  otherwise  the  amount  will  be  de- 
ducted from  the  rent. 

SiE  W.  HAHOOUET:  As  long 
as  the  money  is  obtained  by  distress 
it  can  be  paid  only  out  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land;  but  the  Bill  now 
substitutes  another  remedy.  It  is  said 
that  the  tithe  is  to  be  stopped  out  of  the 
rent ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
never  met  the  point  which  you,  Mr. 
Courtney,  raised  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Debate,  that  the  rent  may  not  amount 
to  so  much  as  the  tithe,  or  the  produce 
of  the  land  may  not  be  sufficient  to  pay 
either  the  tithe  or  the  rent.  It  is  quite 
plam  that  the  tenant  will  be  deprived  of 
the  security  he  now  has  where  the 
produce  of  the  land  will  not  yield  the 
Bum  claimed. 

Me.  MATTHEWS :  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  does  not  allow  for  the  effect 
of  the  sub- section  of   the  clause   pro- 
viding that  the  judgment  recovered  may 
be  executed  against  all  personal  property 
on  which  a  distress  for  the  sum  can  at 
the  date  of  the  execution  be  levied,  and 
shall    not   be    executed  in    any    other 
manner.     These  words  restrict  the  exe- 
cution to  precisely  the  property  on  which 
a  distress  can  now  be  levied;  and  the 
BiU  does  not  provide  a  personal  remedy 
in  the  olid  senee  of  the  word.     The  ex- 
ceptional cases  in  which  the  rent  is  less 
than  the  tithe,  or  the  property  less  than 
bothy  will  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
now.    Where,  then,  is  the  hardship?    I 
believe  it  is  trne  that  in  some  parts  of 
Sussex  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent.    In 
that  case,   says  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, you  cannot  recover.    That  is  quite 
troe^  but  neither  can  vou  now.    The 
tenant  would    clearly  have  an  action 


against  his  landlord  if  he  were  distrained 
upon  under  such  circumstances.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  clause 
inflicts  no  hardship  and  no  injustice. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  T.  ELLIS:  I  am  surprised 
that  the  Government  are  not  willing 
to  accept  this  Amendment.  It  is 
aimed  at  placing  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  in  something  like  an  equitable 
position.  The  Home  Secretary  says 
the  provision  of  the  Bill  imposes  a 
certain  amount  of  hardship  on  the 
tenants.  I  beg  to  point  out  that  you 
are  placing  a  monstrous  and  intolerable 
hardship  on  a  large  number  of  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  repeatedly  that  if  this  is  a  debt  it 
is  a  debt  from  the  landowner.  According 
to  the  great  national  contract  of  1836 
the  tithe  rent-charge  was  to  be  paid  by 
the  landowner.  So  far  so  good.  Not 
only  was  that  so,  but  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  House  of  Lords  and  in  declarations 
madd  all  over  the  country  said  that 
hitherto  the  tenant  had  been  placed 
under  the  inconvenience  of  having  to 
pay  a  debt  which  was  not  his  own 
debt.  It  was,  he  said,  the  debt  of  the 
landlord,  and  the  landlord  should  pay 
it.  Here  is  a  case  in  which  the  land* 
lord  is  not  merely  the  debtor  under  the 
Act  of  1836,  but  has  entered  into  a 
contract  with  his  tenant  that  he  will 
pay  the  debt.  When  a  tenant  now 
refuses  to  pay  the  tithe,  which  is  not 
his  own  debt,  what  do  you  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  call  him  ?  You  call 
him  dishonest,  and  a  Bishop  of  your 
own  Church,  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff, 
says — 

'^It  is  abomiDable  dishonesty;  it  is  com- 
parable to  the  act  of  a  man  who  takes  money 
txom  his  landlord's  pocket.'* 

Because  the  tenant  does  not  pay  the  debt 
of  the  landlord,  that  is  how  he  is  spoken 
of.  Now,  in  this  case  the  landlord 
solemnly  oovenanti  to  pay  the  debt,  and 
yet  when  my  hon.  Friend  asks  that  the 
tenant  shall  not  be  distrained  upon,  the 
Government  say  they  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.  liet  me  tell  the  Committee 
what  may  occur  under  this  Bill.  During 
the  last  four  or  five  years  affrionltural 
distress  has  hit  the  agriculturists  of 
Wales  as  hard  as  if  not  harder  than  any 
agriculturists    in    this  country.    They 
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haTe  been  able  to  bear  up  better  than 
might  have  been  expected,  because  they 
live  almost  indescribably  hard  and 
thrifty  lives.  They  have  been  able  to 
keep  their  homes  together  and  to  keep 
on  their  farms  owing  to  a  life  of  very 
severe  thrift  and  great  sacrifice,  and  by 
denying  themselves  not  merely  the 
luxuries,  but  the  very  necessaries  of 
life.  What  is  the  result  ?  In  scores  of 
cases  when  the  tithe  becomes  due  they 
are  unable  to  pay  it  not  merely  out  of 
the  earnings  of  the  year,  but  ou^  of  the 
accumulations  of  many  years  of  thrift, 
and  they  have  to  borrow  the  money  in 
order  to  pay  the  rent,  which  sometimes 
includes  tithe.  On  the  1st  of  June  they 
go  to  the  landlord's  office  and  pay  over 
the  rent  plug  the  tithe.  The  very  next 
week  they  may  receive  a  note  stating 
that  the  landlord  has  not  paid  his  tithe, 
and  that  the  tenant  must  therefore  pay 
it.  Unless  under  these  circumstances 
the  tenant  does  pay  he  has  to  face  either 
distress  or  the  County  Court.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  says  he  has  his  remedy, 
because  at  the  next  rent  day,  some  time 
in  November,  he  can  deduct  the  amount 
from  the  rent.  The  Home  Secretary 
says  he  has  an  action.  What  a  moclsery 
to  say  that  a  yearly  tenant  can  have  an 
action  against  the  landlord — ^the  yearly 
tenant  who  can  be  turned  from  his 
home,  and  in  many  cases,  has  been  be- 
cause he  has  shot  a  rabbit  or  because  he 
goes  to  a  Nonconformist  Cbapel  on 
Bunday.  This  is  what  is  offered  to  the 
tenants  in  Wales  and  in  England  as 
compensation  for  the  introduction  of 
this  wretched,  monstrous,  and  prepos- 
terous Bill,  every  clause  of  which  brings 
out  some  new  iniquity  or  some  shameful 
mistake  in  drafting  or  some  shameful 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  those  in  charge 
of  it. 

Sm  W.  HARCOURT:  I  really  do 
hope  the  Government  will  give  way  on 
this  Amendment,  because  the  clause  is 
80  unjust  and  so  gross  that  if  they  do 
not  we  must  go  on  discussing  it  until 
midnight  ur  mid-day  to-morrow.  You 
are  providing  a  means  by  which  the 
tenants  of  England  and  Wales  can  be 
compelled  to  pay  tithes.  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  if  the  tenant  is  such 
a  weak  and  foolish  man  as  to  pay  the 
tithe  to  the  landlord  he  deserves  all  he 
^an  get.  He  is  very  ignorant,  and  this 
18  not  merely  the  commonest  transaction 
in  the  world,  but  a  transaction  which 
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the  Act  of  1856  contemplated,  because 
the  rent  was  to  be  inclusive  of  the  tithe. 
It  is  only  by  that  unfortunate  system  by 
which  the  landowners  of  England  hare 
always    endeavoured    to    defeat  eveiy 
legislative  provision  in  favour  of  the 
tenants  that  it  has  ever  been  otherwise. 
The  Act  of  1836  intended  that  the  land- 
owners should  pay  the  tithe.    The  land- 
owners of  England  combined  to  agree 
that  they  shoidd  not  pay  the  tithe  but 
should  make  the  tenant  pay  it.    That  is 
exactly  what  happened  in  1875,  when 
the    Legislature    determined  that  the 
landowners  should  pay  for  the  improye- 
ments  of  their  tenants,   and  they  in- 
stantly combined  to  contract  themselfes 
and  to  "  notice  "  their  tenants  oat  of  the 
Act.    That  is  what  the  landowners  ha? e 
always   done.     They  have  always  al- 
tered into  conspiracies  to   defeat  every 
arrangement  of  the  Legislature  in  favour 
of  the  tenants.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  said  the  other 
day  that  on  the  greater  number  of  his 
farms  the  tenants  paid  the  rent    Under 
these  circumstancee,  the  tenant  does  pay 
the  tithe  to  the  landlord,  because  in  the 
rent  he  pays  the  tithe.    Having  paid  the 
tithe  in  the  rent  to  the  landlord,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  landlord  should 
pay  the  tithe,  what  happens  if  the  land- 
lord  becomes  insolvent?      The  tenant 
then  has  to  pay  the  tithe  twice  over. 
And  then  you  offer  him  an  action  against 
an    insolvent   landlord.     It  is  against 
compelling  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe 
twice    over    that    this    Amendment  is 
aimed.    Can  anytlung  be  more  simpler 
What  is  the  use  of  the   Government 
fighting    us  hour   after  hour  on  this 
point  ?    Surely  they  must  see  that  their 
opposition  to  the  Amendment  cannot  he 
justified  to  their  constituents.    I  cannot 
believe  that  the  tenants  and  their  enp*. 
porters  can  refuse  to  give  to  the  tapantry ' 
of  England  a  protection  of  this  land,  to 
which  they  are  so  plainly  entitled. 
♦Mb.  STUART   RENDEL :  I  ^ 
this    Amendment    will    receive  «**® 
attention    from    the    Gk)vemmett,  be- 
cause it  aims   at  an    injustioe  which 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  our  objeotioa  »■ 
this  Bill.    The  tithe  which  is  propertj 
a  lien  on  the  land  has  been  made  bj_ 
the  Act  of  1836  a  debt  reoovertUe 
the  produce  of  the  land  in  the 
sion  of  the  occupier.    That  is  a 
great  hardship  on  the  occupier,  bi^ 
suppose  it  was  brought  about  by 
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diffioolty  of  finding  any  other  carpus 
against  which  a  remedy  could  possibly 
be  sought.    The  Government  now  make 
an  excuse  of  the  existence  of  that  hard- 
ship for  the  creation  of  a  new  grievance 
of  a  very  much  graver  character.    They 
propose  to  turn  the  tithe  into  a  personal 
debt  against  the  occupier.     Surely  that 
is  an  extraordinary  hardship    and    a 
great  grievance.     But  now  it  appears 
that   that   grievance   is  to  be    placed 
on  the  occupier,  even  in  cases  where 
the  landlord   has  contracted  with  the 
occupier  that    he    will    pay  the  tithe. 
I  submit  that  that  is  a  monstrous  aggra- 
vation of  the  injustice.    I  do  not  think 
it  has  yet  been  observed  that  there  is  a 
positive  advantage  to  the  landowner  in 
inducing  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe  in 
reference  to  abatements  of  rent  called 
for  by  the  feeling  of  the  country  gener- 
ally.   If  it  is  the  habit  in  the  district 
for  the  landlord  to  abate  10  or  15  per 
cent  of  the  rent,  the  landlord  who  does 
not  pay  the  tithe  gives  10  or  15  per  cent 
on  less  than  the  true  rent,  and  on  a 
smaller  sum  than  the  landlord  who  pays 
the  tithe,  and  there  are  probably  many 
dever  landlords  who  expressly  pay  the 
tithes  in  order  that  they  may  be  gene- 
rous at  a  cheap  rate.    I  have  known  a 
large  landowner   admit  that  that   was 
the  cause  of  the  custom  of  payment  of 
tithe  by  the  tenant  on  his  own  estate.   It 
does  seem  a  most  unreasonable  thing  to 
urge  that   men  whose  landlords  have 
actually  covenanted    to  pay  the  tithe 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  it  themselves. 
Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  only  wish 
to  appeal   to  the  sense    of   justice  of 
Oentiemen   opposite  who    are    favour- 
able to   thie  Sill  in  reference  to  this 
Amendment.      Just  let-  us  see    what 
is    the    case    the    Government    have 
made    for     the    Bill.      The    Attorney 
General  and  the  Home  Secretary  say 
the  Bill  ia  brought  in  to  deal  with  the 
cases  of  tenants  who  can  pay  and  will 
Dot  pay,  and  that  we  need  a  speedy  and 
easy  mode  of  recovering  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  from  tenants  who  are  liable  under 
tbeir  agreements  to  pay  the  tithe,  and 
whchaving  the  means  to  pay,  will  not  pay. 
That  ia  the  point  of  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  am  not  going  to  argue  now 
whether  they  are  right  or  wrong.     We 
fay  thaty   admitting  the  grievance  and 
the  remedy  y  there  is  another  class  of 
tenants  who  have  contracts  with  their 
laodlorde,   under  which  the  latter  have 


covenanted  to  pay  the  tithe.  Are  they 
to  be  subjected  to  this  exceptional  mode 
of  recovery  in  order  that  the  landlords 
may  recover  through  them  ?  I  do 
appeal  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  is  not  a 
monstrous  thing  to  put  on  the  tenants 
a  special  liability  for  that  which  the 
landlord  has  covenanted  to  pay.  Let 
me  quote  the  words  of  Lord  Salisbury 
upon  this  very  point.  Speaking  upon 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  intro- 
duced two  years  ago  the  Prime  Minister- 
said  the  object  of  the  Bill 

"  Is  to  relieve  both  the  tithe  owner  and  the- 
farmer  from  grievances  under  which  they  at 
present  suffer — the  tithe  owner  that  he  has  to- 
recover  a  tithe  from  the  person  who  does  not- 
owe  it,  and  the  farmer  from  the  gprievance  that, 
though  he  does  not  really  owe,  it  he  is  called 
upon  to  it.  I  am  aware  that  the  farmer  is  put 
into  that  position  hy  his  own  act — hy  an  agreed- 
men  t  made  with  his  landlord— but  the  incon- 
venience of  the  process  is  unquestionahly  very 
great,  because  all  variations  m  the  amount  of 
tithe  fall  upon  the  farmer,  and  are  felt  hy  him* 
in  had  times,  causing  much  exasperation^ 
owing  to  the  farmer  having  to  bear  the  hrunt 
of  the  payment  at  a  time  when  he  can  least 
afford  it,  and  leaving  him  suhjeot,  if  he  does 
not  pay  it,  to  a  process— that  ot  distraint^ 
which  we  know  from  experience  is  singularly 
calculated  to  excite  popular  feeling.  .  .  There 
can  he  no  douht  that  it  is  the  land,  and  the 
land  only,  that  is  liahle  for  the  tithe.  The 
occupier  never  hasheen,  and  is  not  now,  by  law 
liable  What  is  liable  is  the  gross  produce  of 
the  land.  If  the  land  yields  no  produce  then 
there  is  no  tithe  due.  ^  That  has  been  the  case 
hitherto,  and  that  will  still  be  the  case  under 
this  Bill.  Though  the  Bill  makes  the  landowner 
liable  for  the  tithe,  it  really  only  provides  a 
change  of  procedure,  substituting  the  simpler 
procedure  of  the  County  Court  in  the  place  of 
the  ancient  and.  exasperating  procedure  of 
distraint.*' 

What  was  Lord  Salisbury's  principle  ? 
It  was  that  it  was  altogether  a  mistake 
to  make  the  occupier  liable  in  any  sense 
of  the  word,  that  the  owner  was 
the  man  liable,  and  that  even  if 
the  occupier  bad  entered  into  a 
contract  the  inconvenience  was  so^ 
great  that  the  Legislature  was  bound  tO' 
step  in  and  deal  with  it.  The  Govern- 
ment now  ask  that  where  the  landlord 
has  agreed  to  meet  what  was  his  original 
obligation,  but  refuses  or  neglects  to  do 
so,  the  tenant  is  to  be  made  liable,  is  to 
be  Oounty  Courted,  is  to  be  distrained 
upon  ;  and  the  Home  Secretary,  in  his 
light  and  airy  way,  tells  us  that  the 
tenant  can  bring  an  action  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  sum  of  money  he  has 
been  most  unfairly  compelled  to  pay« 
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^"mit,  seeing  that  sinoe  the  settlenent  of 
*^36  there  have  been  a  considerable 
■*^^ber  of  re- apportionments. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  more  this 
11  is  debated  the  greater  is  the  amount 
light  we  get  thrown  upon  it.     It  is  not 
erely  a  Bill  for  the  recovery  of  small 
^9^>  and  the  pretence  that  the  measure 
i?  ^ntendtd  to  enable  poor  clergymen, 
^^ugh   the    medium    of   the  County 
VJourt,  to  recover  these  small  sums  has 
~^W  disappeared.     As  the  hon.  Member 
^^^5oo  last  spoke  knows  perfectly  well, 
Pui^  Bill  gives  exceptional  means  for  the 
X      wcovery  of  large  sums  as  well  as  of 
fimalL     The  hon.  Member  for  Chelms- 
ford   has    knocked    on    the    head  the 
favourite    theory     of     the     Attorney 
General  that  the  Bill  will  only  aflPect  the 
tithes  on  small  farms.     I  agree  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cirencester,  after  what 
the  Attorney  General  has  said,  that  the  | 
enforcement  of  the  tithe  may  be  made 
most  vexatious,  and  if  the  view  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  correct 
—-as  to  which  there  is  some  doubt — the 
Bill  will  certainly  require  amendment. 
That  makes  it  all  the  more  necessary 
why  we  should  confine  it  to  this  limit 
If  you  want  the  County  Court  Jurisdic- 
tion, take  it  as  it  is;    strike  out  the 
words,  **  Whatever  the  amount  of  the 
sum  may  be." 

Mb.  COSSHAM:  I  certainly  heard 
the  statement  of  the  Attorney  General 
with  great  surprise,.  If  I  have  to  sue  a 
person  who  owes  me  £800  for  coals,  I 
cannot  sue  him  four  times  for  £200.  The 
Attorney  General  is  wrong  in  his  law 
and  in  his  facts. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork) :  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  as  a  layman, 
expressed  his  surprise  at  the  legal  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  Attorney  General. 
I  am  not  exactly  a  layman,  though  I 
am  not  8upiK>sed  to  be  learned  in  the 
law,  still,  1  join  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
expression  of  surprise.  I  have  prac- 
tised for  several  years  in  Irish  County 
Courts — of  course  I  do  not  pretend  to 
understand  English  law— and  if  I  at 
tempted  to  ar^ue  there  what  the 
Attorney  General  has  laid  down  as  in- 
disputable law,  I  should  be  laughed  at. 
It  has  been  laid  down  over  and  over 
again  that  you  cannot  split  the  cause  of 
'action  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
County  Court  jurisiUotion. 
♦SieR.  WEBSTER:  TheCommittee  are 
diaouBsing  this  point  mainly  on  account  of 
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an  inaccurate  expression  of  mine.  I  do 
not  like  to  be  misunderstood.  I  nerer 
suggested  you  could  splii  a  cause  o! 
action.  My  point  was  that  tithe  is  t 
separate  cause  of  action  in  respect  of 
each  piece  of  land.  I  have  not  looked 
up  the  matter,  but  my  impresaon  is 
that  it  is  a  separate  cause  of  action. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  That  was  not 
quite  what  you  said. 
♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  I  certtinlj 
meant  to  convey  that  there  wts  a 
different  cause  of  action  in  each  case, 
and  I  apologise  to  the  Committee  if  hj 
an  inaccurate  expression  I  have  misled 
them. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  What  I  nnder- 
stood  the  hon.  and  learned  Qeotlemaa 
to  say  was,  supposing  the  tithe  on  a 
piece  of  land  is  more  than  £50  the  land 
can  be  divided  into  two  portions. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  I  cannot  con- 
gratulate the  Gt)vemment  upon  theonlj 
support  they  have  got  from  their  own 
Benches.  The  hon.  Member  belov 
the  Gangway  (Mr.  Beadel)  flatly  con- 
tradicted the  statement  of  the  Attorney 
General.  In  certain  cases  there  are  vhst 
are  called  Geld  appottionments,  bat  then 
are  instances  in  which  the  whole  farm 
pays  a  large  sum.  The  Attorney  Oeneial 
says  you  are  able  to  bring  an  action  for 
the  various  portions  of  the  tithe.  Xbe 
tithe  owner  is  thus  able  to  inflict  on  tlie 
tithe  payer  a  very  heavy  penalty  in  tlie 
shape  of  costs.  Supposing  a  man  ovei 
£300  in  tithe  split  up  in  three  lots  or 
apportionments  of  £100  each.  If  tbe 
tithe  payer  can  be  sued  in  respect  of 
each  separate  piece  of  tithe,  he  msf 
possibly  have  to  pay  £40  or  £50  ia 
costs 
*SiB  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  Amendntfil 
would  cause  that.  If  the  Amendmsrf 
is  carried  there  will  be  a  temptation  j* 
split ;  if  the  Amendment  is  not  caifiai 
there  will  be  no  temptation  to  split  ^ 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER:  I  really  ttorf 
the  Bill,  as  explained  by  the  At<fl«if 
General,  gets  worse  and  worse  na  •• 
proceed.  It  is  quite  bad  enongk  » 
the  tithe  payer  should  be  put  to^> 
penalty  at  all,  which  he  is  not  sttl»«*** 
to  under  the  existing  law.  And,  JJ^ 
cording  to  the  Attorney  General,  ■• 
penalty  may  be  cumulative,  amonan^ 
to  a  sum  that  we  can  hardly  imagia* 
♦Mb.  STUART  RENDBL:  » 
revelation  made  by  the  hon.  and  ^••'JJ 
Gentleman  has  almoet  taken  away  v 
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breath  of  the  Welsh  Members.     If  the 
ease  is  hard,  as  seen  from  the  point  of 
▼iew  of  the  hon.   Member  for  Saffron 
Waldeo,  how  much  more  serious  is  it 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Welsh 
Members  ?    It  is  acknowledged  that  this 
ifl  a  measure  aimed  atWales;  it  is  a  Penal 
Gode  applying  to  Wales ;  it  is  a  measure 
of  petty  coercion.     Now  it  appears  it  is 
10  the  nature  of  a  cat-o'-nine  tails.  Under 
this  legislation  tithe  receivers  are  dis- 
tiDctlj  iavited  to  use  the  Oounty  Court 
expenses  as  a  means  of  compelling  tithe- 
payers  to  be  prompt  in  their  payments, 
if  the  tithe-owners  carry  out  the  full 
spirit  of  this  ilegislation,  they  will  un- 
doubtedly take  the  opportunity  now  and 
again  of  dividing  their  claims  for  the 
express  purpose  of  making  them  more 
peoal  and  more  severe.     With  the  state 
of  feeling  which  exists,  and  which  is 
being  fomented  in  Wales  on  this  ques- 
tion, it  is  by  i\o  means  beyond  the  point 
of  possibility  that  there  will  be  cases  in 
irhich  this  mischievous  use  will  be  made 
of  the  clause. 

Ma.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN: 
Does  the  Attorney  General  mean  to 
Bay  that  if  a  farmer  has  50  closes, 
^0  actions  can  be  brought  against 
^im?  If  that  is  so  the  law  ought 
to  he  altered  at  once.  We  ought  to 
rospend  the  proceedings  on  this  Bill 
ftnd  bring  in  a  short  Bill  changing  such 
wi  iniquitous  system.  We  are  only 
^'og  the  Committee  to  do  that  which 
Ao  House  did  three  years  ago  in  the 
^^M  of  extraordinary  tithe,  and  what 
'as  done  last  year  by  the  Committee 
i^er  which  I  had  the  honour  to  preside. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
toire) :  There  is  a  tithe  map  by 
rhich  field  apportionment  is  indi- 
cted, and  I  believe  that  under  this 
fill  a  tithe-owner  could  sue  for  a  par- 
^colar  sum  on  each  field.  It  is  no 
Oflwer  to  Bsy  that  in  some  parishes 
>ere  is  no  apportionment.  If  the  Bill 
Mses  as  it  stands  there  will  be  an 
^portionment  made  in  every  parish.  I 
^  that  as  under  this  Bill  the  power 
to  be  given  to  the  County  Court  it 
tght  to  be  given  altogether. 
8ia  W.  HABCv>»URT:  The  hon. 
Mktleman  holds  out  to  us  the  prospect 
At  if  the  Bill  passes  in  its  present 
ape  there  will  be  apportionments  made 
parishes  where  it  has  not  hitherto 
^Tailed.  I  am  not  going  to  dispute 
e   law  laid    down   by  ti^e  Attorney 


General  that  there  may  be  a  separate 
action  brought  in  respect  of  every  dose^ 
but  let  us  consider  what  the  effect  may 
be.  If  a  man  has  not  paid  his  tithe,  and 
the  clergyman,  or  tithe-owner,  thinks 
he  is  a  cantankerous  Nonconformist 
aad  that  it  would  be  a  very  good  thing- 
he  should  receive  a  lesson,  and  that  it 
might  be  useful  in  the  neighbourhood 
and  might  serve  the  cause  of  religioui 
the  Attorney  General  has  taught  him 
what  to  do.  He  may  baa  small  parson 
but  a  man  of  a  large  mind,  and  his 
tithe  may  be  £100  a  year,  but  it  may  be 
collected  from  20  closes.  Under  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Attorney  Gen^^ral,  and  under 
the  cover  of  a  **  very  small "  Bill  passed 
this  Session,  he  can  bring  20  actions  and 
run  up  a  bill  of  costs,  say,  of  £100,  in 
order  to  punish  the  cantankerous  Non* 
conformist  for  his  conduct.  The  tenant 
farmers  will  be  absolutely  at  the  mercy  of 
the  tithe-owner,  who  may  wreak  his  vin- 
dictiveness  and  spite  upon  them  if  he 
chooses.  I  have  kno^n  such  a  spirit  as 
that  exhibited  with  respect  to  burial; 
vindictiveness  is  often  carried  to  the 
grave.  If  the  Attorney  General  is  right 
the  first  thing  to  do  is  tj  introduce  a 
clause  to  prevent  the  tithe  -  owner 
bringing  as  many  actions  as  he  chooses. 

Mr.  T  ELLIS  :  I  think  the  discus 
sion  on  this  Amendment  has  proved 
quite  clearly  our  contention  last  night 
that  it  is  useless  to  deal  with  this  com- 
plicated question  in  this  one-sided  way. 
In  the  first  place,  you  have  to  distort  the 
whole  question  of  County  Court  juris- 
diction and  run  counter  to  the  very 
principles  you  upheld  in  Committee  up- 
stairs ladt  year.  A  man  may  be  County 
Courted  in  respect  of  one  close  and  dis- 
trained against  in  respect  of  another. 

Mr.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.):  The  Attorney  General  has 
advanced  the  very  best  argument 
which  could  possibly  be  advanced 
in  favour  of  this  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  has  pointed  out  that  in  the 
event  of  the  Amendment  being  carried 
an  opportunity  would  be  afforded  in  a 
case  where  tithe  is  apportioned  to  differ- 
ent closes  of  bringing  an  action  in 
respect  of  each  close.  Again,  let  me 
ask  what  is  the  reason  for  imposing  upon 
the  County  Court  jurisdiction,  which  at 
present  is  very  heavily  burdened,  other 
responsibility.  The  Attorney  Generid 
felt  the  force  of  that  objection,  because 
he  pointed  out  that  an  appeal  would  lie. 
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But  that  suggestion  is  not  a  very  satis- 
factory one,  because 'the  same  observa- 
tion might  be  made  in  the  case  of  every 
proposition  for  extending  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  County  Court. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York.  E.R.. 
Holderness)  :  If  it  will  be  possible 
for  the  titheowner  to  sue  the  tithe- 
payer  in  respect  of  different  appor- 
tionments, I  am  bound  to  say  I  cannot 
support  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Whatever  else  may  be  said  about  it,  the 
clause  as  it  stands  is  open  to  abuse, 
though  I  cannot  say  that  the  thing  is 
much  improved  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  shall 
▼ote  for  any  Amend  ment  that  may  obviate 
the  particular  objections  advanced  by 
the  other  side,  and  which  have  not  been 
met  by  the  Attorney  General. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I 
think  the  Government  is  bound  to  give 
us  some  further  explanation  on  this 
subject.  We  have  it  from  the  Attorney 
General  that  if  the  Bill  passes  as  it 
stands  it  is  possible  for  the  tithe-owner 
to  sue  in  respect  of  every  apportionment 
or  close.  Before  we  go  to  a  Division  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Government  will  introduce  a  proviso 
which  will  render  it  impossible  for  any 
tithe-owner  to  bring  an  action  in  respect 
of  each  parcel  of  land. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  anxious  for  some 
words  to  be  inserted  in  order  to  prevent 
a  wicked  clergyman  from  bringing 
50  actions  where  one  would  do.  I  will 
not  form  an  opinion  as  to  what  the 
clergy  are  likely  to  do  on  the  represen- 
tations of  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  if  any 
section  of  the  Committee  think  it  neces- 
sary to  insert  a  proviso  that  only  one 
action  shall  be  brought  in  respect  of 
several  closes,  I  shedl  not  have  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  accepting  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  think 
the  statement  of  the  Attorney  General 
is  perfectly  satisfactory ;  but  this  only 
shows  how  useful  these  discussions  are. 
We  had  these  separate  actions  held  out 
to  us  as  a  threat  for  an  hour  and  a  half, 
and  it  was  not  until  representations 
came  from  behind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  injurious  consequences  of 
this  that  an  offer  of  concession  is  made. 
It  is  quite  plain  that  the  danger  was 
infinitely  great,  and  the  candour  of  the 
Attorney  General  has  revealed  the 
magnitude  of  it    to-night.    We    may 
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accept  what  he  has  said,  and  I  hope 
he  will  put  into  the  Bill  the  seooriljfar 
which  we  contend. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid): 
The  Attorney  General  has  said  the  a^ 
cusation  against  the  clergy  of  Wales 
came  from  this  side  ;  but  he  is  miskalces, 
and,  indeed,  it  was  himself  who  sug- 
gested that  the  clergy  might  um  tloi 
method  of  retaliation. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  130 
Noes  143.— (Div.  List,  No.  303.) 

Me.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (MerioiwA- 
shire) :  According  to  the  present  word- 
ing of  this  remarkable  Bill,  a  n«w 
assumption  is  declared  as  to  wbtt  the 
tithe  rent- charge  ie.  Aa  I  understand  a 
tithe  rent-charge,  and  as  the  de&mtion 
is  laid  down  in  the  Act  of  lb36,  it  is 
different  in  two  or  three  important  pw- 
ticulars  from  an  ordinary  rent-chwge. 
But  in  the  present  Bill  it  seems  to  me 
that  tithe  rent  charge  is  put  in  the  same 
category  as  if  it  were  identical  with  m 
ordinary  rent- charge.  But  there  an 
grave  differences  and  distinctions  which 
are  recognised  in  the  Act  of  1836,  vA 
should  be  incorporated  in  this  WL  ^ 
rent  charge,  I  assume,  is  a  charge  on 
the  inheritance  by  the  owner;  in  «" 
second  place,  it  is  a  fixed  unvariabl* 
sum;  and,  thirdly,  it  is  recoverable  a 
default  of  payment  if  necessary  by  thi 
sale  of  the  land.  A  tithe  rent-durg* 
on  the  other  hand,  is  chargeable  not  oi 
the  land,  biit  on  the  produce  of  the  land 
it  is  not  a  fixed  charge  ;  it  varies  few 
year  to  year  ;  and  thirdly,  it  is  recowj 
able  by  distress  or  occupation  ofw 
land,  and  never  by  sale.  But  the  w«w 
ing  of  this  Bill  puts  a  ne*v  conetr^ 
upon  a  tithe  rent-charge,  either  thrti*8 
bad  intention  or  bad  draf tmanshifij^ 
a  case  tried  before  the  late  YJceXy 
cellar  Bacon,  in  1885,  and  repoitttj 
the  Law  Eepoirts,  80  Chancery  W 
sion,  it  has  been  laid  down  deiArw 
the  owner  of  a  tithe  rent-charge  »  "J 
entitled  to  a  sale  bf  the  la«a  ft* " 
purpose  of  recovering  his  rent-fli*'^ 
The  object  of  my  Amendment  is  to  tajj 
it  plain  in  this  new  measure  tlml  w 
is  the  law,  aiid  to  bring  the  Billia^^ 
formity  with  the  Act  of  1 836. 

Amendment-  proposed,  in  P*l^ 
line  5,  to  leav^  out  '*on  acooaa^A 
and  insert ''  in  the  nature  of  a."'-{'A 
Thomas  £IIU.) 
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Qaeetion  proposed,  <'  That  the  words 
'on  account  of,'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  really  un- 
able to  follow  the   hon.    Gentleman's 
argument.    The  Bill  speaks  of  a  remedy 
in  the  County  Court  in  order  to  reoorer 
tithe  rent- charge.    Yon  are  not  bound 
to  sue  for  the  whole  but  can  sue  for  part 
on  account,  or  for  the  unpaid  portion  ; 
aod  I  really  cannot  see  what  is  gained 
by  this  Amendment.  If  it  has  any  effect 
at  all,  it  seems  to  me  to  extend  the 
remedy  proposed  in  the  Bill  to  some- 
thing that  is  not  actually  tithe  rent- 
charge,  but  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rent- 
charge.    I  do  not  think  we  gain  any- 
thing by  that,  and  I  confess  I  do  not 
appreciate  the  hon.  Gentleman's  object. 
8iB  W.  HAEOOURT :  I  think  the 
object   of    my   hon.    Friend    is    clear 
enough.      The    difficulty  of  the  Home 
Secretary  is  that  among  his  multifarious 
duties  he  is  under  the  disadvantage  of 
not  baying  been  able  to  understand  the 
qaeetion  of  tithe  or  tithe  rent-charge  at 
ail,  and  the  consequence  is  that  his  Bill 
11  drawn  as  I  have  said  before,  and  may 
repeat  it  a  thousand  times,  in  absolute 
ignorance  of  the  whole  subject.     The 
objection  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  this,  that 
the  Bill  calls  that  a  rent-charge  which  is 
not  a  rent-charge.    It  is  not  a  rent- 
charge  at  all,  nor  was  it  so  treated  in  the 
Act  of  1836.     The  draftsman  talks  of 
''a  tithe  rent-charge  charged  upon  the 
land."    But  there    is    no    such    thing 
existing  in  law,   and  to  describe  tithe 
rent-chfUBge  in  that  way  is  a  mere  igno- 
rant blunder.     That  is  not  the  languac^e 
of  the  Act  of  1836.    It  would  almost  be 
well  to  move  to  report  Progress,  in  order 
to  give  the  Home  Secretary  an  opportu- 
>^fy  of  studying  the  matter  for  half  an 
lour.  He  evidently  has  not  the  elementary 
conception  of  what  is  the  nature  of  a  tithe 
rent-charge.     Tithe  is  not  a  rent-charge 
—that  is  the  first  proposition — nor  in 
the  ordinary  sense  is  it  a  rent-charge  upon 
the  land,  so  the  draftsman  of  the  Bill  has 
^ply  made  a  blunder.     The  Secretary 
^  the  Admiralty  is  amused  ;  but  I  think 
hat,  probably,  he  knows  more  about 
lavigation    than  of  tithe    rent-charge, 
tad  I  will  try  to  explain  it  to  him.    The 
mthora  of    the  Act  of  1836  did  know 
he  nature  of  a  tithe  rent-charge,  they 
rere  very  careful  not  to  call  it  a  rent- 
harge  charged  upon  the  land,  and  the 


language     they    employed     materiallj^ 
affects  the  whole  question.     They  said 
it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  rent-charge,  but 
it  is  not  a  rent  charge  properly  so  called, 
it  is  not  charged  on  the  land,  but  it 
<<  issues  out  of  the  land  char^red  there- 
with."    These  are  very  careful  words; 
but    the    words    in  this  Bill  are    the 
vulgar  slip- slop  of  a  man  with  vague 
and  cloudy  ideas  of  what  tithe  is  and 
what  rent-charge  is ;  and  all  that  my 
hon.  Friend  desires  to  do  is  to  introduce 
the  language  used  by  the  lawyers  of 
1836.     It  is  not  immaterial,  because  in 
the  case  quoted  by  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
consequence  of  it  being  so  described  was 
that  it  was  declared  that  a  tithe  rent- 
charge    owner     was    not    entitled    to 
recover  by  sale  of  the  land.    But  your 
new    and    clumsy    phraseology    would 
change  the  character  of  the  law  alto* 
gether.    This    vague    slip-slop    would 
effect  a  revolution  in  the  character  of 
this  property,  and  you  would  make  the 
land  from  which  the  tithe  rent  charge 
issues  liable  to  sale  for  the  recovery  of 
the  tithe  rent- charge.     What  difficulty 
is  there  about  accepting  the  language  of 
the  Act  of  1836  ?    Why  not  accept  the 
Amendment  taken  textually  from  the 
Act  of  1836  ?    Surely  it  would  be  better 
to  do  so  now  than  occupy  two  hours, 
and  then  ultimately  accept  it  as  you 
have  done  in  regard  to  other  Amend- 
ments. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  When  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  uses  such  expressions  as 
*' vulgar  slip-slop,"  'ignorant  blun- 
ders," and  so  on,  one  is  tempted  to 
apply  the  epithets  to  his  own  argument. 
He  has  had  the  courage  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  words  in  the  Bill  are 
not  used  in  the  Act  of  1836,  but  when  I 
turn  to  section  65  of  that  Act  I  find  the 
expression  '*  Tithe  rent- charge  charged 
on  the  several  lands,"  &c.,  and  again 
I  find  a  like  expression  employed  in 
the  58th  Section.  The  draftsman  of  this 
Bill,  then,  has  not' blundered  through 
ignorance;  he  has  used  the  very  lan- 
guage of  the  Act  of  1836,  and  has  dis- 
played, I  think,  more  knowledge  of  the 
Act  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself.  I  must  say  the  Amendment 
appears  to  me  to  be  perfectly  idle  and 
meaningless.  I  do  not  know  to  what  it 
may  be  pointed,  for  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  did  not  enlighten  us.  There  can 
be  no  possibility  of  mistake  as  to  the 
meaning   and    intention    of    the   Bill, 
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because  Section  4  has  a  direct  reference 
to  the  Act  of  1836. 
♦Me.  LLOYD  MOKGAN:  I  think 
the  riglit  hon.  Gen tl em  an  will  find 
thai;  Section  71  of  the  Act  of  1836 
describes  titne  in  precisely  the  same 
language  as  that  employed  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  If  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  is  rejected,  then  it  comes 
to  this,  that  by  this  section  it  goes 
forth  that  tithe  rent-charge  is  a  charge 
upon  the  land,  and  not  upon  the  produce 
of  the  land.  Now,  it  has  already  been 
pointed  out,  if  the  charge  were  upon 
the  land  the  tithe  owner  would  have  a 
right  to  sell  the  land  in  respect  to 
which  his  tithe  was  not  paid.  But  as 
my  hon.  Friend  has  shown  by  reference 
to  the  decision  of  Yice  Chancellor  Bacon, 
in  a  case  in  which  this  very  point  was 
raised  a  few  years  ago,  there  is  no  such 
power  of  sale,  because  the  charge  is  a 
charge  on  the  produce  of  the  land,  and 
not  on  the  land.  I  understood  from 
that  decision  that  it  was  perfectly  clear 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  charge 
issuing  out  of  the  land.  I  imagined  that 
the  Government  did  not  desire  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  law  further  than 
to  introduce  a  change  in  the  manner  of 
collecting  tithe.  It  seems  to  me,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  are  now 
attempting  to  make  tithe  a  charge  upon 
the  land,  and  not,  as  it  has  hitherto  been 
held  to  be  by  the  Courts,  a  charge  upon 
the  produce  of  the  land. 
♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  think  it  is 
scarcely  fair  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  to  speak  of 
the  draftsman  of  this  Bill  in  the  way  he 
has  done.  The  draftsman  is  a  gentle- 
man of  great  experience,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  taken  ad- 
vantage of  his  experience  as  often  as 
anybody.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
ground  for  the  suggestion  that  these 
words  will  alter  the  law  in  any  way, 
as  the  interpretation  clause  defines  the 
tithe  rent-charge  as  tithe  rent-charge 
payable  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of 
William  IV..  and  in  the  Act  of  Wil- 
liam  rV.  there  are  a  series  of  charging 
sections  which  treat  the  rent-charge  as 
being  charged  on  the  land.  There  is  no 
question  as  to  its  being  a  charge  on  the 
land  in  a  technical  sense,  and  no  one 
can  contend  that  we  alter  the  law. 
There  is  a  whole  series  of  sections  in  the 
Act  of  1836  in  which  the  words  "charged 
upon  the  land*'  are  used.    In  my  judg- 
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ment  this  is  a  simple  and  condse 
repetition  of  the  Act  of  1836.  If  it 
altered  the  law  in  any  way.  I  would 
accent  the  Amendment,  but  I  appeslto 
the  House  to  lot  the  words  stand. 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT  :  The  Attorney 
General  admits  that  this  is  not  8 
rent  charge  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word.  I  admit  that  there  are  sections 
in  the  Act  of  1836  in  which  it  is  spoken 
of  as  *'  rent  charge  charged  on  the  land," 
but  there  is  a  larger  description  of  it 
than  that,  and  I  should  be  content  if 
the  tithe  rent  charge  were  spoken  of  as 
"tithe  rent-charge  under  the  Act  of 
1 836."  If  the  words  *'  charged  on  the 
land  "  remain  there  will  be  a  danger  of 
making  the  land  liable  to  sale  as  in  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  rent-charge.  Why 
will  you  not  accept  mv  proposal  ? 
♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER :  We  desire  to 
meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  far  as 
we  can.  We  do  not  care  at  all  for  the 
word  **  charged,**  our  impression  being 
that  this  is  a  false  point,  and  we  are 
willing  to  accept  theVords  ''  issuing  oat 
of  the  land.** 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT:  I  thmk  it 
would  be  simpler  to  say  "tithe  rent- 
charge  as  hereinafter  defined.** 

Me.  MATTHEWS:  I  would  pwnt 
out  that  that  will  not  do  becaase  the 
land  must  be  speoiBed.  At  present  the 
distress  can  only  be  for  the  tithe  on  the 
land  in  which  the  rent-charge  is  charged, 
and  in  like  manner  the  exiK^ntion  hii  to 
be  confined  to  the  particalar  dose  or 
farm  on  which  the  rent-charge  it 
charged  or  out  of  which  it  issues 

Sib  W.  HAROOURT  :  I  hriVe  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words  proposed  to  be 
substituted,  but  I  would  point  oat  that 
in  the  deBnition  clause  the  expreaioB 
**  tithe- rent  charge  '*  means  tithe  wot- 
charge  payable  in  pursuance  of  the  Act 
of  1836. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS:  Wto 
not  specifically  introduce  the  worfa  » 
the  Act  of  1836?  That  would  get  «« 
of  all  the  difficulty.  It  is  obyiona  fcom 
this  discussion  that  there  is  oonsiteiMs 
ambiguity  in  the  words  originally  jw* 
posed,  and  the  Committee  will  tg*** 
that  we  cannot  be  too  careful  in  draftiftg 
this  new  procedure. 

Mb.      T.    ELLIS:    The     Attorwy 
General  has  said  that]  tithe  is  a 
rent- charge. 

♦Sm  R.  WEBSTER :  So  U  ii- 
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Mb,  T.  ELLIS:  It  is  not.  The 
Home  Secretary  has  taunted  us  on  this 
side  with  gross  ignorance  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  would  ask  him  if  he  still  holds 
that  tithe  is  a  rent- charge  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  What  I  said  was 
that  tithe  rent-charge  is  a  rent-charge. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  That  comes  to  the 
same  thing.  Tithe  rent-charge  is  not  a 
rent-charge. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  My  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  is  practically  ac- 
oepted  by  the  Government.  They  take 
the  first  words  of  his  Amendment,  and 
the  other  part  of  it  is  in  the  definition 
okuse.  They  are  willing  to  omit  the 
words  he  objects  to — namely,  "  charged 
on  any  lands." 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS:  After  it  has  been 
shown  conclusively  that  tithe- rent  charge 
is  not  a  rent- charge,  I  am  willing  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  in  order  to 
Accept  the  words  the  Government  pro- 
poee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Qaestion,  *'  That  the  words  '  charged 
on'  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Qaestion,  '^That  the  words  'issuing 
out  of  be  there  inserted,"  put,  ana 
agreed  to. 

Thb  oh  AIRMAN:  The  next  Amend- 
inent  is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Maldon  Division  of  Essex 
(Mr.  0.  Gray),  and  is  follows : — Clause 
1}  page  1,  line  6,  leave  out  "  and,"  and 
insert— 

**  Shall  not  after  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  diatrain  for  the  lame  in  manner  provided 
hj  the  Act  of  fhe  Session  of  the  sixth  and 
seveoth  years  of  the  reign  of  King  William 
the  Fourth,  chapter  f  1,  intituled  '  An  Act  for 
^  Commutation  of  IHthes  in  England  and 
Wales,'  but  in  the  case  of  any  tithe  rent- 
charge," 

This  is  dearly  out  of  order,  in  view  of 
the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  House  last 
niirht. 

8iB  W.  HAJRCOURT :  Are  we  to  take 
it  that  by  rejecting  all  the  Instructions 
^  night  the  Government  have  defeated 
the  Amendments  they  themselves  pro- 
pose— that,  for  instance,  of  the  Home 
Secretary  in  line  11,  after  "debt,"  to 
uisert,  "Provided  that  he  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  distrain  for  any  sum  after  he 
^  sued  for  it  under  this  seotion  "  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  matter  is  one 
of  some  intrioaoy,  and  when  I  first  oon- 
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sidered  it  I  felt  very  much  in  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  wishes  to  do  away 
with  the  power  of  distraint  in  all  cases, 
substituting  for  it  the  process  of  rec<ivery 
provided  in  the  Bill;  but  the  Home 
Secretary  leaves  the  alternative  methods 
of  procedure  open  to  the  tithe  ov^ner, 
merely  providing  that,  after  the  proce- 
dure in  the  Bill  has  been  availed  of,  the 
old  process  of  distraint  shall  not  be 
adopted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  In  the  Bill 
there  are  words  which  preserve  the 
rights  at  present  in  operation,  whilst 
they  give  County  Court  jurisdiction 
without  prejudice  to  any  other  remedy. 
Is  it  not  possible  for  us  to  strike  out 
the  words  which  preserve  the  existing 
rights? 
♦i'HB  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  We  propose  to  do  so. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Amend- 
ments of  the  Home  Secretary  come  to 
the  same  thing  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Maldon  Division. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Maldon  Divi- 
sion would  deprive  the  tithe  owner  of  the 
power  of  distraint—of  the  exercise  of 
his  volition  in  th^  matter.  The  scheme 
of  the  Government  on  the  other  hand 
leaves  the  tithe  owner  the  power  of 
distraint,  unless  he  has  resort  to  the 
course  provided  in  the  Bill,  in  which 
case  he  must  abandon  the  alternative  of 
distraint. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Why  is  not 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  in 
order  without  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee?  The  Bill  is  one  '*  To 
Amend  the  Law  Relating  to  the  Re- 
covery of  Tithe  Rent-Charge,"  and 
why  in  connection  with  such  a  Bill  is  it 
not  possible  to  introduce  a  clause 
abolishing  the  process  of  distraint  ?  What 
reason  can  there  be  against  it  ?  Under 
the  Bill  the  tithe  owner  gets  a  new 
remedy  and  can  keep  his  old  one. 
What  is  there  to  prevent  anyone  mov- 
ing an  Amendment  to  confine  him  to 
the  new  remedy  ? 

The  CHIIRMAN :  The  tithe  owner 
may  take  the  new  remedy,  in  which 
case  he  will  abandon  the  old ;  he  may 
elect.  With  respect  to  the  question 
whether  an  Amendment  of  this  kind 
can  be  moved  without  an  Instruction,  it 
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18  BTifficient  to  Bay  that  to  allow  such  an 
Amendment  would  be  inconsisist  with 
the  decision  arrived  at  on  the  Instruc- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Mal- 
don  Division  of  Essex.  It  is  within  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  amend  the 
process  for  the  recovery  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  but  not  to  take  away  against 
the  will  of  the  tithe  owner  the  remedy 
which  he  now  has,  without  an  Instruc- 
tion from  the  House  to  that  effect. 

Sib  W.  H AECOURT  :  There  was 
no  Instruction  touching  the  question  of 
distress  moved  last  night,  though  there 
were  Instructions  as  to  the  election  of 
remedies.  I  submit  that  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  that  the  owner 
shall  elect  one  of  two  processes,  it  is 
competent  without  Instruction  for  the 
Committee  to  reject  one  of  them. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee yesterday  to  provide  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  should  be  recoverable 
from  the  landlord  only.  That  was 
rejected,  the  House  holding  that  the 
tenant,  from  whose  property  on  the  land 
the  titiie  is  recoverable  by  restraint, 
should  remain  liable.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  now 
proposed  is  not  permissible  unless 
authorised  by  the  House. 
♦Mr.  C.  gray  :  It  will,  perhaps,  save 
the  time  of  the  Committee  if  I  say  that, 
even  if  my  Amendment  had  not  been 
ruled  out  of  order,  I  should  not  have 
moved  it,  as  I  consider  there  is  more 
to  be  gained  by  another  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  period  of  time — ex- 
tending the  one  month  to  three  months 
— which  Amendment  would  be  impossi- 
ble if  the  power  of  distraint  were  done 
away  with. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out ''  one 
month,"  and  insert  ''three  years." 
The  history  of  the  tithe  in  Ireland 
was  well  known,  and  the  Irish 
Members  are  past  masters  in  the 
art  of  abolishing  the  iniquity.  If 
I  may  give  a  •*  griffin "  to  my  Welsh 
friends,  it  would  be  '^  accumulate 
arrears."  If  the  Irish  landlord  has  to 
wait  years  for  his  rent,  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  English  parson  should  not  wait 
as  long.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  this  tithe  is  a  sort  of  national  insti- 
tution, will  not  hold  water.  In  Wales 
we  find  a  small  minority  exacting  this 
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tax  from  the  majority,  hence  I  think  it 
reasonable  that  we  should  allow  the 
tithes  to  run  into  arrears  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  possible.  If  jou 
do  not  do  that  you  will  never  haye  a 
remedy  for  the  monstrous  exactions  on 
the  people  who  do  not  believe  in  the 
Established  Church.  Accumolate 
arrears,  otherwise  Parliament  will  not 
come  to  the  rescue ;  make  this  more  or 
less  a  burning  question.  If  my 
Amendment  is  accepted  I  think  the 
people  will  run  into  three  years' 
arrears,  and  will  avoid  the  hardships 
of  having  to  pay  this  money  year  oy 
year. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out  '*  one  month,'' 
and  insert,  •*  three  years." — {Mr.  Blvn^.) 

Question,  '*  That  '  one  month '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed.  Clause  1,  page 
1,  line?,  after  the  first  "may,"  insort 
**  having  previously  demanded  thereof 
in  writing.^'— (ifr.  T,  Ellit.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  SEALE-H AYNE  :  I  beg  to  move 
after  the  word  "may"  to  insert  the 
words  ' '  if  the  owner  of  such  lands  is 
not  under  covenant  to  pay  the  titiie 
rent-charge."  It  would  be  hard  on  the 
tenant  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  that 
which  his  landlord  has  covenanted  to 
pay.  The  landlord  may  be  impecu- 
nious and  become  a  bankrupt  or  ran 
away,  or  the  tenancy  being  near  its 
termination  he  may  be  unable  to  recover 
from  future  rent  any  payment  for  whid 
he  has  been  sued  by  the  titheownsT) 
and  I  desire  to  avoid  the  necesail^ 
of  compelling  the  tenant  under  sack 
circumstances  to  pay  twice  over.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  accept  Ae 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1« 
line  7,  after  "may,"  to  insert  "u  ft* 
owner  of  such  lands  is  not  nadir 
covenant  to  pay  the  tithe  icbI- 
charge." — {Mr.  80al$'Hayn$.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  wori* 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.      MATTHEWS :     The 
Member  will  see  on  a  moment's 
tion    that  the   liability    of  the    IttA- 
lord  to  the  tenant   cannot    affeei  ^ 
rights   of  a   tiiird    party,    tk* 
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owoer.    If     the     tenant     wishes     to 

avoid  a   distress   at    present    he   has 

to  pay.    The    only    remedy  the  tithe 

owner  has  is  to  go  to  the  occupier  and, 

if  he  does  not  pay,    to    distrain.     No 

doubt  there  is  some  hardship  in  it  in 

cases  where  the  landlord  has  covenanted 

to  pay,  hat  the  occupier  has  been  fixed 

upon  as  the  person  liable  to  pay  for  the 

sake  of  convenience,  as  it  is  sometimes 

next  to  impossible  to  find  the  owner. 

The  occupier,  of  course,  will  not  suflPer, 

as  he  can  deduct  the  tithe  from  the  rent. 

♦Mr.  8EALE-HAYNE :  The  landlord 

may  receive  the  money  from  the  tenant 

and  may  not  pay  it  to  the  tithe  owner. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  landlord 
where  he  has  covenanted  to  pay  will  do 
^t  otherwise  the  amount  will  be  de- 
ducted from  the  rent. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET:  As  long 
as  the  money  is  obtained  by  distress 
it  can  be  paid  only  out  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land;  but  the  Bill  now 
substitutes  another  remedy.  It  is  said 
that  the  tithe  is  to  be  stopped  out  of  the 
wnt ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
never  met  the  point  which  you,  Mr. 
Courtney,  raised  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Debate,  that  the  rent  may  not  amount 
io  80  much  as  the  tithe,  or  the  produce 
of  the  land  may  not  be  sufficient  to  pay 
either  the  titbe  or  the  rent.  It  is  quite 
plain  that  the  tenant  will  be  deprived  of 
tbe  security  he  now  has  where  the 
produce  of  the  land  will  not  yield  the 
sum  claimed. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  allow  for  the  effect 
of  the  sub-section  of   the  clause   pro- 
Wding  that  the  judgment  recovered  may 
be  executed  against  all  personal  property 
on  which  a  distress  for  the  sum  can  at 
the  date  of  the  execution  be  levied,  and 
shall   not   be    executed  in    any    other 
manner.     These  words  restrict  the  exe- 
cution to  precisely  the  property  on  which 
a  distress  can  now  be  levied ;  and  the 
BiU  does  not  provide  a  personal  remedy 
in  the  olii  sense  of  the  word.    The  ex- 
ceptional cases  in  which  the  rent  is  less 
than  the  titbe,  or  the  property  less  than 
both,  will  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
now.    Where,  then,  is  the  hardship  ?    I 
believe  it  is  true  that  in  some  parts  of 
Sussex  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent.    In 
that  case,   says  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, you  cannot  recover.    That  is  quite 
true,  but  neither  can  you  now.     The 
tenant  would    clearly  have  an  action 


against  his  landlord  if  he  were  distrained 
upon  under  such  circumstances.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  clause 
inflicts  no  hardship  and  no  injustice. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS:  I  am  surprised 
that  the  Government  are  not  willing 
to  accept  this  Amendment.  It  is 
aimed  at  placing  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  in  something  like  an  equitable 
position.  The  Home  Secretary  says 
the  provision  of  the  Bill  imposes  a 
certain  amount  of  hardship  on  the 
tenants.  I  beg  to  point  out  that  you 
are  placing  a  monstrous  and  intolerable 
hardship  on  a  large  number  of  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  repeatedly  that  if  this  is  a  debt  it 
is  a  debt  from  the  landowner.  According 
to  the  great  national  contract  of  1836 
the  tithe  rent-charge  was  to  be  paid  by 
the  landowner.  So  far  so  good.  Not 
only  was  that  so,  but  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  House  of  Lords  and  in  declarations 
madd  all  over  the  country  said  that 
hitherto  the  tenant  had  been  placed 
under  the  inconvenience  of  having  to 
pay  a  debt  which  was  not  his  own 
debt.  It  was,  he  said,  the  debt  of  the 
landlord,  and  the  landlord  should  pay 
it.  Here  is  a  case  in  which  the  land- 
lord is  not  merely  the  debtor  under  the 
Act  of  1836,  but  has  entered  into  a 
contract  with  his  tenant  that  he  will 
pay  the  debt.  When  a  tonant  now 
refuses  to  pay  the  tithe,  which  is  not 
his  own  debt,  what  do  you  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  call  him  ?  You  oali 
him  dishonest,  and  a  Bishop  of  your 
own  Church,  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff, 
says — 

'Tt  is  abominable  dishonesty;  it  is  com- 
parable to  the  act  of  a  man  who  takes  money 
from  his  landlord's  pocket." 

Because  the  tenant  does  not  pay  the  debt 
of  the  landlord,  that  is  how  he  is  spoken 
of.  Now,  in  this  case  the  landlord 
solemnly  covenants  to  pay  the  debt,  and 
yet  when  my  hon.  Friend  asks  that  the 
tenant  shall  not  be  distrained  upon,  the 
Government  say  they  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.  Let  me  tell  the  Committee 
what  may  occur  under  this  Bill.  During 
the  last  four  or  five  years  agricnltural 
distress  has  hit  the  agriculturists  of 
Wales  as  hard  as  if  not  harder  than  any 
agriculturists   in   this  country.    Th^ 
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have  been  able  to  bear  up  better  than 
might  have  been  expected,  because  they 
live  almost  iodesoribably  hard  and 
thrifty  lives.  They  have  been  able  to 
keep  their  homes  together  and  to  keep 
on  their  farms  owing  to  a  life  of  very 
severe  thrift  and  great  sacrifice,  and  by 
denying  themselves  not  merely  the 
luxuries,  but  the  very  necessaries  of 
life.  What  is  the  result  ?  In  scores  of 
cases  when  the  tithe  becomes  due  they 
are  unable  to  pay  it  not  merely  out  of 
the  earnings  of  the  year,  but  ou^  of  the 
accumulations  of  many  years  of  thrift, 
and  they  have  to  borrow  the  money  in 
order  to  pay  the  rent,  which  sometimes 
includes  tithe.  On  the  Ist  of  June  they 
go  to  the  landlord's  office  and  pay  over 
the  rent  plus  the  tithe.  The  very  next 
week  they  may  receive  a  note  stating 
that  the  landlord  has  not  paid  his  tithe, 
and  that  the  tenant  must  therefore  pay 
it.  Unless  under  these  circumstances 
the  tenant  does  pay  he  has  to  face  either 
distress  or  the  County  Court.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  says  he  has  his  remedy, 
because  at  the  next  rent  day,  some  time 
in  November,  he  can  deduct  the  amount 
from  the  rent.  The  Home  Secretary 
says  he  has  an  action.  What  a  mockery 
to  say  that  a  yearly  tenant  can  have  an 
action  against  the  landlord — ^the  yearly 
tenant  who  can  be  turned  from  his 
home,  and  in  many  cases,  has  been  be- 
cause he  has  shot  a  rabbit  or  because  he 
goes  to  a  Nonconformist  Chapel  on 
Bunday.  This  is  what  is  offered  to  the 
tenants  in  Wales  and  in  England  as 
tsompensation  for  the  introduction  of 
this  wretched,  monstrous,  and  prepos- 
terous Bill,  every  clause  of  which  brings 
out  some  new  iniquity  or  some  shameful 
mistake  in  drafting  or  some  shameful 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  those  in  charge 
of  it. 

Sib  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  really  do 
hope  the  Gt>vemment  will  give  way  on 
this  Amendment,  because  the  clause  is 
60  unjust  and  so  gross  that  if  they  do 
not  we  must  go  on  discussing  it  until 
midnight  or  mid-day  to-morrow.  You 
are  providing  a  means  by  which  the 
tenants  of  England  and  Wales  can  be 
compelled  to  pay  tithes.  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  if  the  tenant  is  sOch 
a  weak  and  foolish  man  as  to  pay  the 
tithe  to  the  landlord  he  deserves  all  he 
^an  get.  He  is  very  ignorant,  and  this 
^8  not  merely  the  commonest  transaction 

the  world,  but  a  transaction  which 
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the  Act  of  1856  contemplated,  because 
the  rent  was  to  be  inclusive  of  the  tithe. 
It  is  only  by  that  unfortunate  system  bj 
which  the  landowners  of  England  have 
always    endeavoured   to    defeat  eveiy 
legislative  provision  in  favour  of  tbe 
tenants  that  it  has  ever  been  othenrise. 
The  Act  of  1836  intended  that  the  land- 
owners should  pay  the  tithe.     The  land- 
owners of  England  combined  to  agree 
that  they  should  not  pay  the  tithe  but 
should  make  the  tenant  pay  it.    That  is 
exactly  what  happened  in  1875,  when 
the    Legislature    determined  that  the 
landowners  should  pay  for  the  improve- 
ments of  their  tenants,  and  they  in- 
stantly combined  to  contract  themedlree 
and  to  ''  notice  "  their  tenants  out  of  the 
Act.    That  is  what  the  landowners  have 
always   done.     They  have  always  en- 
tered into  conspiracies  to   defeat  erreiy 
arrangement  of  the  Legislature  in  faTOor 
of  the  tenants.    The  hon.   Member  for 
Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  said  the  other 
day  that  on  the  greater  number  of  his 
farms  the  tenants  paid  the  rent.    Undoi 
these  ciroumstancep,  the  tenant  does  pay 
the  tithe  to  the  landlord,  because  iii  the 
rent  he  pays  the  tithe.    Having  paid  the 
tithe  in  the  rent  to  the  landlord,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  landlord  should 
pay  the  tithe,  what  happens  if  the  laad- 
ford    becomes  insolvent?      The  tenant 
then  has  to  pay  the  tithe  twice  oyer. 
And  then  you  offer  him  an  action  against 
an    insolvent   landlord.     It  is  againat 
compelling  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe 
twice    over    that    this    Amendment  ia 
aimed.    Can  anything  be  more  simple^ 
What  is  the  use  of  the   Govemni«t 
fighting    us  hour   after  hour   on  dui 
point  ?    Surely  they  must  see  that  their 
opposition  to  the  Amendment  cannot  ba 
justified  to  their  constituents.     I  cannot 
believe  that  the  tenants  and  their  sap" 
porters  can  refuse  to  g^ve  to  the  tenanbry 
of  England  a  protection  of  this  kind,  to 
which  they  are  so  plainly  entitled. 
♦Mr.  STUART    RENDEL :    I  kop« 
this    Amendment    will     receive   vn» 
attention    from   the    Government,  be- 
cause it   aims   at  an    injustice  whioi 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  our  objet^oa  to 
this  Bill.    The  tithe  which  is  properiy 
a  lien  on  the  land  has   been  made  hj 
the  Act  of  1836  a  debt  recoverable  oa 
the  produce  of  the  land  in  the  poaisi^ 
sion  of  the  occupier.     That  is  a  viiy 
great  hardship  on  the  occupier,  bat  2^ 
suppose  it  was  brought  about  by  Ai 
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difSonlty  of  finding  any  other  corpus 
against  which  a  remedy  could  possibly 
be  Bought.  The  Government  now  make 
an  excuse  of  the  existence  of  that  hard- 
ship for  the  creation  of  a  new  grieyanoe 
of  a  ?ery  much  graver  character.     They 

Sropose  to  turn  the  tithe  into  a  personal 
ebt  against  the  occupier.     Surely  that 
18  an  extraordinary  hardship    and    a 
great  grievance.     Bat  now  it  appears 
that   that   grievance   is  to   be    placed 
on  the  occupier,  even  in  cases  where 
the  landlord   has  contracted  with  the 
oocupier  that    he    will    pay  the  tithe. 
I  submit  that  that  is  a  monstrous  aggra- 
vation of  the  injustice.     I  do  not  think 
it  has  yet  been  observed  that  there  is  a 
positive  advantage  to  the  landowner  in 
uduciDg  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe  in 
reference  to  abatements  of  rent  called 
for  by  the  feeling  of  the  country  gener- 
ally.   If  it  is  the  habit  in  the  district 
for  the  landlord  to  abate  10  or  15  per 
cent  of  the  rent,  the  landlord  who  does 
not  pay  the  tithe  gives  10  or  15  per  cent 
00  less  than  the  true  rent,  and  on  a 
smaller  sum  than  the  landlord  who  pays 
the  tithe,  and  there  are  probably  many 
clever  landlords  who  expressly  pay  the 
tithes  in  order  that  they  may  be  gene- 
it>a6  at  a  cheap  rate.    I  have  known  a 
large  landowner   admit  that  that   was 
the  cause  of  the  custom  of  payment  of 
tithe  by  the  tenant  on  his  own  estate.   It 
does  seem  a  most  unreasonable  thing  to 
urge  that  men  whose  landlords  have 
actually  covenanted    to  pay  the  tithe 
ahould  be  compelled  to  pay  it  themselves. 
Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :   I  only  wish 
to  appeal  to   the  sense    of   justice  of 
Oeotlemen  opposite  who    are   favour- 
able to  this  Sill  in  reference  to  this 
Amendment.      Just  let-  us  see    what 
IS    the    case     the    Government    have 
made    for     the    Bill.      The    Attorney 
Oeoeral  and  the  Home  Secretary  say 
the  Bill  ia  brought  in  to  deal  with  the 
esses  of  tenants  who  can  pay  and  will 
Bot  pay,  and  that  we  need  a  speedy  and 
sasy  mode  of  recovering  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  from  tenants  who  are  liable  under 
their  agreements  to  pay  the  tithe,  and 
whOfhav  ing  th  e  means  to  pay,  will  not  pay . 
That  is  the  point  of  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  am    not  going  to  argue  now 
whether  they  are  right  or  wrong.     We 
say  that,  admitting  the  grievance  and 
the  remedy,  there  is  another  class  of 
tenants  who  have  contracts  with  their 
Umdlordsi  under  which  the  latter  have 


covenanted  to  pay  the  tithe.  Are  they 
to  be  subjected  to  this  exceptional  mode 
of  recovery  in  order  that  the  landlords 
may  recover  through  them?  I  do 
appeal  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  is  not  a 
monstrous  thing  to  put  on  the  tenants 
a  special  liability  for  that  which  the 
landlord  has  covenanted  to  pay.  Let 
me  quote  the  words  of  Lord  Salisbury 
upon  this  very  point.  Speaking  upon 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  intro- 
duced two  years  ago  the  Prime  Minister 
said  the  object  of  the  Bill 

"  Is  to  relieve  both  the  tithe  owner  and  th^- 
farmer  from  grievances  under  which  they  at 
present  suffer — the  tithe  owner  that  he  has  to- 
recover  a  tithe  from  the  person  who  does  not- 
owe  it,  and  the  farmer  from  the  gprievance  that, 
though  he  does  not  really  owe,  it  he  is  called 
upon  to  it.  I  am  aware  that  the  farmer  is  put 
into  that  position  hy  his  own  act — hy  an  agree- 
ment made  with  his  landlord— but  the  incon- 
venience of  the  process  is  unquestionahly  very 
great,  because  all  variations  m  the  amount  of 
tithe  fall  upon  the  farmer,  and  are  felt  hy  him* 
in  had  times,  causing  much  exasperation^ 
owing  to  the  farmer  having  to  hear  the  brunt 
of  the  payment  at  a  time  when  he  can  least 
afford  it,  and  leaving  him  suhject,  if  he  does 
not  pay  it,  to  a  process— that  o(  distraint^ 
which  we  know  from  experience  is  singularly 
calculated  to  excite  popular  feeling.  .  .  There 
can  he  no  douht  that  it  is  the  land,  and  the 
land  only,  that  is  liahle  for  the  tithe.  The 
occupier  never  has  been,  and  is  not  now,  hy  law 
liahle.  What  is  liable  is  the  gross  produce  of 
the  land.  If  the  land  yields  no  produce  then 
there  is  no  tithe  due.  ^  That  has  been  the  case* 
hitherto,  and  that  will  still  be  the  case  under 
this  Bill.  Though  the  Bill  make's  the  landowner 
liable  for  the  tithe,  it  really  only  provides  a 
change  of  procedure,  substituting  the  simpler 
proc^ure  of  the  County  Oourt  in  the  place  of 
the  ancient  and,  exasperating  proceaure  of 
distraint.*' 

What  was  Lord  Salisbury's  principle  ? 
It  was  that  it  was  altogether  a  mistake 
to  make  the  occupier  liable  in  any  sense 
of  the  word,  that  the  owner  was 
the  man  liable,  and  that  even  if 
the  occupier  bad  entered  into  a 
contract  the  inconvenience  was  sa-^ 
great  that  the  Legislature  was  bound  ta- 
step  in  and  deal  with  it.  The  Govern- 
ment now  ask  that  where  the  landlord 
has  agreed  to  meet  what  was  his  original 
obligation,  but  refuses  or  neglects  to  do 
so,  the  tenant  is  to  be  made  liable,  is  to 
be  County  Courted,  is  to  be  distrained 
upon  ;  and  the  Home  Secretary,  in  his 
light  and  airy  way,  tells  us  that  the 
tenant  can  bring  an  action  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  sum  of  money  he  has 
been  most  unfairly  compelled  to  pay. 
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I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  simple  justice  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  they  ought  not  to 
accept  this  Amendment  ? 
♦Sir  B.  WEBSTER:  Judging  from 
the  way  in  which  some  of  my  observa- 
tions have  been  received,  I  am  afraid  it 
is  not  much  good  making  any  distinct 
statement  in  this  matter.  All  I  can  say 
is  that  if  the  injustice  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  brought 
home  to  my  mind,  I  should  be  one  of 
the  first  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  ;* 
but  it  is  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has,  unintentionally  of  course,  lost 
sight  of  the  real  position,  that  he  has 
failed  to  see  that  injustice  does  not  exist. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  tithe  receiver  has  no 
remedy  against  the  owner  of  land. 
Whether  or  not  an  Act  should  be  passed 
to  alter  the  state  of  things  is  another 
matter ;  but  at  the  present  time,  as  the 
law  now  stands,  as  the  law  will  stand 
after  this  Bill  is  passed,  the  tithe  re- 
ceiver has  no  remedy  against  the  owner 
at  all.  We  must  bear  that  fact  in  mind. 
Our  view  is  that  we  ought  to  get  rid  of 
the  exasperating  remedy  by  distraint. 
We  may  be  right  or  wrong,  but,  as 
Lord  Salisbury  said,  we  think  a  great 
deal  of  those  troubles  have  come  about 
because  of  the  method  in  which  tithe  is 
to  be  recoverable.  The  process  of  distress, 
whether  it  be  for  rent  or  tithe,  often 
has  produced  trouble,  disturbance  and 
turmoil  in  the  districts  in  which  it  is 
resorted  to,  and  therefore  we  are  pro- 
Tiding  an  alternative  remedy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  ought 
to  provide  that  alternative  remedy  in 
oases  where  the  landlord  has  covenanted 
to  pay  the  tithe.  The  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  applies  to  the  law 
as  it  stands  now.  Where  the  tenant 
has  paid  what  is  called  a  higher  rent, 
the  tithe  receiver  has  no  alternative ;  he 
must  distrain,  he  must  go  against  the 
occupier  as  the  law  now  stands.  What 
we  want  is  to  induce  people  to  resort  to 
the  County  Court  remedy,  and  not  to 
the  remedy  by  distress.  The  tithe  re- 
ceiver knows  nothing  about  the  cove- 
nants between  the  owners  and  the  occu- 
piers. The  title  receiver  cannot  tell 
whether  the  tenant  is  paying  a  rent 
whereby  he  is  to  pay  tithe  or  not.  [Mr. 
fiteALE-KAYNB:  He  knows  it  by  the 
agreements.]  He  cannot  know  it  before 
takes  proceedings;    he  cannot  teU 
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whether  the  rent  is  one  indusive  or 
exclusive  of  tithe.  But  whether  the 
tenant  is  to  pay  the  tithe  or  not,  the 
only  remedy  the  tithe  receiver  has  got 
is  to  go  against  the  occupier.  We  may 
be  wrong,  but  we  believe  the  alternative 
remedy  suggested  will  remove  the  caase 
of  disturbance  in  many  cases.  Why 
should  we  not  be  allowed  to  provide  a 
resort  to  that  which  we  believe  will 
have  a  salutary  effect  ?  If  we  were  to 
increase  the  burden  on  the  occupier  by 
a  single  fraction,  I  admit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor 
Wolverhampton  would  be  right,  but 
they  will  recollect  that  by  Section  S 
of  Clause  1  the  tithe  receiver  is  only  to 
be  allowed  to  levy  by  execution  on  tihe 
same  goods  and  under  the  same  circum- 
stances as  the  distress  would  be  levied. 
I  respectfully  urge  there  is  no  reason 
for  excluding  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  the  particular  case  in  which  the 
tenant  has  got  a  remedy  against  the 
landlord. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  I  am  one  of 
the  last  to  wish  to  believe  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  anxious  to 
stereotype  injustice,  but  I  am  drawn 
against  my  will  to  say  they  are  doing 
so.  The  Attorney  General  has  admitted 
there  is  injustice  under  the  existing 
state  of  circumstances.  He  has  pointed 
to  it  as  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
remedied,  and  yet  in  this  Bill  he 
stereotypes  the  very  thing  he  admits  io 
be  an  injustice.  You  have  disturbed 
the  settlement  of  1836,  and  you  are  not 
ready  to  face  the  consequences.  The 
Attorney  General  tells  ua  the  occupier 
has  the  remedy  agaiust  the  landlord  of 
bringing  an  action.  What  is  the  reason 
for  recovering  from  the  owner,  and 
through  the  occupier?  One  boo. 
Gentleman  assigns  as  a  reason,  that  the 
landlord  is  often  a  very  mysterious  per- 
son, whom  it  is  difficult  to  get  at.  li 
such  is  the  case,  how  is  the  poor  teotai 
to  fare?  The  Government  have  biosght 
forward  this  measure  in  the  intaiMtof 
the  tithe  owner,  and  they  will  do  no^isg 
in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  payer. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Bir- 
row) :  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  titiie- 
owner  may  have  great  diffieslly  n 
knowing  who  the  owner  of  the  propM^f 
is.  In  the  case  of  the  income  taxHn 
oooupier  is  made  the  payer,  because  Ao 
Govemment  has  no  means  of  knowuf 
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who  is  the  actual  owner.  When  a  man 
makes  a  contract  he  knows  with  whom 
he  is  dealing.  The  tenant  knows  with 
whom  he  is  dealing,  but  the  tithe  re- 
ceiver does  not  of  necessity  know  who 
liie  landowner  is.  I  caonot  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton  with  regard 
to  the  stereotyping  of  injustice  in 
this  case.  When  the  landlord  and 
teoant  agree  that  the  landlord  is  to 
pay  the  tithe  the  tenant  knows  that 
he  is  primarily  liable.  He  is  liable 
to  have  his  goods  seized  by  way  of 
distress.  A  jeweller  whose  shop  is 
liable  to  tithe  is  liable  to  have  every 
article  of  jewelry  swept  away.  It  is  an 
entire  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  tithe 
zeot-charge  is  only  issuable  from  the  pro- 
dace  of  the  land.  The  tithe  rent-charge 
actually  issues  from  the  land,  but  every 
particle  of  property  belonging  to  the 
tttutnt  is  liable  to  be  seized. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS  :  I  was 
very  much  puzzled  by  the  reply  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  the  strong  appeal 
inade  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler).  The  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  says  the  law  as  it  at  present 
«tands  gives  the  tithe  owner  no  remedy 
against  the  landowner.  I  turn  to  the 
Bill  which  Lord  Salisbury  spoke  of  in 
the  speech  which  has  been  quoted,  and 
I  present  the  Attorney  General  with  the 
easiest  way  out  of  the  difficulty.  In  the 
Mi  introduced  by  the  Government  two 
years  ago  I  find  that  in  the  first  instance 
(he  landowner  was  to  become  pri- 
marily and  only  liable  for  the  tithe. 
All  the  problems  about  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  issuing  out  of  the  land  and  the 
produce  of  the  land  fall  to  the  ground 
in  face  of  the  very  measure  which  the 
Oovemment  brought  in  last  Session, 
^ou  only  want  to  adopt  a  part  of  the 
<^Q6e  of  last  year,  and  you  get  out  of 
the  difficulty  at  once.  The  words  of 
laat  year's  Bill  are— 

*'  After  the  oommencemeDt  of  this  Act  any 
owner  for  the  time  being  of  such  land  who  has 
<*ereed  to  pay  the  tithe  shall  he  liable  to  pay 
Mch  rent-charge  and  all  arrears  thereon  upon 
^«iog  due,  and  the  same  may  be  recoverable  in 
tbe  manner  provided  by  this  Act." 

There  you  have  an  alternative  remedy. 

Mb.  a.  STAYELEY  HILL:  The 
difficulty  which  arises  here  is  that 
which  would  have  arisen  on  an 
Amendment   further    down  —  namely, 


who  is  to  be  the  person  primarily 
liable,  the  occupier  or  the  owner? 
Some  of  us  have  thought  that,  under 
all  circumstances,  the  owner  was  the 
person  to  be  held  liable,  and,  above 
all  things,  that  he  should  be  liable 
under  the  circumstances  stated  in  this 
Bill.  It  is  said  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Ambrose)  that  there  is  some 
difficulty  in  finding  who  is  the  owner  of 
the  land.  To  my  utter  surprise  I  heard 
that  statement  cheered  by  the.  Leader  of 
the  House  and  the  Home  Secretary.  If 
they  will  go  into  their  own  parishes  and 
look  at  the  rate  books  they  will  find 
there  is  nothing  more  certain  than  who 
is  the  owner  of  the  land.  The  occupa- 
tion of  the  land  is  sometimes  uncertain, 
but  the  owner  of  the  land  is  easily  dis- 
coverable. Now,  who  should  be  liable, 
and  should  an  agreement  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant  be  taken  notice  of  ? 
It  is  said  that  an  agreement  has  been 
made  between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
of  which  the  tithe  owner  cannot  know. 
If  you  are  to  take  advantage  of  an 
agreement  which  makes  the  tenant 
liable,  why  not  take  advantage  of  an 
agreement  which  makes  the  owner 
liable?  The  landowner  is  the  person 
who  is  properly  liable. 

Me.  G.  OSBOENE  MORGAN :  The 
Attorney  General  confesses  there  is  a 
gross  injustice.  Yet  he  says  he  is 
powerless  to  remedy  it.  It  is  said  that 
the  landlords  will  not  benefit  by  this 
Bill,  and  I  do  not  know  that  any  class 
will  particularly,  and  if  this  Amend- 
ment is  rejected  I  fully  expect  that  in 
county  constituencies  we  shall  have,  a 
walk- over  at  the  next  General  Election. 
I  cannot  imagine  any  agricultural  voter 
supporting  the  Attorney  General.  But 
I  prefer  to  support  the  Amendment 
simply  on  the  grounds  of  justice.  The 
Amendment  deals  simply  with  the  cases 
of  landowners  under  covenant  to  pay 
the  tithe  rent- charge.  No  doubt,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  tenant  will  be 
liable  for  judgment  and  execution,  and 
you  huve  given  him  the  remedy  of  action 
against  the  landlord.  But  supposing  the 
landlord  is  abroad  or  that  he  is  insolvent, 
how  is  he  to  get  back  the  money  he  has 
wrongly  paid  ?  It  seems  to  me  you  put 
the  tenant  under  the  harrow  first  and 
then  you  leave  him  to  chance  for  his 
remedy.  The  argument  that  the  land- 
lord may  not  be  known  has,  of  coursei 
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been  disposed  of  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite.      Of   course,   the 
landlord  will  be  known.     I  think  the 
Amendment  is  simp] j  justice. 
♦Mb.  GEDGE  (Stockport):    I  agree 
that  it  is  against  the  owner  and  not 
the  occupier  of  the  land  that  the  primary 
remedy  should  lie  when  tithe  rent-oharge 
is  not  paid,  and  I  hope  a  number  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  spoken  in  sup- 
portof  that  view  will  support  me  when  we 
come  to  the  point  at  which  I  shall  pro- 
pose to  substitute  owner  for  occupier, 
which  will  g^ve  the  opportunity  of  apply- 
ing the  remedy  where  it  ought  to  be 
applied.  But  for  all  that  I  cannot  support 
the  Amendment  before  ns,  and  I  will 
explain  why.      The  Amendment  is  to 
this  effect,  that  if  there  be  a  contract 
between  occupier  and  owner,  whereby  the 
owner  is  to  pay  the  tithe  rent*  charge, 
then  the  tithe-owner  is  to  be  deprived 
not  of  all  remedy  against  the  occupier, 
but    only   of    the    particular    remedy 
in  this  Bill.     The  hon.  Member  does 
not  propose  to  take  away  from  the  tithe 
owner    the    power    of   distraint    upon 
the  goods  of  the  occupier,  if  there  be 
such  a  contract  between  him  and  the 
landowner   as  is  contemplated    in   the 
Amendment.     That  remedy  would  re- 
main, and  the  only   difference  accept- 
ance of  this  Amendment  would  make 
would    be    that     the      tithe      owner, 
driven   from  this   remedy,    would    be 
obliged  to    have    recourse   to   distress 
against  the  tenant,  and  so  practically 
this  Amendment  would  gpve  the  con- 
tracting   tenant  no   protection  at    all. 
There  is  this  further  hardship  to  the 
tithe  owner,  that  he  might  not  be  able 
to  find    out   whether  such   a  contract 
existed    until    the    defence    was    put 
in  to  his  action,   and  he  would   then 
be  mulcted  in   the    costs.     Of  course 
the  practical  difficulty  about  the  owner 
is  not  to  find  out  who  he  is,  but  where 
he  is.   You  may,  as  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  says,  readily  find  out  who  the 
landowner  is,  but  the  difficulty  is  to 
find  out  where  he  is.  It  may  be  difficult 
to  sue  him,    but  really  this    question 
does  not  arise.     It  is  not  necessary  for 
the  occupier  who  pays  under  pressure 
tithe    rent-charge,    which     the     land- 
lord has  contracted  to  pay  to  sue  the 
landlord,   because    he  can  deduct  the 
amount  from  the  next  rent  due,  and  so 
the   occupier  will  have  no  grievance. 

Mr,  G,  Osborne  Morgan 


I  think  I  have  shown  the  Amendment 
will  not  have  the  effect  which  is  desired. 
That  effect,  however,  will  be  gained  by 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  girea 
notice,  and  consequently  I  look  for- 
ward to  carrying  that  by  a  oonsideiable 

majority.  

Me.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  The  Attorney 
General  has  alluded  to  an  action  against 
the  owner,  but  that  does  not  arise.  The 
point  really  is,  addressing  myself  to  the 
Attorney    General's  argument,  if  thii 
remedy  which  the  Gtivemment  propose 
was    to    be  an    absolutely  snbstitated 
remedy  there  would  be  no  alternative, 
and    then,     I    admit,     the     Attonej 
General's    argument  would  be  a  veiy 
difficult  one  to  answer,  but  the  case  u 
this :    the  Government  leave  the   dd 
remedy  precisely  as  it  was,    but  thia 
gives    an     additional    and    altematife 
remedy  against  this  improper  proceed- 
ing of  tenants  whom  the  tithe  owner 
waits  to  punish.     The  Attorney  General 
admits  there    is    an    injustice  in  the 
present  arrangement,  and  he  charges  ii» 
with  wishing  to  stereotype  it,   but  that 
we  do  not  wish  to  do.     What  we  pro- 
pose is  that  the  present  arrangement 
should  remain  as  it  is,  that  the  produce 
of  the  land  only  should  be  liable,  aoi 
that  the  tenant  should  be  liable  ta  dis- 
tress in  respect  to  that  produce,  and  that 
that  should  be  the  only  remedy  the  tithe 
owner  should  have  against  a  tenant  in 
the  event  of  the  tenant  being  under  eoik* 
tract  with  his  landlord  not  to  pay  tithe. 
The    hon.    and    learned    Member  for 
Harrow  (Mr.  Ambrose)  assames  that  the 
occupier  is  personally  liable,  but  theva 
is  no  provision  in  the  law  as  to  persoad 
liability    in     respect    to    tithe-chai|^ek 
The  landlord  is  not  liable,  the  tenant  ia 
not  liable,  there  is  no  person  in  exist* 
ence    at  the  present  moment  who  a» 
liable.     Now,  the  Government  say  wa 
are  going  to  make  the  tenant  liable  to 
be    sued,    and  assuming   that  that  ii 
necessary,  we  say,  do  not  extend  tM 
liability  to  those  cases  where  the  laatf* 
lord  has  contracted  to  pay  the  tithe 
rent-charge.    That  is  the  point,  aad  a 
good    deal    that    has    been    said  ii 
beside  the    mark.    As  to   finding  the 
landlord,  the  tithe  owner  cannot  ao  so 
now,  nor  can  he  touch  the  tenant,  aO 
that  he  can  touch  is  the  produce  of  te 
land,  and  we  do  not  wish  to  interftf* 
with  that  arrangement^  we  would  have 
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ft  remain  as  it  is,  the  hay,  the  com,  the 
produce  of  the  land  being  liable  for  the 
payment  of  tithe.    When  you  enable 
these  tithe- own  era  to  put  the  occupier 
into  tlie  County  Court,  you  give  him  the 
power  of  imposing  upon  the  occupier 
the  additional  penalty  of  costs,  no  in- 
considerable    item.       The      Attorney 
Qeneral  says  how  is  the  tithe* owner  to. 
know  of  the  existence  of  the  contract, 
and,  of  course,  he  would  not  know  if 
the  contract  were  a  secret  one,  but  I  say 
that  does  not  touch  the  case.     If  it  was 
to  be  the  only  remedy,  then  the  Attorney 
General's  argument  would  be  sound ; 
but  we  do  not  interfere  with  the  remedy 
existing,  and  there  is  always  the  pro- 
duce upon  which  the  tithe-owner  can 
distrain.  There  is  an  alternative  remedy, 
and  what  we  say  is  let  the  »tatu»  quo 
be  preserved,  do  not  make  the  occupier 
liable  to  twice  payment  of  the  tithe, 
pfw  the    cost    of    the   County    Court 
proceedings. 

*Mr.H.  K.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset, 
W.) :  We  are  told  that  the  tenant  can 
withhold  the  amount  of  the  tithe  from 
his  rent ;  but  may  I  ask  what  is  to 
happen  when  the  tenant's  rent  does  not 
equal  the  amount  of  the  tithe  ?  It  is 
not  an  impossible  case,  there  are  many 
acres  in  Wilts  and  Hants,  and,  I  think, 
ui  Dorset  also  where  the  rent  is  less 
than  the  tithe.  I  certainly  think  the 
tenant  farmer,  under  this  Bill,  may 
find  himself  in  the  position  of  being 
compelled  to  meet  a  demand  for  tithes, 
for  which,  owing  to  the  smallness  of  his 
rent,  he  might  not  be  able  sufficiently 
to  recoup  himself. 

Me.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  The  question  of  the 
hoD.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
^l  be  of  even  greater  importance  if  the 
Oommittee  will  remember  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  tithe  itself  there  will  be  the 
County  Court  costs.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  the  latter  could  be  recovered  I 
from  the  landlord.  The  question  is, 
where  there  is  a  covenant  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  by  which  the  landlord 
IS  to  pay  the  tithe  and  does  not  do  so, 
can  the  tenant  recover  both  tithe  and 
costs  ?  It  seems  to  me  there  is  a  con- 
nderable  iapsun  that  may  involve  the 
enant  in  serious  responsibility.  There 
u-e  lands  just  within  the  verge  of  culti- 
^tion  to  which  the  question  of  tithe  is 
tist  that  which  will  decide  whether  the 


land  shall  go  out  of  cultivation,  and  this^ 
therefore,  is  a  serious  question  from  the 
producer's  point  of  view.  I  am  sure 
there  is  not  a  Member  on  this  side  who 
did  not  feel  confident  that  the  Govern- 
ment  would  accept  this  Amendment. 
What  has  become  of  all  the  Government 
promises,  to  look  at  this  from  the  tenant's- 
point  of  view,  and  that  some  part  of  the 
obligation  should  rest  upon  the  laiid- 
lord  ?  I  take  last  night's  Division  List 
as  showing  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
is  in  favour  of  making  this  a  landlord's 
charge  instead  of  a  tenant's  charge, 
and  this  should  make  it  obligatory  upon 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Amende 
ment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  It  is  a  fact 
that  ought  to  be  stated  that  we  should 
have  been  in  a  majority  last  night 
but  that  five  of  our  Members  were  in 
prison. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C038HAM:  We 
are  losing  sight  of  the  essential 
point.  It  is  admitted  on  both  sides 
that  the  landlord  is  chiefly  liable^ 
and  the  whole  of  the  talk  seems  to  me 
to  get  him  out  of  his  liability  and  to 
put  that  liability  upon  some  one  else ;: 
but  let  us  go  straight  to  the  point,  if 
the  landlord  is  liable  let  that  be  dis- 
tinctly laid  down.  The  landlord  ought  to> 
be  liable,  and  to  be  prohibited  from  con- 
tracting himself  out  of  the  liability,  as 
employers  are  prohibited  from  contract- 
ing themselves  out  of  the  Employers* 
Liability  Act. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  There 
appears  to  be  some  confusion  in  the 
minds  of  some  hon.  Members  as  to 
who  is  liable  for  the  tithe  ren^ 
charge  by  law,  but  ^there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  occupier  is 
the  person  liable  for  tithe  rent-chargi» 
all  over  England,  and  upon  the  occupier 
only  can  the  tithe  owner  come.  [  6Vw# 
of  "  No  !  "1  And  not  only  can  ths. 
tithe  rent-charge  owner  come  upon  the 
occupier  for  the  produce  of  the  land,  hs. 
can  come  upon  his  personal  property, 
his  house  or  other  property  upon  the 
land ;  even  a  railway  station  and  its 
plant  may  be  liable  on  tithe* paying 
land. 

Me.  a.  STAVELEY  HILL  :  There^ 
there  is  a  special  Act. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  My 
hon.  Friend  interrupts  me,  but  I  think 
my  knowledge  of  the  law  on  this  subject 
is  equal  to  his.    From    the    occupier- 
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because  Section  4  has  a  direct  reference 
to  the  Act  of  1836. 

♦Me.  LLOYD  MOKGAN:  I  think 
the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  will  find 
thai;  Section  71  of  the  Act  of  1836 
describes  titne  in  prenisely  the  same 
language  as  that  employed  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  If  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  is  rejected,  then  it  comes 
to  this,  that  by  this  section  it  goes 
forth  that  tithe  rent-charge  is  a  charge 
upon  the  land,  and  not  upon  the  produce 
of  the  land.  Now,  it  has  already  been 
pointed  out,  if  the  charge  were  upon 
the  land  the  tithe  owner  would  have  a 
right  to  sell  the  land  in  respect  to 
which  his  tithe  was  not  paid.  But  as 
my  hon.  Friend  has  shown  by  reference 
to  the  decision  of  Vice  Chancellor  Bacon, 
in  a  case  in  which  this  very  point  was 
raised  a  few  years  ago,  there  is  no  such 
power  of  sale,  because  the  charge  is  a 
charge  on  the  produce  of  the  land,  and 
not  on  the  land.  I  understood  from 
that  decision  that  it  was  perfectly  clear 
what  was  the  nature  of  the  charge 
issuing  out  of  the  land.  I  imagined  that 
the  Government  did  not  desire  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  law  further  than 
to  introduce  a  change  in  the  manner  of 
collecting  tithe.  It  seems  to  me,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  are  now 
attempting  to  make  tithe  a  charge  upon 
the  land,  and  not,  as  it  has  hitherto  been 
held  to  be  by  the  Courts,  a  charge  upon 
the  produce  of  the  land. 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  think  it  is 
scarcely  fair  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  to  speak  of 
the  draftsman  of  this  Bill  in  the  way  he 
has  done.  The  draftsman  is  a  gentle- 
man of  great  experience,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  himself  taken  ad- 
vantage of  his  experience  as  often  as 
anybody.  There  is  not  the  slightest 
ground  for  the  suggestion  that  these 
words  will  alter  the  law  in  any  way, 
as  the  interpretation  clause  defines  the 
tithe  rent-charge  as  tithe  rent-charge 
payable  in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of 
William  IV.,  and  in  the  Act  of  Wil- 
liam IV.  there  are  a  series  of  charging 
sections  which  treat  the  rent- charge  as 
being  charged  on  the  land.  There  is  no 
question  as  to  its  being  a  charge  on  the 
land  in  a  technical  sense,  and  no  one 
can  contend  that  we  alter  the  law. 
There  is  a  whole  series  of  sections  in  the 
Act  of  1836  in  which  the  words  "charged 
upon  the  land*'  are  used.    In  my  judg- 

Mr,  Ifalthewi 


ment  this  is  a  simple  and  oonoiie 
repetition  of  the  Act  of  1836.  I!  it 
altered  the  law  ia  any  way.  I  woald 
accent  the  Amendment,  but  I  appeal  to 
the  House  to  lot  tho  words  ntand. 

Sir  W.  HAROOURT  :  The  Attorney 
General  admits  that  this  is  not  a 
rent  charge  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word.  I  admit  that  there  are  sections 
in  the  Act  of  1836  in  which  it  is  spokea 
of  as  *'  rent  charge  charged  on  the  land," 
but  there  is  a  larger  description  of  it 
than  that,  and  I  should  be  content  if 
the  tithe  rent  charge  were  spoken  of  as 
"tithe  rent-charge  under  the  Act  of 
1 836."  If  the  words  "  charged  on  the 
land  "  remain  there  will  be  a  dan^^  of 
making  the  land  liable  to  sale  as  in  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  rent-charge.  Why 
will  you  not  accept  mv  proposal  ? 
♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER :  We  desire  to 
meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  far  as 
we  can.  \Ve  do  not  care  at  all  for  the 
word  "  charged,"  our  impression  being 
that  this  is  a  false  point,  and  we  are 
willing  to  accept  the  words  ''  issuing  oat 
of  the  land." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  think  it 
would  be  simpler  to  say  ''tithe  rent- 
charge  as  hereinafter  defined." 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  would  point 
out  that  that  will  not  do  because  the 
land  must  be  specified.  At  present  ^e 
distress  can  only  be  for  the  tithe  on  the 
land  in  which  the  rent-charge  is  charged, 
and  in  like  manner  the  execution  has  to 
be  confined  to  the  particnlar  dose  or 
farm  on  which  the  rent-charge  is 
charged  or  out  of  which  it  issues 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  hrfVe  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words  proposed  to  be 
substituted,  but  I  would  point  oat  Aat 
in  the  definition  clause  the  expreMum 
"  tithe-rent  charge  "  means  tithe  rent' 
charge  payable  in  pursuance  of  the  Aet 
of  1836. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS:  Why 
not  specifically  introduce  the  words  of 
the  Act  of  1HS6  ?  That  would  get  rid 
of  all  the  difficulty.  It  is  obvious  {rom 
this  discussion  that  there  is  oonsidenMe 
ambiguity  in  the  words  originally  fco- 
posed,  and  the  Committee  will  HSf^ 
that  we  cannot  be  too  careful  in  drafbi( 
this  new  procedure. 

Mr.  T.  ELLIS:  The  Atton^ 
General  has  said  that]  tithe  ia  a  tiA^ 
rent- charge. 

«SiB  R.  WEBSTER :  So  it  is. 
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Mb,  T.  ELLIS:  It  is  not.  The 
Home  Secretary  has  taunted  us  on  this 
side  with  gross  ignorance  on  this  sub  • 
ject.  I  would  ask  him  if  he  still  holds 
that  tithe  is  a  rent- charge  ? 

Mb,  MATTHEWS:  What  I  said  was 
that  tithe  rent- charge  is  a  rent-charge. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  That  comes  to  the 
same  thing.  Tithe  rent-charge  is  not  a 
rent-charge. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  My  hon. 
Friend's  Amendment  is  practically  ac- 
oepted  by  the  Government.  They  take 
the  first  words  of  his  Amendment,  and 
the  other  part  of  it  is  in  the  definition 
clause.  They  are  willing  to  omit  the 
words  be  objects  to — namely,  "  charged 
oa  any  lands.'' 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS:  After  it  has  been 
shown  conclusively  that  tithe- rent  charge 
18  not  a  rent-charge.  I  am  willing  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  in  order  to 
accept  the  words  the  Government  pro- 
pose. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  charged 
on '  stand  part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  ''  That  the  words  '  issuing 
out  of  be  there  inserted,"  put,  ana 
agreed  to. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  next  Amend- 
ment  is  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Maldon  Division  of  Essex 
(Mr.  C.  Gray),  and  is  follows: — Clause 
ly  page  1,  line  6,  leave  out  ''and,"  and 
insert — 

**  Shall  not  after  the  commencement  of  this 
Act  distrain  for  the  same  in  manner  provided 
by  the  Act  of  fhe  Session  of  the  sixth  and 
seventh  years  of  the  reign  of  King  William 
the  Fourth,  chapter  f  1,  intituled  '  An  Act  for 
the  Commutation  of  Tithes  in  England  and 
Wstles.'  hut  in  the  case  of  any  tithe  rent- 
charge.*' 

2*hi8  is  clearly  out  of  order,  in  view  of 
the  decision  arrived  at  by  the  House  last 
nl^ht. 

Sia  W.  HARCOURT :  Are  we  to  take 
it  that  by  rejecting  all  the  Instructions 
last  night  the  Government  have  defeated 
the  Amendments  they  themselves  pro- 
poee — that,  for  instance,  of  the  Home 
Secretary  in  line  11,  after  ^*debt,"  to 
insert,  '*  Provided  that  he  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  distrain  for  any  sum  after  he 
lubs  sued  for  it  under  this  section  "  ? 

Tss  CHAIRMAN  :  The  matter  is  one 
of  some  intricacy,  and  when  I  first  con- 
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sidered  it  I  felt  very  much  in  the  position 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Maldon  wishes  to  do  away 
with  the  power  of  distraint  in  all  cases, 
substituting  for  it  the  process  of  recovery 
provided  in  the  Bill;  but  the  Home 
Secretary  leaves  the  alternative  methods 
of  procedure  open  to  the  tithe  owner, 
merely  providing  that,  after  the  proce- 
dure in  the  Bill  has  been  availed  of,  the 
old  process  of  distraint  shall  not  be 
adopted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  In  the  Bill 
there  are  words  which  preserve  the 
rights  at  present  in  operation,  whilst 
they  give  County  Court  jurisdiction 
without  prejudice  to  any  other  remedy. 
Is  it  not  possible  for  us  to  strike  out 
thA  words  which  preserve  the  existing 
rights? 
♦i'HB  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  We  propose  to  do  so. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Amend- 
ments  of  the  Home  Secretary  come  to 
the  same  thing  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Maldon  Division. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Maldon  Divi- 
sion would  deprive  the  tithe  owner  of  the 
power  of  distraint—of  the  exercise  of 
his  volition  in  th^  matter.  The  scheme 
of  the  Government  on  the  other  hand 
leaves  the  tithe  owner  the  power  of 
distraint,  unless  he  has  resort  to  the 
course  provided  in  the  Bill,  in  which 
case  he  must  abandon  the  alternative  of 
distraint. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Why  is  not 
such  an  Amendment  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  in 
order  without  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee?  The  Bill  is  one  ''To 
Amend  the  Law  Relating  to  the  Re- 
covery of  Tithe  Rent-Charge,"  and 
why  in  connection  with  such  a  Bill  is  it 
not  possible  to  introduce  a  clause 
abolishing  the  process  of  distraint  ?  What 
reason  can  there  be  against  it  ?  Under 
the  Bill  the  tithe  owner  gets  a  new 
remedy  and  can  keep  his  old  one. 
What  is  there  to  prevent  anyone  mov* 
ing  an  Amendment  to  confine  him  to 
the  new  remedy? 

The  CHIIRMAN:  The  tithe  owner 
may  take  the  new  remedy,  in  whiuh 
case  he  will  abandon  the  old ;  he  may 
elect.  With  respect  to  the  question 
whether  an  Amendment  of  this  kind 
can  be  moved  without  an  Instruction,  it 
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IS  sufficient  to  say  that  to  allow  such  an 
Amendment  would  be  inconsisist  with 
the  decision  arrived  at  on  the  Instruc- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Mal- 
don  Division  of  Essex.  It  is  within  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  amend  the 
process  for  the  recovery  of  tithe  rent- 
charge,  but  not  to  take  away  against 
the  will  of  the  tithe  owner  the  remedy 
which  he  now  has,  without  an  Instruc- 
tion from  the  House  to  that  effect. 

Sib  W.  HAEOOURT:  There  was 
no  Instruction  touching  the  question  of 
distress  moved  last  night,  though  there 
were  Instructions  as  to  the  election  of 
remedies.  I  submit  that  if  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  is  that  the  owner 
shall  elect  one  of  two  processes,  it  is 
competent  without  Instruction  for  the 
Committee  to  reject  one  of  them. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee yesterday  to  provide  that  the 
tithe  rent-charge  should  be  recoverable 
from  the  landlord  only.  That  was 
rejected,  the  House  holding  that  the 
tenant,  from  whose  property  on  the  land 
the  tithe  is  recoverable  by  restraint, 
should  remain  liable.  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  now 
proposed  is  not  permissible  unless 
authorised  by  the  House. 
♦Mr.  C.  gray  :  It  will,  perhaps,  save 
the  time  of  the  Committee  if  I  say  that, 
even  if  my  Amendment  had  not  been 
ruled  out  of  order,  I  should  not  have 
moved  it,  as  I  consider  there  is  more 
to  be  gained  by  another  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  period  of  time — ex- 
tending the  one  month  to  three  months 
— which  Amendment  would  be  impossi- 
ble if  the  power  of  distraint  were  done 
away  with, 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out  *'  one 
month,''  and  insert  ''three  years." 
The  history  of  the  tithe  in  Ireland 
was  well  known,  and  the  Irish 
Members  are  past  masters  in  the 
art  of  abolishing  the  iniquity.  If 
I  may  give  a  •*  griffin  "  to  my  Welsh 
friends,  it  would  be  ''accumulate 
arrears."  If  the  Irish  landlord  has  to 
wait  years  for  his  rent,  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  English  parson  should  not  wait 
as  long.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
that  this  tithe  is  a  sort  of  national  insti- 
tution, will  not  hold  water.  In  Wales 
we  find  a  small  minority  exacting  this 

2^0  Chairman 


tax  from  the  majority,  hence  I  think  it 
reasonable  that  we  should  allow  the 
tithes  to  run  into  arrears  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  possible.  If  you 
do  not  do  that  you  will  never  haye  a 
remedy  for  the  monstrous  exactions  on 
the  people  who  do  not  believe  in  the 
Established  Church.  Aocumolate 
arrears,  otherwise  Parliament  will  not 
come  to  the  rescue ;  make  this  more  or 
less  a  burning  question.  If  my 
Amendment  is  accepted  I  think  the 
people  will  run  into  three  years' 
arrears,  and  will  avoid  the  hardships 
of  having  to  pay  this  money  year  by 
year. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
lines  6  and  7,  to  leave  out  "  one  month,^ 
and  insert,  •'three years." — {Mr.Blm^ 

Question,  '<  That  '  one  month '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Amendment  proposed,  Clause  1,  page 
1,  line 7,  after  the  first  "may,"  ins^ 
•'having  previously  demanded  thereof 
in  writing.^'— (ifr.  T.  EllU.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

♦Mr.  SEALE-H AYNE  :  I  beg  to  move 
after  the  word  "may"  to  insert  the 
words  "if  the  owner  of  such  lands  is 
not  under  covenant  to  pay  the  tithe 
rent-charge."  It  would  be  hard  on  the 
tenant  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  that 
which  his  landlord  has  covenanted  to 
pay.  The  landlord  may  be  impecu- 
nious and  become  a  bankrupt  or  run 
away,  or  the  tenancy  being  near  its 
termination  he  may  be  unable  to  recover 
from  future  rent  any  payment  for  whiA 
he  has  been  sued  by  the  titheowner, 
and  I  desire  to  avoid  the  necesflil^ 
of  compelling  the  tenant  under  sm 
circumstances  to  pay  twice  over.  I 
hope  the  Government  will  accept  iks 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  pagB  ly 
line  7,  after  "may,"  to  insert  "u  ft» 
owner  of  such  lands  is  not  uuli' 
covenant  to  pay  the  tithe  nB&* 
charge. ' * — (  Mr,  Seals-Maynt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  worii 
be  there  inserted." 


Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The 
Member  will  see  on  a  moment's 
tion  that  the  liability  of  tiie  Itfi* 
lord  to  the  tenant  cannot  affeet  fl* 
rights   of  a   tiiird    party,   Am  4M 
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owner.    If     the     toDant     wishes     to 

avoid  a   distress  at    present    he   has 

to  pay.    The    only    remedy  the   tithe 

owner  has  is  to  go  to  the  occupier  and, 

if  he  does  not  pay,    to    distrain.     No 

doubt  there  is  some  hardship  in  it  in 

cases  where  the  landlord  has  covenanted 

to  pay,  hut  the  occupier  has  been  fixed 

upon  as  the  person  liable  to  pay  for  the 

sake  of  convenience,  as  it  is  sometimes 

next  to  impossible  to  find  the  owner. 

The  occupier,  of  course,  will  not  suffer, 

as  he  can  deduct  the  tithe  from  the  rent. 

•Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  :  The  landlord 

may  receive  the  money  from  the  tenant 

and  may  not  pay  it  to  the  tithe  owner. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  landlord 
where  he  has  covenanted  to  pay  will  do 
BO,  otherwise  the  amount  will  be  de- 
ducted from  the  rent. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  As  long 
as  the  money  is  obtained  by  distress 
it  can  be  paid  only  out  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land;  but  the  Bill  now 
substitutes  another  remedy.  It  is  said 
that  the  tithe  is  to  be  stopped  out  of  the 
rent ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
never  met  the  point  which  you,  Mr. 
Courtney,  raised  on  the  first  night  of  the 
Dehate,  that  the  rent  may  not  amount 
to  BO  much  as  the  tithe,  or  the  produce 
of  the  land  may  not  be  sufficient  to  pay 
either  the  tithe  or  the  rent.  It  is  quite 
plain  that  the  tenant  will  be  deprived  of 
the  security  he  now  has  where  the 
produce  of  the  land  will  not  yield  the 
sum  claimed. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  allow  for  the  effect 
of  the  sub-section  of  the  clause   pro- 
viding that  the  judgment  recovered  may 
be  executed  against  all  personal  property 
on  which  a  distress  for  the  sum  can  at 
the  date  of  the  execution  be  levied,  and 
shall   not   be    executed  in    any    other 
manner.     These  words  restrict  the  exe- 
cution to  precisely  the  property  on  which 
a  distress  can  now  be  levied;  and  the 
BiU  does  not  provide  a  personal  remedy 
io  the  old  sense  of  the  word.    The  ex- 
ceptional cases  in  which  the  rent  is  less 
than  the  tithe,  or  the  property  less  than 
both,  will  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
now.     Where,  then,  is  the  hardship?    I 
believe  it  is  tme  that  in  some  paj^s  of 
Sussex  the  tithe  exceeds  the  rent.    In 
that  case,   says  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, jou  cannot  recover.    That  is  quite 
true,  but  neither  can  you  now.     The 
tenant  would    clearly  have  an  action 


against  his  landlord  if  he  were  distrained 
upon  under  such  circumstances.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  the  clause 
inflicts  no  hardship  and  no  injustice. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS:  I  am  surprised 
that  the  Government  are  not  willing 
to  accept  this  Amendment.  It  is 
aimed  at  placing  the  cultivators  of 
the  soil  in  something  like  an  equitable 
position.  The  Home  Secretary  says 
the  provision  of  the  Bill  imposes  a 
certain  amount  of  hardship  on  the 
tenants.  I  beg  to  point  out  that  you 
are  placing  a  monstrous  and  intolerable 
hardship  on  a  large  number  of  the 
cultivators  of  the  soil.  It  has  been  pointed 
out  repeatedly  that  if  this  is  a  debt  it 
is  a  debt  from  the  landowner.  According 
to  the  great  national  contract  of  1836 
the  tithe  rent-charge  was  to  be  paid  by 
the  landowner.  So  far  so  good.  Not 
only  was  that  so,  but  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  House  of  Lords  and  in  declarations 
madd  all  over  the  country  said  that 
hitherto  the  tenant  had  been  placed 
under  the  inconvenience  of  having  to 
pay  a  debt  which  was  not  his  own 
debt.  It  was,  he  said,  the  debt  of  the 
landlord,  and  the  landlord  should  pay 
it.  Here  is  a  case  in  which  the  land- 
lord is  not  merely  the  debtor  under  the 
Act  of  1836,  but  has  entered  into  a 
contract  with  his  tenant  that  he  will 
pay  the  debt.  When  a  tenant  now 
refuses  to  pay  the  tithe,  which  is  not 
his  own  debt,  what  do  you  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  call  him  ?  You  call 
him  dishonest,  and  a  Bishop  of  your 
own  Church,  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff, 
says — 

'Tt  is  abominable  dishonesty;  it  is  com- 
parable to  the  act  of  a  man  who  takes  money 
from  his  landlord's  pocket." 

Because  the  tenant  does  not  pay  the  debt 
of  the  landlord,  that  is  how  he  is  spoken 
of.  Now,  in  this  case  the  landlord 
solemnly  covenant i  to  pay  the  debt,  and 
yet  when  my  hon.  Friend  asks  that  the 
tenant  shall  not  be  distrained  upon,  the 
Government  say  they  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment.  Let  me  tell  the  Oommittee 
what  may  occur  under  this  Bill.  During 
the  last  four  or  five  years  affricnltural 
distress  has  hit  the  agriculturists  of 
Wales  as  hard  as  if  not  harder  than  any 
agrioulturists   in   this  country.    They 
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have  been  able  to  bear  up  better  than 
might  have  been  expected,  because  thej 
live  almost  indesoribablj  hard  and 
thrifty  lives.  They  have  been  able  to 
keep  their  homes  together  and  to  keep 
on  their  farms  owing  to  a  life  of  very 
severe  thrift  and  great  sacrifice,  and  by 
denying  themselves  not  merely  the 
luxuries,  but  the  very  necessaries  of 
life.  What  is  the  result  ?  In  scores  of 
cases  when  the  tithe  becomes  due  they 
are  unable  to  pay  it  not  merely  out  of 
the  earnings  of  the  year,  but  ou^  of  the 
accumulations  of  many  years  of  thrift, 
and  they  have  to  borrow  the  money  in 
order  to  pay  the  rent,  which  sometimes 
includes  tithe.  On  the  1st  of  June  they 
go  to  the  landlord's  office  and  pay  over 
the  rent  plun  the  tithe.  The  very  next 
week  they  may  receive  a  note  stating 
that  the  landlord  has  not  paid  his  tithe, 
and  that  the  tenant  must  therefore  pay 
it.  Unless  under  these  circumstances 
the  tenant  does  pay  he  has  to  face  either 
distress  or  the  County  Court.  But  the 
Home  Secretary  says  he  has  his  remedy, 
because  at  the  next  rent  day,  some  time 
in  November,  he  can  deduct  the  amount 
i^m  the  rent.  The  Home  Secretary 
says  he  has  an  action.  What  a  mockery 
to  say  that  a  yearly  tenant  can  have  an 
action  against  the  landlord — ^the  yearly 
tenant  who  can  be  turned  from  his 
home,  and  in  many  cases,  has  been  be* 
cause  he  has  shot  a  rabbit  or  because  he 
goes  to  a  Nonconformist  Chapel  on 
Bunday.  This  is  what  is  offered  to  the 
tenants  in  Wales  and  in  England  as 
compensation  for  the  introduction  of 
this  wretched,  monstrous,  and  prepos- 
ierons  Bill,  every  clause  of  which  brings 
out  some  new  iniquity  or  some  shameful 
mistake  in  drafting  or  some  shameful 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  those  in  charge 
of  it. 

Sib  W.  HAEOOURT  :  I  really  do 
hope  the  Gt>vemment  will  give  way  on 
this  Amendment,  because  the  clause  is 
80  unjust  and  so  gross  that  if  they  do 
not  we  must  go  on  discussing  it  until 
midnight  or  mid-day  to-morrow.  You 
are  providing  a  means  by  which  the 
tenants  of  England  and  Wales  can  be 
compelled  to  pay  tithes.  The  Home 
Secretary  says  that  if  the  tenant  is  such 
a  weak  and  foolish  man  as  to  pay  the 
tithe  to  the  landlord  he  deserves  all  he 
^n  get.  He  is  very  ignorant,  and  this 
IS  not  merely  the  commonest  transaction 
'n  the  world,  but  a  transaction  which 
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the  Act  of  1856  contemplated,  because 
the  rent  was  to  be  inclusive  of  the  tithe. 
It  is  only  by  that  unfortunate  system  bj 
which  the  landowners  of  England  have 
always  endeavoured  to  defeat  eveiy 
legislative  provision  in  favour  of  the 
tenants  that  it  has  ever  been  otherwiM. 
The  Act  of  1836  intended  that  the  land- 
owners should  pay  the  tithe.  The  land- 
owners of  England  combined  to  agree 
that  they  should  not  pay  the  tithe  but 
should  make  the  tenant  pay  it.  That  is 
exactly  what  happened  in  1875,  whra 
the  Legislature  determined  that  the 
landowners  should  pay  for  the  improve- 
ments of  their  tenants,  and  they  in- 
stantly combined  to  contract  themeelvee 
and  to  "  notice  "  their  tenants  out  of  the 
Act.  That  is  what  the  landowners  have 
always  done.  They  have  always  en- 
tered into  conspiracies  to  defeat  everj 
arrangement  of  the  Legislature  in  favour 
of  the  tenants.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sussex  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  said  the  other 
day  that  on  the  greater  number  of  bia 
farms  the  tenants  paid  the  rent.  Under 
these  ciroumstancep,  the  tenant  does  pay 
the  tithe  to  the  landlord,  because  in  the 
rent  he  pays  the  tithe.  Having  paid  the 
tithe  in  the  rent  to  the  landlonl,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  landlord  should 
pay  the  tithe,  what  happens  if  the  land- 
ford  becomes  insolvent?  The  tentat 
then  has  to  pay  the  tithe  twice  over. 
And  then  you  offer  him  an  action  againat 
an  insolvent  landlord.  It  is  agunst 
compelling  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe 
twice  over  that  this  Amendment  ii 
aimed.  Can  anything  be  more  simple? 
What  is  the  use  of  the  Qovemm^t 
fighting  us  hour  after  hour  on  this 
point  ?  Surely  they  must  see  that  ikfAx 
opposition  to  the  Amendment  cannot  be 
justified  to  their  constituents.  I  cannot 
believe  that  the  tenants  and  their  snp- 
porters  can  refuse  to  g^ve  to  the  tenantry^ 
of  England  a  protection  of  this  kind,  to: 
which  they  are  so  plainly  entitled. 
♦Mr.  STUART  BENDEL :  I  fap«3 
this  Amendment  will  receive  im&a- 
attention  from  the  Gk>vemmettt,  be-* 
cause  it  aims  at  an  injustice  whi' 
lies  at  the  bottom  of  our  objeotioa 
this  Bill.  The  tithe  which  is  _ 
a  lien  on  the  land  has  been  made 
the  Act  of  1836  a  debt  reooverabli  H 
the  produce  of  the  land  in  the 
sion  of  the  occupier.  That  is 
great  hardship  on  the  occupier,  M 
suppose  it  was  brought  about  tqr 
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difficulty  of  finding  any  other  earput 
against  whioh  a  remedy  could  possibly 
be  sought.  The  GK>7emment  now  make 
an  excuse  of  the  existence  of  that  hard- 
ship for  the  creation  of  a  new  grievance 
of  a  Tory  much  graver  character.     They 

Sropose  to  turn  the  tithe  into  a  personal 
^  ebt  against  the  occupier.     Surely  that 
is  an  extraordinary  hardship    and    a 
great  grievance.     But  now  it  appears 
that   that   grievance    is  to  be    placed 
on  the  occupier,  even  in  cases  where 
the  landlord    has  contracted  with  the 
occupier  that    he    will    pay  the  tithe. 
I  submit  that  that  is  a  monstrous  aggra- 
vation of  the  injustice.    I  do  not  think 
it  has  yet  been  observed  that  there  is  a 
positive  advantage  to  the  landowner  in 
mducing  the  tenant  to  pay  the  tithe  in 
reference  to  abatements  of  rent  called 
for  by  the  feeling  of  the  country  gener- 
ally.   If  it  is  the  habit  in  the  district 
for  the  landlord  to  abate  10  or  15  per 
cent  of  the  rent,  the  landlord  who  does 
not  pay  the  tithe  gives  10  or  15  per  cent 
on  less  than  the  true  rent,  and  on  a 
smaller  sum  than  the  landlord  who  pays 
the  tithe,  and  there  are  probably  many 
dever  landlords  who  expressly  pay  the 
tithes  in  order  that  they  may  be  gene- 
touB  at  a  cheap  rate.    I  have  known  a 
large  landowner   admit  that  that   was 
the  cause  of  the  custom  of  payment  of 
tithe  by  the  tenant  on  his  own  estate.   It 
does  seem  a  most  unreasonable  thing  to 
urge  that   men  whose  landlords  have 
actually  covenanted    to  pay  the  tithe 
should  be  compelled  to  pay  it  themselves. 
Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :   I  only  wish 
to  appeal  to   the  sense    of   justice  of 
Gentlemen   opposite  who    are   favour- 
able to  this  Sill  in  reference  to  this 
Amendment.      Just  let>  us  see    what 
is    the    case     the    Government    have 
made    for     the    Bill.      The    Attorney 
General  and  the  Home  Secretary  say 
the  Bill  ia  brought  in  to  deal  with  the 
cases  oi  tenants  who  can  pay  and  will 
not  pay,  and  that  we  need  a  speedy  and 
easy  mode  of  recovering  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  from  tenants  who  are  liable  under 
their  agreements  to  pay  the  tithe,  and 
who,havingthemeanstopay,willnotpay. 
That  is  the  point  of  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  am   not  going  to  argue  now 
whether  they  are  right  or  wrong.     We 
Bay  that,  admitting  the  grievance  and 
the  remedy,  there  is  another  class  of 
tenants  who  have  contracts  with  their 
laodlordsj  under  which  the  latter  have 


covenanted  to  pay  the  tithe.  Are  they 
to  be  subjected  to  this  exceptional  mode 
of  recovery  in  order  that  the  landlords 
may  recover  through  them?  I  do 
appeal  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  whether  it  is  not  a 
monstrous  thing  to  put  on  the  tenants 
a  special  liability  for  that  which  the 
landlord  has  covenanted  to  pay.  Let 
me  quote  the  words  of  Lord  Salisbury 
upon  this  very  point.  Speaking  upon 
the  Bill  which  the  Government  intro- 
duced two  years  ago  the  Prime  Minister 
said  the  object  of  the  Bill 

*'  Is  to  relieve  both  the  tithe  owner  and  the^ 
farmer  from  grievances  under  whioh  they  at 
present  suffer — the  tithe  owner  that  he  has  tO' 
recover  a  tithe  from  the  person  who  does  not  • 
owe  it,  and  the  farmer  from  the  g^evanue  that, 
though  he  does  not  really  owe,  it  he  is  called 
upon  to  it.  I  am  aware  that  the  farmer  is  put 
into  that  position  hy  his  own  act — by  an  agree- 
ment made  with  his  landlord— but  the  incon- 
venience of  the  process  is  unquestionahly  very 
great,  because  all  variations  in  the  amount  of 
tithe  fall  upon  the  farmer,  and  are  felt  by  him* 
in  bad  times,  causing  much  exasperation^ 
owing  to  the  farmer  having  to  bear  the  brunt 
of  the  payment  at  a  time  when  he  can  least 
afford  it,  and  leaving  him  suhjeot,  if  he  does 
not  pay  it,  to  a  process— that  ot  distraint — 
which  we  know  from  experience  is  singularly 
calculated  to  excite  popular  feeling.  .  .  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  it  is  the  land,  and  the 
land  only,  that  is  liable  for  the  tithe.  The 
occupier  never  has  been,  and  is  not  now,  by  law 
liable  What  is  liable  is  the  gross  produce  of 
the  land.  If  the  land  yields  no  produce  then, 
there  is  no  tithe  due.  That  has  been  the  case- 
hitherto,  and  that  will  still  be  the  case  under 
this  Bill.  Though  the  Bill  makf'S  the  landowner 
liable  for  the  tithe,  it  really  only  provides  a 
change  of  procedure,  substituting  the  simpler 
procedure  of  the  County  Court  in  the  place  of 
the  ancient  and.  exasperating  procedure  of 
distraint.*' 

What  was  Lord  Salisbury's  principle  ? 
It  was  that  it  was  altogether  a  mistake 
to  make  the  occupier  liable  in  any  sense 
of  the  word,  that  the  owner  was 
the  man  liable,  and  that  even  if 
the  occupier  bad  entered  into  a 
contract  the  inconvenience  was  sa-^ 
great  that  the  Legislature  was  bound  ta' 
step  in  and  deal  with  it.  The  Q-ovem- 
ment  now  ask  that  where  the  landlord 
has  agreed  to  meet  what  was  his  original 
obligation,  but  refuses  or  neglects  to  do 
so,  the  tenant  is  to  be  made  liable,  is  to 
be  County  Courted,  is  to  be  distrained 
upon  ;  and  the  Home  Secretary,  in  his 
light  and  airy  way,  tells  us  that  the 
tenant  can  bring  an  action  for  the  re- 
covery of  the  sum  of  money  he  has 
been  most  unfairly  compelled  to  pay. 
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I  put  it  to  hon.  Gentlemen  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  simple  justice  hetween 
landlord  and  tenant,  they  ought  not  to 
accept  this  Amendment  ? 
*SiK  B.  WEBSTER:  Judging  from 
the  way  in  which  some  of  my  observa- 
tions have  been  received,  I  am  afraid  it 
is  not  much  good  making  any  distinct 
statement  in  this  matter.  All  I  can  say 
is  that  if  the  injustice  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  brought 
home  to  my  mind,  I  should  be  one  of 
the  first  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  ;* 
but  it  is  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has,  unintentionally  of  course,  lost 
tight  of  the  real  position,  that  he  has 
failed  to  see  that  injustice  does  not  exist. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  have 
forgotten  that  the  tithe  receiver  has  no 
remedy  against  the  owner  of  land. 
Whether  or  not  an  Act  should  be  passed 
to  alter  the  state  of  things  is  another 
matter ;  but  at  the  present  time,  as  the 
law  now  stands,  as  the  law  will  stand 
after  this  Bill  is  passed,  the  tithe  re- 
ceiver has  no  remedy  against  the  owner 
at  all.  We  must  bear  that  fact  in  mind. 
Our  view  is  that  we  ought  to  get  rid  of 
the  exasperating  remedy  by  distraint. 
We  may  be  right  or  wrong,  but,  as 
Lord  Salisbury  said,  we  think  a  great 
deal  of  those  troubles  have  come  about 
because  of  the  method  in  which  tithe  is 
to  be  recoverable.  The  process  of  distress, 
whether  it  be  for  rent  or  tithe,  often 
has  produced  trouble,  disturbance  and 
turmoil  in  the  districts  in  which  it  is 
resorted  to,  and  therefore  we  are  pro- 
viding an  alternative  remedy.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  ought 
to  provide  that  alternative  remedy  in 
cases  where  the  landlord  has  covenanted 
to  pay  the  tithe.  The  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  applies  to  the  law 
as  it  stands  now.  Where  the  tenant 
has  paid  what  is  called  a  higher  rent, 
the  tithe  receiver  has  no  alternative ;  he 
must  distrain,  he  must  go  against  the 
occupier  as  the  law  now  stands.  What 
we  want  is  to  induce  people  to  resort  to 
the  County  Court  remedy,  and  not  to 
the  remedy  by  distress.  The  tithe  re- 
ceiver knows  nothing  about  the  cove- 
nants between  the  owners  and  the  occu- 
piers. The  title  receiver  cannot  tell 
whether  the  tenant  is  paying  a  rent 
whereby  he  is  to  pay  tithe  or  not.  [Mr. 
fiteALE-H^YNE:  He  knows  it  by  the 
-agreements.]  He  cannot  know  it  before 
he  takes  proceedings;    he  cannot  tell 

Mr.  H.  E.  Fowler 


whether  the  rent  is  one  inclosife  or 
exclusive  of  tithe.  But  whether  the 
tenant  is  to  pay  the  tithe  or  not,  the 
only  remedy  the  tithe  receiver  has  got 
is  to  go  against  the  occupier.  We  may 
be  wrong,  but  we  believe  the  altematiye 
remedy  suggested  will  remove  thecaoM 
of  disturbance  in  many  cases.  Why 
should  we  not  be  allowed  to  provide  a 
resort  to  that  which  we  believe  will 
have  a  salutary  effect  ?  If  we  were  to 
increase  the  burden  on  the  occupier  by 
a  single  fraction,  I  admit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Memberfor 
Wolverhampton  would  be  right,  but 
they  will  recollect  that  by  Section  S 
of  Clause  1  the  tithe  receiver  is  only  to 
be  allowed  to  levy  by  execution  on  the 
same  goods  and  under  the  same  circum- 
stances as  the  distress  would  be  levied. 
I  respectfully  urge  there  is  no  reason 
for  excluding  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  the  particular  case  in  which  the 
tenant  has  got  a  remedy  i^^inst  the 
landlord. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER :  I  am  one  of 
the  last  to  wish  to  believe  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  anxious  to 
stereotype  injustice,  but  I  am  drawn 
against  my  will  to  say  they  are  doing 
so.  The  Attorney  General  has  admitted 
there  is  injustice  under  the  existing 
state  of  circumstances.  He  has  pointed 
to  it  as  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
remedied,  and  yet  in  this  Bill  he 
stereotypes  the  very  thing  be  admits  to 
be  an  injustice.  You  have  disturbed 
the  settlement  of  1836,  and  yon  are  not 
ready  to  face  the  consequences.  The 
Attorney  General  tells  ua  the  occupier 
has  the  remedy  against  the  landlord  oi 
bringing  an  action.  What  is  the  reason 
for  recovering  irom  the  owner,  and 
through  the  occupier?  One  hen. 
Gentleman  assigns  as  a  reason,  tibat  the 
landlord  is  often  a  very  mysterious  per- 
son, whom  it  is  difficult  to  get  at  If 
such  is  the  case,  how  is  the  poor  teoaiii 
to  fare  ?  The  Government  have  broight 
forward  this  measure  in  the  inteMS^ot 
the  tithe  owner,  and  they  will  donotyag 
in  the  interest  of  the  tithe  payer. 

Mb.  AMBROSE  (Middlesex,  Htf- 
row) :  It  is  quite  clear  that  the  tidM- 
owner  may  have  g^at  diffieulty  hi 
knowing  who  the  owner  of  the  propv^ 
is.  In  the  case  of  the  income  taxfte 
oooupier  is  made  the  payer,  because  Ae 
Government  has  no  means  of  knowiag 
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who  18  the  actual  owner.     When  a  man 
makes  a  contract  he  knows  with  whom 
he  18  dealing.    The  tenant  knows  with 
whom  he  is  dealing,  but  the  tithe  re- 
ceiver does  not  of  necessity  know  who 
the  landowner  is.    I  cannot  agree  with 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    the  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton    with  regard 
to    the    stereotyping    of    injustice    in 
this  case.      When    the    landlord    and 
tenant  agree    that  the  landlord  is   to 
pay  the  tithe   the  tenant  knows  that 
he  is  primarily  liable.     He   is  liable 
to  have  his  goods  seized  by  way  of 
distress.      A    jeweller  whose   shop    is 
liable  to  tithe  is  liable  to  have  every 
article  of  jewelry  swept  away.     It  is  an 
entire  mistake  to  suppose  that  the  tithe 
rent-charge  is  only  issuable  from  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land.     The  tithe  rent- charge 
actually  issues  from  the  land,  but  every 
particle  of  property  belonging  to   the 
tenant  is  liable  to  be  sei/ed. 

Ma.  ABTHUR  WILLIAMS  :  I  was 
very  much  puzzled  by  the  reply  of  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  to  the  strong  appeal 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Eowler).    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says  the  law  as  it  at  present 
«tand8  gives  the  tithe  owner  no  remedy 
against  the  landowner.    I  turn  to  the 
BUI  which  Lord  Salisbury  spoke  of  in 
the  speech  which  has  been  quoted,  and 
I  present  the  Attorney  General  with  the 
easiest  way  out  of  the  difficulty.    In  the 
Bill  introduced  by  the  Government  two 
years  ago  I  £nd  that  in  the  first  instance 
che   landowner    was    to   become    pri- 
marily and   only  liable  for   the  tithe. 
All  the  problems  about  the  tithe  rent- 
charge  issuing  out  of  the  land  and  the 
produce  of  the  land  fall  to  the  ground 
in  face  of  the  very  measure  which  the 
Government   brought  in  last  Session. 
You  only  want  to  adopt  a  part  of  the 
4slau8e  of  last  year,  and  you  get  out  of 
the  difficulty  at  once.     The  words  of 
last  year's  Bill  are — 

*'  After  the  oommencement  of  thia  Act  any 
owner  for  the  time  being  of  sach  land  who  has 
••greed  to  pay  the  tithe  shall  be  liable  to  pay 
<siich  rent'Charge  and  all  arrears  thereon  upon 
being  due,  and  the  same  may  be  recoverable  in 
the  manner  provided  by  this  Act.*' 

There  yoa  have  an  alternative  remedy. 

Mb.  a.  8TAVELEY  HILL:  The 
difficulty  which  arises  here  is  that 
which  would  have  arisen  on  an 
Amendment    further    down  —  namely, 


who  is  to  be  the  person  primarily 
liable,  the  occupier  or  the  owner? 
Some  of  us  have  thought  that,  under 
all  circumstances,  the  owner  was  the 
person  to  be  held  liable,  and,  above 
all  things,  that  he  should  be  liable 
under  the  circumstances  stated  in  this 
Bill.  It  is  said  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Ambrose)  that  there  is  some 
difficulty  in  finding  who  is  the  owner  of 
the  land.  To  my  utter  surprise  I  heard 
that  statement  cheered  by  the.  Leader  of 
the  House  and  the  Home  Secretcury.  If 
they  will  go  into  their  own  parishes  and 
look  at  the  rate  books  they  will  find 
there  is  nothiog  more  certain  than  who 
is  the  owner  of  the  land.  The  occupa- 
tion of  the  land  is  sometimes  uncertain, 
but  the  owner  of  the  land  is  easily  dis- 
coverable. Now,  who  should  be  liable, 
and  should  an  agreement  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant  be  taken  notice  of  ? 
It  is  said  that  an  agreement  has  been 
made  between  the  landlord  and  tenant 
of  which  the  tithe  owner  cannot  know. 
If  you  are  to  take  advantage  of  an 
agpreement  which  makes  the  tenant 
liable,  why  not  take  advantage  of  an 
agreement  which  makes  the  owner 
liable?  The  landowner  is  the  person 
who  is  properly  liable. 

Mr.  G.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  :  The 
Attorney  General  confesses  there  is  a 
gross  iDJustice.  Yet  he  says  he  is 
powerless  to  remedy  it.  It  is  said  that 
the  landlords  will  not  benefit  by  this 
Bill,  and  I  do  not  know  that  any  class 
will  particularly,  and  if  this  Amend- 
ment is  rejected  I  fully  expect  that  in 
county  constituencies  we  shall  have,  a 
walk- over  at  the  next  General  Election. 
I  cannot  imagine  any  agricultural  voter 
supporting  the  Attorney  General.  But 
I  prefer  to  support  the  Amendment 
simply  on  the  grouods  of  justice.  The 
Amendment  deals  simply  with  the  cases 
of  landowners  under  covenant  to  pay 
the  tithe  rent- charge.  No  doubt,  in 
the  first  instance,  the  tenant  will  be 
liable  lor  judgment  and  execution,  and 
you  huve  given  him  the  remedy  of  action 
against  the  landlord.  But  supposing  the 
landlord  is  abroad  or  that  he  is  insolvent^ 
how  is  he  to  get  back  the  money  he  has 
wrongly  paid  ?  It  seems  to  me  you  pUt 
the  tenant  under  the  harrow  first  and 
then  you  leave  him  to  chance  for  his 
remedy.  The  argument  that  the  land* 
lord  may  not  be  known  has,  of  coursei 
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been  disposed  of  bj  the  hoo.  andtaamed 
Oentleman  opposite.      Of   oourm,    the 
landlord  will  be  known.     [  think  the 
Anipndment  is  simply  justico. 
*Uii.  QEDOE  {Stockport):    I  egrao 
that  it  is  against  the  owner  and  not 
the  occupier  of  the  land  that  the  primary 
remedy  should  lie  when  tithe  rent-oharge 
is  not  paid,  and  I  hope  a  number  of  the 
hoD.  Oentlemea  who  have  spoken  ia  sup- 
portof  that  view  will  support  me  when  we 
come  to  the  point  at  which  Z  shall  pro- 
pose to  substitute  owner  for  ocnupier, 
which  will  give  the  opportunity  of  apply- 
ing the  remedy  where   it  ought  to  be 
applied.  Butforallthatlcannot  support 
the  Amendment  before  us,  and  I 
explain  why.      The  Amendment  i 
this  effect,  that  if  there  be  a  contract 
between  occupier  and  owner,  whereby  the 
owner  is  to  pay  the  tithe  rent  charge, 
then  the  tithe-owner  ie  to  be  deprived 
not  of  all  remedy  against  the  occupier, 
tut    only    of    the    particular     remedy 
in  this   Bill.      The  hon.  Member  does 
not  propose  to  take  away  from  the  tithe 
owner    the    power    of    distraint    upon 
the  goods  of  the  occupier,  if  there  be 
auch  a  contract  between  him  and  the 
landowner   as  is  contemplated    in    the 
Amendment.     That  remedy  woold  re- 
main, and  the  only    difference  accept- 
ance of  this  Amendmeot  would   make 
would    be    that     tfae      tithe      owner, 
driven    from   this    remedy,    would    be 
obliged  to    have    recourse    to   distreiiB 
against  the  tenant,  and  so  practically 
this  Amendment   would  give  the  oon- 
traciirig    tenant   no    protection   at    all. 
Thano  i>  this  further  hardship  to  the 
ir,  that  he  might  not  be  able 
ut  whether  such  a  contract 
iDtil    the    defence    was    put 
action,  and  he  would  then 
id   in    the    costs.      Of  course 
cal  difficult  about  the  owner 
ind  out  who  he  is,  but  where 
a  may,  as  my  hon.  aod  learned 
ys,  readily  find  out  who  the 
'  is,  but  the   difficulty  is   to 
here  he  is.  It  may  be  difficult 
m,    but  really  this    question 
riee.     It  is  not  necesaary  for 
:er  who  pays  under  pressure 
t -charge,    which     the     land- 
contracted  to  pay  to  sue  the 
because    he  can  deduct  the 
)m  the  next  rent  due,  and  so 
ier  will  hare  no  grievance, 
r.  0$iernt  Morgan 
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I  think  I  have  shows  the  Amradnmt 
will  not  have  the  effect  which  ii  daairai 
That  effect,  however,  will  be  gained  bj 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  hava  gins 
notice,  and  consequently  I  ]onk  for- 
ward to  carrying  that  by  a  oonridenUs 
majority. 

Ma.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  The  Attomy 
General  has  alluded  to  an  action  sgtiut 
the  owner,  but  that  does  not  ariw-  Tlw 
point  really  is,  addressing  myielFto  lh» 
Attorney  General's  argument,  if  thii 
remedy  which  the  Gavernment  prapoM 
was  to  be  an  absolutely  snbstitutaj 
remedy  there  would  be  no  altarnstirs, 
and  then,  I  admit,  the  SOomj 
General's  argument  would  be  >  va^ 
difficult  one  to  answer,  but  the  cue  i« 
this  :  the  Government  leave  the  oH 
remedy  precisely  as  it  was,  but  tltii 
gives  an  additional  and  altenatin 
remedy  against  this  improper  process- 
ing of  tenants  whom  the  tithe  o«dk 
waits  to  punish.  The  Atlomey  Osneitl 
admits  there  is  an  injustice  in  tin 
piesent  arrangement,  and  be  char^U 
with  wishing  to  stereotype  it,  but  tbst 
we  do  not  wish  to  do.  What  w«  pro- 
pose is  that  the  present  arrangemast 
should  rem.  in  as  it  is,  that  ths  prodoW 
of  the  land  only  should  be  liable,  aai 
that  the  tenant  should  be  liable  ts  dis- 
tress in  respect  to  that  produce,  andthak 
that  should  be  the  only  remedy  the  tith* 
owner  should  have  against  a  tenant  ia 
the  event  of  the  tenant  being  under  eat- 
tract  with  his  landlord  not  to  pay  titbe. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Harrow  (Mr.  AmbroBe)aBsameBthattl» 

ipier  is  personally  liable,  hut  there 

D  provision  in  the  law  as  to  puwul 
liability  in  respect  to  tithe-ofaaig* 
The  landlord  is  not  liable,  the  tenant  i> 
not  liable,  there  is  no  peraon  in  ezi(t> 

at  the  present  moment  who  it  , 
liable.  Now,  the  Government  say  va  | 
are  going  to  make  the  tenant  liaUa  ll 

sued,    and   assuming    dist  ihi^Jj 
necesaary,  we  say,  do  not  extaaim 
liability  to  those  cases  whera  thaV 
lord  has  contracted  to   pay  th*a 
rent-oharge.     That  is  the  point;  F 
good    deal     that     has     been     m 
beside  the    mark.    As  to  Godini 
landlord,  the  tithe  owner  cannot  J 

.  nor  can  he  touch  the  tenaf 
that  he  can  toach  is  the  produ' 
land,  and  we  do  not  wi^  to 
with  that  arrangsment,  we  wo> 
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it  remain  as  it  is,  the  hay,  the  corn,  the 
prodace  of  thf>  land  being  liable  for  the 
payment  of  tithe.    When  you  enable 
these  tithe- owners  to  put  the  occupier 
into  the  County  Court,  you  give  him  the 
power  of  imposing  upon  the  occupier 
the  additional  penalty  of  costs,  no  in- 
considerable    item.       The      Attorney 
General  says  how  is  the  tithe-owner  to. 
know  of  the  existence  of  the  contract, 
and,  of  course,  he  would  not  know  if 
the  contract  were  a  secret  one,  but  I  say 
that  does  not  touch  the  case.     If  it  was 
to  be  the  only  remedy,  then  the  Attorney 
6etteral*8  argument  would  be  sound ; 
but  we  do  not  interfere  with  the  remedy 
existiug,  and  there  is  alwajs  the  pro- 
duce upon  which  the  tithe-owner  can 
distrain.  There  is  an  alternative  remedy, 
and  what  we  say  is  let  the  Btatue  quo 
be  preserved,  do  not  make  the  occupier 
liable  to  twice  payment  of  tbu  tithe, 
piw  the    cost    of    the   County    Court 
proceedings. 

♦Mr.H.  K.  FARQUHAESON  (Dorset, 

W.) :  We  are  told  that  the  tenant  can 

withhold  the  amount  of  the  tithe  from 

bis  rent ;   but  may  I  ask  what  is  to 

happen  when  the  tenant's  rent  does  not 

equal  the  amount  of  the  tithe?    It  is 

not  an  impossible  case,  there  are  many 

acres  in  Wilts  and  Hants,  and,  I  think, 

in  Dorset   also  where  the  rent  is  less 

than  the  tithe.     I  certainly  think  the 

tenant  farmer,   under  this   Bill,    may 

find  himself  in   the  position  of  being 

compoHod  to  meet  a  demand  for  tithes, 

tor  which,  owing  to  the  smallness  of  his 

rent,  he  might  not  be  able  sufficiently 

to  recoup  himself. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
•bire,  Spalding) :  The  question  of  the 
boo.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
will  be  of  even  greater  importance  if  the 
Committee  wiU  remember  that  in  addi- 
tion to  the  til^rltseif  there  will  be  the 
costs.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
21  e  latter  could  be  recovered 
landlord.  The  question  is, 
ere  is  a  covenant  between  land- 
tenant  by  which  the  landlord 
the  tithe  and  does  not  do  so, 
tenant  recover  both  tithe  and 
Jt  seems  to  me  there  is  a  con- 
able  lapsfM  that  may  involve  the 
it  in  serious  responsibility.  There 
%nda  Just  within  the  verge  of  culti- 
n  to  which  the  question  of  tithe  is 
Jiat  which  will  decide  whether  the 


Oonnty 

w&el' 

Iraoi 


raj 


land  shall  go  out  of  cultivation,  and  this,, 
therefore,  is  a  serious  question  from  the 
producer's  point  of  view.     I  am  sure 
there  is  not  a  Member  on  this  side  who 
did  not  feel  confident  that  the  Govern- 
ment  would  accept    this   Amendment. 
What  has  become  of  all  the  Government 
promises,  to  look  at  this  from  the  tenant'^ 
point  of  view,  and  that  some  part  of  the 
obligation  should  rest  upon  the  laiid- 
lord  ?    I  take  last  night's  Division  List 
as  showing  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
is  in  favour  of  making  this  a  landlord's 
charge    instead   of  a  tenant's  charge, 
and  this  should  make  it  obligatory  upon 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend.     It  is  a  fact 
that  ought  to  be  stated  that  we  should 
have    been    in   a   majority  last    night 
but  that  five  of  our  Members  were  in 
prison. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C03SHAM:  We 
are  losing  sight  of  the  essential 
point.  It  is  admitted  on  both  sides 
that  the  landlord  is  chiefly  liable,, 
and  the  whole  of  the  talk  seems  to  me 
to  get  him  out  of  his  liability  and  to 
put  that  liability  upon  some  one  else ;: 
but  let  us  go  straight  to  the  point,  if 
the  landlord  is  liable  let  that  be  dis- 
tinctly laid  down.  The  landlord  ought  to> 
be  liable,  and  to  be  prohibited  from  con- 
tracting himself  out  of  the  liability,  as 
employers  are  prohibited  from  contract^ 
ing  themselves  out  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  :  There 
appears  to  be  some  confusion  in  the 
minds  of  some  hon.  Members  as  to 
who  is  liable  for  the  tithe  ren^ 
charge  by  law,  but  ^there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  that  the  occupier  is 
the  person  liable  for  tithe  rent-charg»^ 
all  over  England,  and  upon  the  occupier 
only  can  the  tithe  owner  come.  [  6Vw# 
of  **  No ! "]  And  not  only  can  the. 
tithe  rent- charge  owner  come  upon  the 
occupier  for  the  produce  of  the  land,  he. 
can  come  upon  his  personal  property, 
his  house  or  other  property  upon  the 
land ;  even  a  railway  station  and  its 
plant  may  be  liable  on  tithe-paying 
land. 

Mr.  a.  STAVELEY  HILL  :  There- 
there  is  a  special  Act. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON:  My 
hon.  Friend  interrupts  me,  but  I  think 
my  knowledge  of  the  law  on  this  subject 
is  equal  to  his.    From    the    occupier 
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that  our  j;|.jtljg  rent-cbarge  owner  able 
°^®°*^er  bis  debt;  and  as  for  tbe 
*°^Sjrd  contracting  to  pay  tbe  titbe 
^Jt-charge,  wby  suob  a  tbing  cannot 
%6t.  Tbe  landlord  can  never  contract 
/^  pay  tbe  titbe  rent-cbarge.  Tbe  only 
'  mode  in  wbicb  tbe  landlord  may 
become  liable  for  tbe  titbe  rent-cbarge 
is  by  tbe  tenant  contracting  witb 
iiim  tbat  be  will  not  deduct  tbe  titbe 
rent-cbarge  wbicb  be  pays  from  tbe 
Tent ;  tbat  is  tbe  only  way  in 
wbicb  tbe  landlord  becomes  liable — 
by  tbe  deduction  wbicb  tbe  tenant  by 
law  is  able  to  make  from  bis  rent  for 
titbe  rent-cbarge.  Hon.  Members  seem 
to  tbink  tbat  is  an  injustice,  but  it  is  in 
precisely  tbe  same  position  as  tbe 
property  tax.  Tbis  cannot  be  levied  on 
tbe  owners,  it  can  only  be  levied  on  tbe 
occupiers,  and  tbe  occupiers  bave  by 
law  tbe  rigbt  to  deduct  tbat  income  tax 
from  tbe  rent  tbey  pay  tbeir  landlords. 
It  is  evident  tbat  it  is  impossible  to  get 
hold  of  and  claim  tbis  from  tbe  landlord  ; 
he  may  live  abroad,  in  France  or  in 
Aubtralia ;  you  can  only  come  down  upon 
die  occupier  and  give  him  tbe  rigbt  of 
deduction  from  tbe  rent. 

Mb.  a.  STAVELEY  HILL :  Just  a 
word  in  reply  to  my  bon.  Friend  and  bis 
reference  to  railway  stations  and  engines 
being  liable  to  titbe  rent-cbarge.  I  may 
inform  my  bon.  Friend  tbat  tbis  ques- 
tion of  railway  stations  is  dealt  with  by 
special  Act  of  Parliament. 

Sir  W.  HAROOUBT  :  The  speech  of 
the  bon.  Member  opposite  shows  how 
necessary  it  is  to  continue  these  Debates. 
That  a  County  Member  who  sets  up  as  a 
great  authority  on  the  tithe  question 
and  writes  letters  to  tbe  Timei  should 
say  tbat  the  occupier  is  liable  shows 
6uch  a  condition  of  Cimmerian  darkness 
that  we  must  continue  the  process  of 
education.  The  bon.  Member  is  entirely 
mistaken.  Not  merely  is  tbe  occupier 
not  liable,  but  it  is  part  of  the  contract — 
it  is  expressly  provided  in  the  Act  of 
1 836— that  he  shaU  not  be  liable.  The 
words  of  tbe  Act  are — 

**  Provided  always  that  nothing  herein  con- 
tained Bhall  be  taken  to  render  any  person 
whomsoever  personally  liable  to  the  payment 
of  any  such  rent-charge." 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON:  But 
his  goods  are  liable. 

Sib  W.  HAECOUET  :  That  is  not  the 
same  tbing.    Tbat  the  bon.   Member 

Mr.  SianUy  L$igJUon 


should  fail  to  perceive  this  di8(iactiK»L 
between  goods  and  occupier  shows  tiiai 
he  does  not  apprehend  the  very  demeDti 
of  tbe  question.    The  bon.  Member  lor 
Dorsetshire  has  appealed  totheCbrera- 
ment  to  give  some  satisfaction  on  \hi& 
point.     Suppose  tbe  tithe  rent-chaige 
should  be  greater  than  the  prodoee  of 
tbe  land  itself — which,  notwithettodiDg 
what  tbe  Home  Secretary  has  said,  is  s 
very  ordinary  occurrence — if  the  hon. 
Member  were  right  tbe  tenant  voaM 
still  have  to  pay  it.    The  tenant  in 
some  cases  pays  tbe  tithe  in  his  rent  to 
the  landlord.     Having  paid  it  once  be 
niay  be  called  upon  to  pay  it  over  agiin. 
That  is  a    grievous  injustice,  and  I 
cannot  understand  how  the  GK)?emmeat 
can  persist  in  refusing  in  some  way  to 
remedy  it. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot  complain 
of  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  urging  bis 
arguments ;  but  I  am  afraid  I  can  only 
give  tbe  same  answer  again.  Thengbt 
bon.  Gentleman  asks  why  the  Qotocs* 
ment  commit  tbe  injusticeof  maHngthi 
tenant  pay  tbe  titbe  ?  He  now  aajs  that 
probably  the  tenant  pays  a  rent  in  whidi 
the  tithe  is  included,  which  covers  the 
tithe.  What  happens  to  the  tMunt 
now? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT:  No  dot* 
there  is  some  sort  of  grievance  ariasa 
now,  but  in  making  a  new  arrangemflil 
I  say  you  ought  to  remedy  this.  It  ^ 
no  answer  to  say  what  is  the  oonM 
pursued  now,  because  the  Bill  gifo*  ' 
new  remedy,  and,  in  giving  it,  weon^ 
to  protect  tbe  tenant  from  injustioe. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  do  not  adott 
that  this  is  a  new  remedy  wbidi  aitaci 
the  incidence  of  the  charge.  I  say  IM 
at  tbe  present  moment,  whatever  Mit 
the  tenant  pays,  and  whatever  coTiatf^ 
the  landlord  has  eotered  into,  thi  te 
for  reasons  of  g^nercfr  Mnvenieaait  m 
spite  of  tbe  particular 

the  goods  of  tbat  tenant  on 

lands  are  liable  to  be   seized  I 
instance.      We    do    not    enlc^ 
liability  by  one  hair's    breadl 
say  these  very  same  goods  on  th 
same  titheable  lands  shall  still  b 
to  be  seised,   and  none  else  •  tKl 
difference  is  tbat  they  will  be  * 
tbe  County  Court  bailiff   n*^^ 
priyate  biuff.     Twf  U  Jo  '''*'  ' 


aot] 
upsetting  what  is,  ©a  the  wKrflt** 
venient  arrangement,  whichtho 
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ieoce  of  50  years  has  shown  to  be  the 
only  one  possible,  and  which  is  adopted 
for  income  tax  as  well  as  for  tithe  rent- 
charge.  The  Bill  renders  the  same 
goods  of  the  occupier  liable  to  be  seized 
under  the  same  oironmstances. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNER  :  But  not  under 
the  same  ooyenant. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  covenant 
has  nothing  to  do  with  it.  But  I  am  as- 
suming the  same  covenant,  and  that  the 
landlord  has  covenanted  to  pay  the  tithe. 
If  the  Bill  does  not  pass,  the  distrainable 
goods  of  the  tenant  upon  titheable  lands 
ire  liable  to  be  seized,  notwithstanding 
iie  coTenant.  The  Bill  says  the  very 
lame  goods  on  the  same  titheable  lands 
ihall  also  be  liable  to  be  seized,  notwith- 
itanding  the  covenant.  To  talk  about 
hat  being  a  disturbance  of  the  setUe- 
aent  of  1836  may  do  for  a  platform,  but 
lardly  for  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  This  is  a  most 
mportant  matter.  The  right  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  recognise  the  prin- 
iple  of  his  own  Bill,  and  when  he  says 
hat  we  are  only  going  to  do  the  same 
tuog  that  was  done  in  1836  he  forgets 
bat  under  the  Bill  the  tithe-payer  can 
►e  Oounty  Courted,  and  that  there  will 
e  costs  against  the  defendant.  That 
'^Mnts  a  very  different  state  of  affairs 
}  that  which  existed  under  the  Act  of 
^SB.  We  are  merely  asking  the  Qovern- 
lenttodoan  act  of  justice  in  asking 
iem  to  allow  the  tenant  who  is  to  deduct 
^e  tithe  from  his  rent  also  to  deduct  the 
wtsof  the  Oounty  Court  proceedings 
'om  his  rent.  If  they  do  not  agree  to 
^t  it  will  be  an  injustice  to  the  tenant, 
^6  landlord  having  covenanted  to  pay 
^  tithe.  I  can  assure  the  Government 
iis  Amendment  will  make  the  Bill  work 
^er,  and  I  would  strongly  urge  them 
» •ccept  it. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Member 
jptrfeotly  aware  that  the  cost  of  the 
can  be  deducted  at  present. 
H.  GARDNER :    Yes ;    half-a- 


<»1IATTHEW8 :  No ;  the  cost  of 
^^sing  by  a  man  in  possession. 
i^{*o!"]  The  oosto  of  the  levy 
I ^.  ^distress  are  as  great  as  they 
sei^f  under  the  County  Court.    No 


i«t»o 


prelimioary  costs  under  the 
»urt  prooess  would  be  heavier ; 
Unt  is  this — the  tenant  now  can- 
theoosts  of  distraint,  becauto 


it    is    his   own  fault  if   thd^  prefers 
curred. 

*Mr.  gray  :  I  cannot  agree  witjiaber 
Home  Secretary.  Tithe  is  not  on'^ 
fours  with  Income  Tax,  which  bears>r 
much  smaller  proportion  to  the  rent.  In  ^ 
many  cases  tithe  is  more  than  the  rent. 
It  is  not  the  tenant-farmers  who  ask  for 
this  legislation  ;  it  is  being  forced  upon 
them ;  and  they  have  a  right  to  ask  that 
if  a  change  is  made  they  shall  not  be 
allowed  to  suffer.  Take  a  case  of  this 
kind:  a  landlord  has  a  farm  on  his 
hands ;  the  man  who  has  given  it  up  has 
been  struggling  with  adversity  and  ha  a 
got  the  farm  into  a  bad  condition; 
the  landlord  goes  to  another  farmer 
whom  he  knows,  and  in  whom  he  has 
confidence,  and  says — ''I  cannot  farm 
this  land ;  I  have  not  the  means  to  spare; 
you  must  take  it  under  easy  terms;" 
and  perhaps  a  bargain  is  agreed  upon, 
whereby  the  farmer  takes  the  land  for 
the  first  year,  rent  free,  the  second 
year  at  2s.  6d.  an  acre,  and  the  third 
year  at  5s.  Under  those  circumstances, 
where  the  rent  for  the  first  year  is  abso- 
lutely nothing,  how  can  you  provide 
that  the  tenant  can  deduct  the  tithe  he 
pays  from  the  rent  ? 

Mr.  SWETEN  HAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.): 
I  wish  to  see  the  saddle  put  upon  the 
right  horse  and  the  owner  made  liable 
permanently  ;  but  I  cannot  accept  this 
Amendment,  because,  if  the  goods  of 
the  occupier  are  not  to  be  distrained 
upon  when  the  owner  is  under  a 
covenant  to  pay  tithe,  the  tithe-owner 
will  have  no  remedy  at  all.  He 
cannot  sue  the  owner  of  the  land,  be* 
cause  under  the  Act  of  William  lY.  no 
one  is  to  be  made  personally  liable. 
The  Amendment  does  not  give  power  to 
the  titheowner  to  sue  the  landlord  as  if 
it  were  a  personal  debt. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  It  leaves  the 
right  of  distraint. 

Mr.  SWETENHAM  :  That  is  true, 
but  I  am  now  dealing  with  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment.  I  say  it  cannot  be 
supported,  because  it  would  leave  the 
titne- owner  without  a  remedy  in  a  case 
where  the  landowner  had  covenanted  to 
pay  the  tithe. 
♦Mr.  STUART  RENDEL:  From  a 
Welsh  point  of  view  this  question  of 
costs  is  an  important  one.  We  regard 
this  as  a  penal  measure.  Although 
hon.  Members  opposite  may  consider 
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that  our^j^nevanoe  is  purely  a  senti* 
meDtaJ^ne,  we  have  a  practical  griev- 
ance which  is  that  the  County  Court 
xnify  be  made  a  yehicle  for  piling  up 
^  >8ts  against  us.  At  present  it  is  com- 
paratively easy  to  make  a  certain  amount 
of  peaceful  and  orderly  resistance, 
within  the  law,  to  the  payment  of 
tithe.  That  resistance  is  easy  and 
economical — economical,  because  though 
the  occupier  was  made  liable  to  dis- 
tress, he  bad  the  security  in  the  Act 
of  1836  that  the  costs  would  only  be 
of  a  moderate  amount.  It  is  a  distinct 
breach  of  the  contract  of  1336  to  come 
forward  now  and  pile  up  costs  against 
the  occupier.  At  present  in  Wales  it  is 
not  difficult  to  organise  a  sort  of  cam- 
paign against  tithe.  Personally,  I  have 
no  sympathy  in  that. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  think,  has  lost  sight  of  the 
Amendment. 

♦Mb.  STUART  RENDEL:  I  am  sorry 
if  I  have  done  that.  What  I  wish  to 
point  out  is,  that  through  the  imposition 
of  these  costs  it  may  possibly  be  made 
more  difficult  to  carry  on  anything  like 
a  campaign,  but  that  the  mischief  will 
only  be  driven  underground. 
The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
Mr.  PHILIPPS  :  Hon.  Members 
who  support  the  Government  seem  to 
rely  very  much  on  the  fact  that  the 
tenant  who  has  to  pay  the  tithe  will  be 
able  to  recoup  himself  by  deducting 
what  he  pays  from  the  rent.  But  do 
they  know  that  in  a  large  part  of  the 
country  the  tithe  is  more  than  the  rent  ? 
I  can  say  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
Wiltshire  Downs  that  there  are  many 
thousands  of  acres  of  land  there  on  which 
the  tithe  is  double  the  rent.  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  have  been  able  to  corroborate 
that.  I  fancy  there  is  a  good  deal  of 
land  in  Hampshire  of  which  the  same 
may  be  said,  and  I  would  appeal  to  the 
hon.  Member  opposite,  who  represents 
some  portion  of  that  county,  I  forget 
what  Division  he  represents,  but  I  refer 
to  the  hon.  Member,  who  always  speaks 
against  the  Bill  and  votes  for  it,  to  say 
whether  my  statement  ^is  not  correct. 
In  these  cases  the  tenant  cannot  possibly 
recoup  himself  by  deducting  the  tithe 
from  the  rent,  because  there  is  no  rent, 
or  very  little  rent.    That  is  what  makes 

Mr.  Stuart  Bmd$l 


this  Amendment  a  remedy  for  a  foj 
practical  grievance. 
♦Mr.    WINTERBOTHAM  :  By  the 
Bill  as  it  at  present  stands  the  fcepAoi 
farmer  is  not  only  put  in  the  pontioQ 
that  he  will  have  to  pay  a  debt  whicb 
the  law  declares  to  be  the  debt  of  hii 
landlord,but  if  the  claim  happens  toeome 
at  a  time  when  it  is  not  convenient  to 
meet     it,    in    one     month    he    viU 
hav«      to    pay    with    County    Oooxt 
costs    which    will  not  be   recofewble. 
And  he  will  have  to  do  something  elae— 
having  paid  his  landlord's  debt  he  vili 
have  to  wait  until  he  can  get  the  monej 
back  from  the   landlord.    The  tmoi 
farmers  are  many  of  them  v^  poor. 
having  passed  through  bad  times,  tnd  it 
may  happen  to  be  a  very  serious  thing  f(» 
them  to  have  to  pay  this  debt  and  wiit 
two,  three,  four,  or  perhaps  six  month* 
until  the  rent  day  comes  roand,  and  thej 
can    deduct  the    tithe  from  the  nnt. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whor^resBit 
agricultural    constituencies,   &PP^^^ 
be     becoming      pretty     well    tgw» 
that  in    principle    the    burden  o«^ 
to  be  removed  from  the  occupier  im 
placed  on  the  shoulders  of  the  owner  « 
the  land.     When  the  proper  time  oones 
I    hope    we  shall  have  a  satisfactifl 
Division  to  affirm  that  principle;  but  it 
does  seem  to  me  strange  that  thete  TAf 
same  hon.  Gentlemen,  who   hate  (W* 
and  over  again  in  the  course  of  tk* 
speeches    given    their    assent    t*^^J 
principle,  should  resist  an  Amond«» 
which  only  goes  half  as  far. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Linoohishire,  BiW: 
As  representing  a  division  of  » 
county  in  which  the  burden  « 
these  tithes  is  felt  as  much  as  s^* 
where  else  I  desire  to  point  ^ 
what  I  believe  to  be  another  difBcs^ 
According  to  the  law  at  present  t» 
remedy  of  distraint  is  a  "™®^^? 
the  goods  or  property  upon  the  pw 
cular  land  in  respect  of  which  tf**'^ 
charge  is  claimed ;  but  constrninffl* 
section  with  the  next,  a  County  0* 
judgment  under  this  Bill  will  no*  » 
limited  to  any  particular  propel^* 
any  particular  place. 

Mk.  MATTHEWS :  Yes.  it  wiB. 

Mb.  WADDY :  All  I  can  sayw^J 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  ^'•ff 
man  in  that,  and  I  have  read  tht  *S 
as  carefully  as  possible.  Of  «>'•*  ? 
it  is  intended  to  limit  the  judgoMi** 
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am  satisfied  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
any  of  the  personal  property  of  the 
occapier  may  be  affected  by  the  judg- 
ment. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  Any  of  the  pro- 
perty  on  which  now  there  can  be  a 
distraint. 

Mb.  WADDY  :  A  man  may  have 
property  in  parish  •'  A  "  and  property 
in  pariah  **B/'  and  the  judgment  could 
be  applied  to  either.  ["No,  no!"]  Yes; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that 
that  is  80  if  he  looks  carefully  at  the 
Bill.  There  is  nothing  to  Umit  the 
distress. 

♦Mb.  OEDGE  :  I  would  point  out  that 
according  to  the  Act  of  1836,  if  several 
rams  are  due  from  the  same  occupier 
in  respect  of  difiPerent  closes  held  under 
the  same  owner  the  distress  may  be 
levied  on  all  these  sums  put  together 
on  all  the  closes,  and  this  Bill  leaves  the 
matter  precisely  as  before. 
♦Mb.  8EALB-HAYNB  :  I  regret  that 
after  the  Home  Secretary's  admission, 
that  a  serious  grievance  was  possible 
under  the  clause  as  it  stands,  the  Govern- 
ment refuse  to  accept  this  Amendment. 
Before  going  to  a  Division  I  desire  to 
warn  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  think 
well  what  they  are  about  to  vote  for — 
it  is  for  setting  up  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  the  possibility  of  the  tithe- 
payer  having  to  pay  tithe  rent  charge 
twice  over.  This  would  be  a  gross  in- 
justice to  tenant  farmers,  and  it  is  a 
pity  the  Government  have  made  no 
effort  to  meet  the  present  proposed 
^endment  of  this  Bill,  which  is  a 
^  for  the  purpose  of  ''  remedying  the 
hw,"  and  not  of  setting  up  an  injury. 

Mb.  p.  morgan  (Merthyr  Tydvil) : 
I  think  this  is  a  fair  Amendment.  The 
landlord  should  not  be  relieved  from 
the  covenant  he  has  entered  into, 
^though  the  Government,  in  refusing 
the  Amendment,  seem  to  desire  that  he 
Aoold.  I  haye  been  for  the  past  two 
bys  ezeroisini^  my  mind  to  discover 
what  object  the  Government  can  have 
b^  pushing  on  this  measure.  As  was 

■aid  on  the  Second  Reading 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
^  is  not  entitled  to  repeat  a  Second 
Beading  speech. 

Me.  p.  MORGAN:  The  Attorney 
^eral  said  he  preferred  the  County 
I3ourt  remedy  to  the  remedy  of  distress. 
[  desire  to  point  out  why,  in  my  opinion, 


the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  prefers 
the  one  remedy  to  the  other. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  keep  to  the  Amendment. 

Me.  p.  MORGAN:  I  will  only  say 
that  the  Government  can  have  no  other 
object  in  refusing  to  entertain  the 
Amendment  than  this — that  they  wish 
to  relieve  the  landlord  from  a  covenant 
which  he  has  entered  into.  I  see  no 
earthly  reason  why  the  land  itself  should 
not  remain  liable  for  the  tithe. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  Un- 
less the  Amendment  is  adopted  the  state 
of  things  will  be  this —that  if  the  land- 
lord chooses  to  be  dishonest  the  tenant 
has  first  to  bear  the  cost  of  the  distraint ; 
and,  secondly,  he  has  to  bear  the  sacri- 
fice of  the  produce.  This  is  a  now  and 
novel  remedy.  It  is  admitted  that  if 
the  landlord  covenants  to  pay  and  does 
not  pay  he  is  dishonest,  and  yet,  by  this 
Bill,  the  Government  propose  to  punish 
the  tenant  by  two  modes  for  the  dis- 
honesty of  the  landlord.  Under  the  old 
system  the  tenant  could  not  be  made  a 
bankrupt  in  respect  of  tithe,  but  this 
will  no  longer  be  the  case. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  139  ; 
Noes  150.— (Div.  List,  No.  301.) 

♦Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  :  I  have  now 
to  move  another  Amendment  to  Clause  1 
— namely,  in  page  1,  line  7,  to  leave 
out  the  words  "  whatever  the  amount  of 
the  sum  may  be."  I  say  it  is  contrary 
to  justice  that  the  tenant  should  be  liable 
to  be  sued  in  the  County  Court  for  the 
landlord's  tithe,  and  that  the  powers  of 
the  County  Court  should  be  enlarged 
for  this  purpose  in  the  way  proposed  by 
the  Bill.  It  is  about  five  hours  since  I 
called  the  attention  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1866, 
in  which  the  powers  of  the  County 
Court,  with  regard  to  extraordinary 
tithe,  are  limited  to  £50,  and  no 
reply  has  been  given  to  the  question, 
if  that  were  considered  a  proper 
limitation  in  regard  to  extraor- 
dinary tithe  in  1886,  why  are  we  in 
18b9  to  have  the  powers  of  the  County 
Court  extended  in  order  to  meet  the  case 
of  a  few  Welsh  parsons  ?  It  would  be 
a  monstrous  injustice  to  strain  the  law 
for  such  a  purpose ;  and  I  protest  agains 
our  being  kept  here  to  the  end  of 
August,  and  possibly  the  beginning  o 
September,  over  a  measure  of  this  kmd, 


7ithgS>nl-Ch»rje 


{COMMONS! 


1211 

when  matterBoffar  greater  importftace — 
BUch,  for  iDBtance,  ae  thelndiaD  Budget — 
are  beicft  ^ept  in  the  background.  But 
Her  Uajesty's  GoTeromeDt  regard  the 
well-being  of  250,000,000  of  Her 
Kfajostj's  eabjecta  as  nothing  compared 
with  a  measure  providing  tbe  means  of 
enabling  a  hundred  or  so  of  the  Welsh 
olerg7  to  recover  tithes  from  the  tenant 
farmers.  I  trust  Her  Majesty's  Qovera- 
ment  will  agree  to  the  omission  of  these 
words,  and  that  they  will  afterwards 
acoept  a  further  Amendment  which  would 
limit  the  power  of  the  County  Court  to 
£50. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  point  raised 
by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  has  already  been  decided.  The 
Committee  has  refused  to  maintain  the 
limit  of  £S0,  which  is  the  County 
Ooort  limit. 

Sib  W.  HAECOUBT  :  Yes ;  but  on 
the  point  of  order  I  would  say  that  that 
is  only  the  County  Court  limit  in  a 
particular  case,  and  ib  has  been  pointed 
out  that  £50  is  not  the  general  limit. 
In  many  cases  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
County  Court  extends,  to  £IOO,  and  even 
to  £500  or  £1,000.  The  Committee  has, 
I  admit,  declined  to  impoae  a  £50  lin>it, 
but  this  Amendment  is  a  proposal  of  a 
different  character  ;  and  I  submit  that 
though  these  words  "  whatever  the 
amount  of  tbe  sum  may  be,"  cannot  be 
governed  by  an  Amendment  imposing  a 
Umit  of  £50,  yet  we  are  proposing  to 
omit  words  which  are  now  in  the  Bill, 
words  which  entirely  alter  the  whole 
condition  of  the  existing  County  Court 
jurisdiction.  I  hope  we  may  be  allowed 
to  take  a  Division  on  this  proposal, 
because  we  desire  to  enter  our  protest. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  speaking 
point  of  order;  he  is  addressing 
f  to  the  Amendment. 
G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  :  May  I 
lether  it  would  be  in  order  to 
he  omission  of  the  words  referred 
le  Amendment,  in  order  to  insert 
sea  not  exceeding  £100 
CHAIKMAN  :  Possibly,  if  the 
m  of  the  words  is  moved  with  the 
m  to  insert  a  limit  of  £100,  such 
endment  might  be  in  order.  The 
llember  who  has  moved  tbe 
ment  referred  at  the  end  of  his 
to  a  limit  of  £50  as  that  whitdi 
red  to  subatitute ;  but,  apartfrom 
•.  8*ttl*-Beytt 
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that,  tbe  effect  of  tbe  omission  o{  ilis 
words  would  be  to  introduce  the  Ocuntj 
Court  limit  of  £50,  and  the  CommiUee 
have  already  refused  to  maiataia  that 
limit. 
*Mr.  SEALE-HATNE:  That  vould 
hardly  be  the  case  if  we  were  to  atop  st 
this  Amendment,  vbich  only  proposwto 
omit  the  words  "  whatever  the  amoDnt 
of  tbe  sum  may  be."  I  propose 
to  Gx  a  limitation  further  on,  bat  tbkt 
is  not  before  the  Committee  no*. 

The  GHAIBMAN :  I  an  afraid  I 
have  not  made  myself  intelligible.  II 
the  hon.  Member  baa  some  other 
Amendment  on  tbe  Paper  which  «iU 
bring  this  Amendment  within  tbe  scope 
of  admissibility  I  will  allow  it  to  be 
moved;  but  as  it  now  stands,  it  ia 
strictly  in  itself  inadmissible. 

Me.T.  M.HEALY  (Longford,  K.): 
Would  it  be  in  order  to  dots 
the  omission  of  the  words  >«■ 
ferred  to  in  order  to  insert  the  \otiM 
"  in  cases  not  exceeding  £100"? 

SiB  W.  HAECOURT:  I  rise  to 
order.  My  hon.  Friend  below  the  Qug- 
way  has  asked  a  question  which  I  beg 
to  repeat.  Tou,  Sir,  have  ruled  thit, 
inasmuch  ns  the  Committee  haTeslnalj 
decided  against  a  £30  limit,  the  Amni- 
ment  to  omit  the  words  "  whatevsr  t^ 
amount  of  the  sum  may  be  "  cannot  bl 
moved ;  but  if  it  be  proposed  to  onit 
those  words  in  order  to  insert  the  irordi 
"in  cases  not  exceeding  £100,"  thit 
would  not  be  the  limit  of  the  CoDiilf 
Court  jurisdiction,  hut  would  be  ■■ 
entirely  new  proposition.  Therefii'*  I 
propose  to  move  the  omissioo  of  lb 
words  "whatever  the  amount  of  tb 
sum  may  be"  in  order  to  ioieit  tb 
words  "  in  cases  not  exceeding  £100." 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  carefully  » 
stricted  myself  to  pointing  out  tut  tlM 
Amendment  was  out  of  order  as  it 
stood ;  but  I  did  not  say  it  ww  ^ 
poeeible  to  move  the  Amendmoit  ii 
connection  with  another  amount. 

Sir  W.  HABOOUET:  Bnl  if  *• 
words  "  whatever  the  amount  of  lb 
sum  may  be  "  remaio,  it  would  be  i*> 
pos^ble  to  insert  the  words  "  in  M**  i 
not  exceeding  £100."  Therefu^  ¥ 
order  to  insert  tbe  latter  words,  **^^ 
get  rid  of  the  firat ;  ooMeg  neatly,  1  <g 
to  move  the  omisaion  of  ths  W^ 
"  whatever  the  amoant  of  the  bob  >4 1 
be,"  ao  that  aftenr>rda«  in  the  pf^ ' 
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place,  I  may  move  to  insert  words  raising 
the  limit  from  £60  to  £100. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposes  to  put  before 
the  Committee  a  complete,  intelligible, 
and  consistent  Amendment,  which  I 
will  accept. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  tne  words  **  whatever  the 
amotmt  of  the  sum  may  be." — {Sir 
Wtliiam  JIarcouri.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
propoaed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  effect  of 
that  Amendment  would  be  a  very 
rational  one 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
Sarelj  it  is  needless  to  occupy  the  time 
of  the  Committee  as  to  the  admissibility 
of  an  Amendment  which  is  now  before 
the  Committee. 

Mb,  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  apprehend 
that  if  the  Amendment  now  before  the 
Committee  i8  carried,  it  will  be  possible 
afterwards  to  insert  a  limitation  of 
£100,  which  I  think  would  only  be 
reasonable  seeing  what  takes  place  in 
the  English  County  Courts.  I  hope 
we  shall  have  from  the  Attorney  General 
to-night  his  view  of  the  practice  of  the 
English  and  Welsh  County  Courts.  We 
heard  a  great  deal  from  him  last  year 
as  to  the  inadvisability  of  giving  those 
Courts  jurisdiction  beyond  a  certain  sum, 
ftnd  it  was  urged  that  they  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  deal  with  very  large 
amonnts.  But  now  we  have  come  to 
this — that  in  the  view  of  the  Government 
the  County  Oourt  Judges  may  safely 
iieal  with  the  largest  sums,  provided 
they  are  connected  with  the  difficult 
uid  complicated  question  of  tithes, 
where  the  parsons  and  Ecclesiastical 
ITommissioners  are  the  creditors;  but 
irhere  it  is  a  mere  case  of  shopkeeper 
tod  customer  they  must  not  go  beyond 
I  small  specified  limit.  The  County 
Tofut  Judges  are,  in  my  opinion,  most 
ompetent  to  deal  with  oKlinary  Civil 
eotract  debts;  but  when  we  come  to 
nestions  of  this  character,  I  agree  with 
he  view  taken  by  th^  right  hon.  Gentle- 
uo,  and  therefore  I  have  great  plea- 
ue  in  sttpportiDgr  his  Aniendment. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  150 ; 
foes  127.— (Dir.  list,  No.  806.) 


Me.  MATIHEWS:  The  object  of 
my  next  Amendment  is  to  enable  the 
tithe-owner  to  use  either  the  present 
remedy  of  distress  or  the  County  Court 
procedure.  He  cannot  have  both ;  he 
must  choose  between  the  two. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1^ 
line  7,  after  the  words  **  may  be,  "to 
insert  the  words  "if  he  has  not  dis- 
trained for  the  same." — {Mr,  Secretary 
MatthewM,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  a.  8TAVELEY  HILL :  I  am 
happy  to  find  that  at  last  the  Home 
Secretary  is  coming  round  to  our  view 
and  is  admitting  a  remedy  which  many 
of  us  have  suggested.  I  shall  have 
great  plecMure  in  accepting  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  H.  GAEDNER:  I  beg  to 
move.  Sir,  that  you  do  report  Progress. 
The  discussions  this  evening  have 
thrown  a  flood  of  light  on  the  Bill,  and 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  now  if  hon. 
Members  were  to  go  home  and  meditate 
on  what  has  taken  place,  especially 
after  the  decreasing  majorities  of  the 
Government. 

Hon.  Members:    Increasing. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNEE:  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  must  be  gprateful  for  very 
small  mercies. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  c»k  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr,  Herbert  Gardner.) 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  be 
reasonable,  and  not  to  insist  upon  his 
Motion,  especially  at  this  period  of  the 
Session. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HA.ECOURT:  On 
the  other  hand,  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  reason- 
able at  this  period  of  the  Session 
for  the  Government  to  go  on  with 
this  Bill?  That  is  a  more  perti- 
nent question,  considering  the  character 
of  the  opposition  o£Pered  to  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  and  considering  the  number 
of  votes  by  which  it  is  supported.  I 
venture  to  say  that  proceeding  with  this 
Bill  on  the  part  of  the  Government  is 
contrary  to  all  Parliamentary  custom, 
certain^  since  I  have  sat  in  this  House. 
When  the  Government  at  the  end  of  a 
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Session  takes  the  whole  time  of  the 
House,  it  has  always  heen  on  the  under- 
etanding  that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
dosing  Committee  of  Supply,  and  of 
-dealing  with  what  is  non-contentious 
business.  That  is  the  well-established 
rule  and  practice  of  Parliament.  The 
Irish  Votes  have  been  interrupted  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  the  most  contentious 
measure  that  it  is  possible  for  the  Qo- 
yemment  to  bring  forward.  It  is  plain, 
also,  that  we' are  only  at  the  beginning 
of  the  discussion.  We  have  succeeded, 
with  great  difficulty,  and  by  dint  of 
long  discussion,  in  introducing  a  great 
many  of  our  Amendments,  and  we  have 
also  induced  the  Government  to  put 
down  some  Amendments  of  their  own. 
I  think  in  these  circumstances  that  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly 
reasonable,  and  I  hope  he  will  press  it 
to  a  Division. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  have  re- 
cently had  bitter  experience  of  what 
takes  place  at  12  o'clock  and  after 
half- past  5  on  Wednesday,  for  on 
the  mterruption  of  business  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  has  promptly  moved 
the  Closure.  Therefore,  before  this  Mo- 
tion is  withdrawn,  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  pledge  from  the  ridcht  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  will  not  at  12  o'clock 
Closure  this  Amendment,  which,  from 
what  I  can  see  of  its  effect,  is  an  im- 
portant one.  If  there  is  any  chance, 
nowever,  of  the  Amendment  being  dis- 
cussed in  the  few  minutes  which  remain 
before  midnight  without  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  moving  the  Closure, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  proceeding. 
But  this  is  doubtful,  judging  from 
past  experience,  and  therefore  I  suggest 
that  the  Motion  to  report  Progress 
should  be  agreed  to.  I  think  the 
Amendment  of  the  Government  is  a  most 
objectionable  method  of  proceeding  in 
dealing  with  tithe,  because  it  will  tell 
against  the  Welsh  farmers,  who  are  the 
parties  immediately  concerned.  Will 
the  Gt>vemment  give  us  a  pledge  that 
on  this  momentous  question  we  shall 
not  be  Closured  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  Order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  at  liberty  to 
discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Chair,  with 
whom  the  responsibility  for  putting  the 
Question  rests. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Then  I  will 
suggest  that  the    Government  should 

Sir  W,  Swrcouri 


undertake  to  give  us  to-morrow  reason- 
able time  for  discussing  this  Amend- 
ment. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  does  not  appear  to 
realise  that  this  Amendment  has  been 
brought  forward  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  If  they  are 
not  prepared  to  accept  it,  of  course  it 
must  be  withdrawn.  As  to  the  strong 
language  used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  as  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  persevering  with 
this  Bill,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears to  be  oblivious  of  the  fact  that 
this  Bill  is  included  among  the  mea- 
sures which  the  Gt>vemment  annoonce 
it  to  be  their  intention  of  passing  into 
law. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee   report  Progress;  to  ot 
again  to-morrow. 

COINAGE  (UGHT    GOLD)  BILL 
(No.  321.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

♦Mr.  S.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamleta, 
Whitechapel)  :  I  hope  the  Gt»vernment 
will  accept  the  new  dause  which  rtands 
in  my  name.  I  am  not  at  all  oppoeed  to 
the  Bill  as  far  as  it  goes,  but  I  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  insert  this  dauae.  The 
Government  are  proposing  to  aaeaotf 
the  responsibility  for  the  wear  and  tear « 
the  gold  coinage,  and  they  have  awomed 
it  not  only  by  introducing  this  Billt^ 
also  by  declarations  of  the  prerioai 
Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer.  Iftfci 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  to  con- 
sider this  matter,  and  bring  it  npoa 
Beport,  I  will  not  press  it  further. 

New  Clause  (Defacing  gold  coin  undff 
weight  not  to  be  obligatory,)^^''' 
Montagu,) — brought  up,  and  read  till 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoae^ 
**That  the  Clause  be  read  a  f^^ 
time." 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  KX 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goscheh,  St.  Gaofg^ 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  not  pref**" 
to  accept  this  clause.  It  would  op«a4 
a  very  large  question,  and  *' """^if 
remembered  that  I  introduced  tUa  B* 
purely   as    an  experimental  mxt^* 
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tberefore,  I  am  oot  willing  to  go  further 
thaD  I  have  already  gone.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Qentleman  will  not  delay  the  pro- 
gress of  a  Bill,  the  passing  of  which  is 
so  much  desired  by  the  commercial 
classes  in  this  country. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'•That  the  Order  be  deferred  till  to- 
morrow. 


n 


Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  Scotch  Education  Vote, 
and  not  the  Irish  Votes,  is  to  be  taken 
immediately  after  the  Tithe  Bill  is  dis- 
posed of? 

Tee  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaokson,  Leeds,  N.): 
As  I  explained  yesterday,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  take  at  least  the  Scotch 
Education  Vote  before  the  Irish 
tlatimatea. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :    Surely  this  is  a 

most  unreasonable  course  to  adopt.  The 

consideration    of   the  Irish  Votes  was 

suspended   on   Friday  on  the   distinct 

understanding    that    there    was    some 

pressing  ecclesiastical  necessity  to  take 
the  Tithes  Bill.  Now  we  are  told  the 
'^tch  Votes  are  to  be  taken,  meaning 
hat  the  Irish  Members  who  are  farthest 
Lway  from  their  homes  are  to  be  con- 
ulted  last. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
^es ;  but  Scotch  Members  are  quite  as 
&r  away  from  their  homes. 

Mb.  MABJORIBANKS  (Berwick- 
iiire) :  Am  X  to  understand  that 
he  Govern  ment  propose  to  take 
single  Scotch  Vote,  and  then 
low  another  inter?al  before  taking 
le  remaining^  Scotch  Votes?  If  so, 
tat  ia  exceedingly  inconvenient.  I 
>pe  that  whenever  the  Scotch  Votes 
*e  taken  thej  will  all  be  taken 
gether. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
TOlu  OOOXXXIX.  [thibd  sbbibs.") 


JUDICIAL  RENTS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.     (No.  868.) 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour,) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  raise  to  the  Second  Reading 
provided  the  Government  give  the  House 
some  assurance  as  to  what  their  future 
course  with  regard  to  the  Bill  will  be. 
As  the  Bill  now  stands,  we  cannot  accept 
it.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  fix  fair 
rent  on  what  may  be  called  the  face 
value  of  the  land  ;  in  other  words,  that 
the  tenants  should  be  deprived  of  the 
benefits  of  their  improvements.  I  think 
it  would  be  most  calamitous  to  the 
tenants  if  the  Bill  were  adopted  in  its 
present  shape.  One  way  of  meeting  the 
difficulty  would  be  to  sdlow  every  legal 
Commissioner  to  take  one  or  two  Sub- 
commissioners  more  than  he  now  has. 
But  there  is  another  way  of  getting  over 
the  difficulty,  and  that  is  that  the  County 
Courts  should  be  opened  to  the  tenants. 
We  protested  against  the  County  Court 
Clause  in  the  Bill  of  1881  as  unfair 
to  the  tenants,  and  ia  view  of  our  pro- 
tests the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  withdrew  it 
and  substituted  the  Land  Commission. 
The  result  is  that  whenever  a  tenant 
goes  into  the  County  Court  the  landlord 
moves  that  the  case  be  removed  into 
the  Land  Commissioners'  Court.  I  think 
the  Government  might  do  much  to  get 
rid  of  the  present  block  in  the  land 
cases  if  they  allowed  the  tenants  to  go 
into  the  County  Courts  absolutely  un- 
less for  j  ust  cause  shown.  If  the  County 
Courts  got  into  the  swing  they  would 
greatly  relieve  the  pressure.  For  in- 
stance, there  is  Mr.  Hamilton's  Court 
in  County  Cork ;  Mr.  Ferguson's,  in  the 
West  Riding;  and  Mr.  Waters,  in 
Waterford,  which  would  be  resorted  to. 
In  Tipperary,  where  Mr.  Anderson  is 
the  County  Court  Judge,  I  think  the 
tenants  would  be  willing  to  have  the 
cases  dealt  within  the  County  Court,  and 
I  think  the  tenants  would  also  be  will- 
ing to  go  to  the  County  Courts  in  Meath, 
Westmeath,  and  Longford,  Lei  trim  and 
Cavan,  Tyrone,  Majo,  and  Limerick. 
In  those  parts  of  Ireland  with  which  I 
am  acquainted  I  am  sure  the  tenants 
would  largely  avail  themselves  of  the 
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CouDtj  Oourts  if  they  were  opened  to 
them.  Again,  the  present  appeal  system 
is  very  mischievous,  for  it  permits  a 
re-hearing  of  a  whole  case,  and  enables 
the  landlord  to  spring  new  and  quite 
unexpected  points  on  the  tenant.  The 
landlord  ought  to  be  pinned  to  the 
precise  point  with  respect  to  which  he 
wishes  to  appeal.  A  Bill  dealing  with 
the  matters  with  which  this  Bill  deals 
is  undoubtedly  necessary  in  order  that 
the  pressure  upon  the  Land  Courts  may 
be  relieved ;  but  the  measure  in  its  pre- 
sent shape  is  not,  in  my  opinion,  reasor- 
able. 

Mb.  E.  HAREINGTON  (Kerry. 
W.)  :  This  is  a  very  important  matter 
on  which  there  should  be  ample 
opportunity  for  discussion,  and  of  the 
taking  of  which  ample  notice  should 
have  been  g^ven  to  the  Irish  Members. 
I  cannot  help  remembering  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  last  year  on  the 
question,  and  I  shall  finish  my  speech 
and  close  the  debate  by  simply  uttering 
the  words,  **  I  object." 

Objection  being  taken  to  Further 
Proceeding,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 


GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1862)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL.    (No.  252.) 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  re- 
ported without  Amendment ;  Bill  read 
the  third  time,  and  passed. 

POLICE  AND  SANITARY  REGULATIONS 
BILLS  (SPECIAL  REPORT). 

Special  Eeport  frnm  the  Select  Com- 
mittee brought  up,  and  read. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  321.] 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  to  be  printed. 
[No.  321.] 

POOR  RELIEF  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES.) 
Betum  ordered. — 

"  Of  Statanent  of  the  Amount  expended  for 
In-maintenance  and  Out -door  Relief  in 
England  and  Wales  during  the  half-year 
ended  Lady  Day  1889." 

'*  And,  Bimilar  Statement  for  the  half-year 
ended  Michaelmas  1889." — {Mr,  Long,) 

Heturn  presented  accordingly ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed.  [No 
322.] 

Mr.  T.  If.  Eealy 


Educatim  {Walet.) 
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BXPIUINO  LAWS    CONTnnJAHCE  BILL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jackson,  Bill  to  contioM 
various  Expiring  Laws,  ordered  to  be  brooght 
in  by  Mr.  Jackson  and'Mr.  Chancellor  ol  the 
Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  376.] 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propo^. 

'*  That  the  Order  made  upon  the  19th  day  (A 
June  last  for  presenting  to  Her  Mtjestf  tn 
humble  Address  that  She  would  be  gncioatlj 

£  leased  to  give  directions  that  there  should  be 
kid  before  this  House  a  Return  relstiTS  to 
Intermediate  Education  (Walea)  be  read,  tod 
discharged.*'— (Jfr.  Stanley  LeighUm.) 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  :  It  is  impossible  that 
the  Joint  Education  Committee  to  be 
formed  under  this  Act  can  do  their  work 
efficiently  unless  they  have  the  necessary 
information  respecting  endowm^ts.   I 
asked  the  representative  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners    whether,    seeing    that 
this  Betum  would  be  useless,  he  would 
be   ready  to  give  a  pledge  that  the 
Charity  Commissioners  would  in  some 
other  way  obtain  the  information  which 
is  desired.     He  has  referred  me  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackaon), 
and  I  wish  to  ask  that  hon.  Member 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Act  will  come  into  operation  in  Norem- 
ber,    and    that    most    of   the   Ooonty 
Councils  have  given  notice  thai  they 
will  put  it  in  operation,  the  TreasaiJ 
will    a£Pord  us  facilities  to  obtain  the 
informatiou  that  is  necessary  for  the 
working  of  the  Act  ? 
♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
give  the  hon.    Member    an  answer  at 
once,  but  I  will  endeavour  to  ascertain. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prcposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjoain."— 
(Mr.  Jackion.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  May  I  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  wheUier  the 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  will  be 
circulated  to-morrow? 
*Mb.  JACKSON :  I  cannot  aay  it  will 
be  circulated  to-morrow,  but  it  will  be 
in  a  few  days. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 

after  Twelve  o'cM, 
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QUESTIONS, 


IBELAND— MB.  M*DERMOTT,  R.M. 

Mb.  KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Lreland 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  three  men  in  custody  charged  with 
shooting  at  a  man  named  Trahan,  near 
PallorgLin,  County  Kerry,  Mr.  M'Der- 
niott,  K.M.,  has  refused  their  solicitor 
permission  to  see  them ;  and,  if  so,  why, 
and  by  what  authority  ? 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dablin) :  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
to  postpone  this  question  until  another 
^y.  I  haye  not  yet  obtained  the  in- 
formation that  would  enable  me  to 
answer  it. 

DERBY  GAOL— THE  DEATH  OP  M'GEE. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  ob- 
serve in  the  newspapers  to-day  that  the 
Coroner's  inquest  upon  the  body  of 
U'Gee,  who  died  on  his  release  from 
^rry  GboI,  has  been  adjourned  until 
the  22nd  instant.  Will  the  Solicitor 
General  be  good  enough,  before  that 
date,  to  lay  on  the  Table  all  the  infor- 
mation he  can  in  regard  to  the  illness  of 
thismanf 

Mb.  MADDEN  :  I  will  confer  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
^>  and  will  consider  in  what  manner 
Ihe  information  required  by  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  can  be  giren. 

VOL.  OOOYXXTX.  [thibd  sbbibs.] 


JAMAICA  SUGAR  ESTATES. 
Ordered — 

"Address  for  Returns  of  the  quantity  of 
land  in  the  Island  of  Jamaica  under  cultivation, 
of  sugar  cane,  distingaishing  the  estates  which 
are  above  200  acres ;  above  1 00  acres  and  under 
200  acres ;  above  50  acres  and  under  100  acres  f 
above  10  acres  and  under  50  acres  ;  and,  of  the^ 
holdings  under  10  acres,  those  in  canes  of  1 
acre  and  less  than  3  acres  ;  those  in  canes  of  3- 
acres  and  less  than  5  acres ;  those  in  canes  of  5 
acres  and  less  than  7  acres." — (Mr,  Alfred- 
Peate*) 

THE  LIGHT  RAILWAYS  (IRELAND> 
BILL  AND  THE  STANDING  COM- 
MITTEE ON  TRADE. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIYILBOB. 

Mb.  STOBEY  (Sunderland):  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  am  sony  ^at  I  feel  it  my  duty 
to  bring  under  your  notice  what  I 
regard  as  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of 
this  House.  I  shall  make  no  speech, 
but  perhaps  I  had  better  read  the  letter 
which  a  number  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  have  had  the  honour  of 
addressing  to  you,  Sir,  yesterday : — 

«  August  13, 1889. 

''  Mb.  Spbaxbb. — ^We,  whose  names  are  here- 
to appended,  respectfully  desire  your  advice^ 
and  ruling :« 

''  1.  We  are  members  of  the  Grand  Gom» 
mittee  on  Trade,  to  which  has  been  referred  the^ 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill. 

*'  2.  At  the  beginning  of  to-day's  sitting  the 
Chairman  announced  :  '  I  will  rule  out  of  order 
every  Amendment  which  is  hostile  to  the  Bill 
as  a  BilL* 

*'3.  Various  Amendments  were  so  treated. 
As  an  illustration  take  the  following: — Olause  4,. 
Sub-section  2,  reads  thus,  *  The  Treasury  may, 
i|ubject  to  limitations  as  to  amount  in  this  Act 
contained,  agree  that  the  undertaking  may  be 
aided  out  of  pubUc  money,  either  by  a  capital 
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van  or  b J  an  anniul  pajment,  or  partly  in  ono 
way  and  partly  in  another.'  Th*  minorit; 
-objected  to  grants  of  caah  drawn  even  whan 
-thii  olaoH  only  propoMd  auoh  to  Bgrting  rail' 
wayi.  Bnt  in  ths  Committee  the  Ooremaieat 
haTB  aooepted  Amendments  which  bring  mere 
promoters  into  the  claase,  and  thia  baa  intenV' 
fled  the  olgectiooa  originally  raised.  Usdei 
theee  oinamataDCM  one  of  onr  nnmbcar  moved 
io  omit  the  words :— '  Either  by  a  capital  sam 
•<»,'  so  that  the  aid  mi|[htbs  by  annnal  payment 
-only  (or  a  fixed  term  of  years.  The  HoUoitoi 
Oeneial  for  Ireland  rose  to  order,  on  the 
grannd  that  the  Amendment  wa«  hostile  to  the 
Bill,  and  thoKupon  the  Chairman  roled  the  uid 
Amendment  ont  of  order. 

"  We  desire  yoar  oounsel  and  mliag  on  the 
following  points  ; — (a)  Are  not  the  discaesioni 
in  Urand  Oommittee  in  lien  of  disoDtnoDS  in 
Ooounittee  of  the  whole  Honae,  and  therefore 
•nbjeot  to  the  same  nlas  f  (b)  Would  not  the 
aboTe-stated  Amendment  have  been  a  perfectly 
-orderly  and  proper  Amendment  in  Committee 
«f  the  Whole  Honae  F  (o)  Whether  the  r«tiUKl 
to  submit  sueh  Amendment  was  not  in  the 
eatora  of  a  breaoh  of  the  piiTileges  of  Uemben 
«f  thia  Home  f  (d)  What  is  our  remedy,  ao  that 
this  and  other  proper  Ameiidmeata,e*eit  though 
hostile,  may  be  discussed  io  Committee  F 

"  We    are,    Hr.    Speaker,    f oar    obedient 

"  Samasl  Storay, 
"  Halley  Stewart, 
"  John  Banan, 
"  Jamea  Or»ig, 
"  Artbur  B.  Winterbotham, 
"  William  Abraham, 
"  Thomaa  Burt, 
"  Joisph  O.  Biggar, 
"  Handel  Coiaham, 
"  Alexander  Blane." 
I   m^  say  that  there  were  two  other 
lion.  Hembers  who  left  the  Hoose  after 
giring  their  asseat  to  this  letter,  sad 
whose  ngnatnrBs  ws  liid  not  get  in  oon- 
aequenee.     I   refer   to    Ur.    Bobortaon 
ana   Kr.  George  Howell.     ThoM  hoa. 
Uamben  are,  however,  in  full  acoord 
wi&  the  aotion  we  haTe  taken.     With- 
oat  an;  further  remark,  I  beg,  Sir,  to 
Mk  for  jour  ruling  in  the  matter. 

*Mk.  SFEASEE:  I  reoeiv«d  laat 
night  a  letter  signed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  a'so  a  proteet  signed  by 
himself  and  nine  other  Uembers  of  this 
House,  and  I  ^ave  it  at  oaoe  my  most  i 
xeepeotful  consideration.  I  at  onoe  in- 
boated  to  him,  and  I  have  to  inform 
Mr.  Btor«y 
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the  Honse  now,  that  I  do  not  ngud 
the  matter  as  one  of  pririlege.  ittht 
most,  it  is  only  a  question  of  order.  Bit 
I  should  like  to  say,  regarding  u  I  do 


all  questions  of  order  that  maj  bertiasd 

upatai 
cannot  allow  appeals  to  oe  made  to  me 


nand   Oommittee   upstairs,  that  I 


points  of  ordar  riwng  ii 
mittee^  thare  beiag  no  anoh  spped, 
in  my  opinion,  &om  the  dscuiin 
of  a  dnly-oonstitutsd  Chairman  ot  t 
Grand  Oommittae.  The  hon.  Hembv 
asks  me  whether,  as  a  gensnl  nilsi 
Aiaendments  oould  be  admitted  *^oA 
were  hostile  to  the  Bill.  I  ossnot,  w 
an   abstract  proposition,   reoogoiss  tiu 

Propriety  of  that  statement  I  do  not 
now  what  were  the  oiroumstaocea  thst 
arose  in  Committee,  or  what  thedifi- 
ouItioB  may  have  been;  bnt,  speaking 
withont  prejudice,  I  hojM  I  ma;  be 
allowed  to  say  that  I  cannot  admit  tlut, 
as  a  general  rule,  Amendments  hostOa 
to  ths  Bill  may  not  be  admitted.  I  nutf 
instance  the  fooling  I  have  in  the  matter 
by  saying  that,  in  regard  to  the  Mrtko- 
lar  Amendment  whloh  the  ban.  Hembu 
has  just  brought  under  my  nndas— 
namely,  to  omit  the  worda  "eiths  by 
oapibu  sum,"  so  aa  to  leave  the  auoiuil 
to  be  granted  ont  ot  the  Cuoaolidaled 
Fund  by  annual  p^ment  instead  of  IiJ 
one  capital  sum — I  see  no  raasos  vhj 
that  Amendment,  thougb  hostile  to  a 
portion  of  the  Bill,  should  not  have  beta 
admitted.  It  is  clearly  within  the  powan 
of  a  money  clause  passed  by  this  Hous^ 
and  the  money  powers  given  to  ths 
Oommittee.  The  Committee,  I  think, 
would  not  have  exceeded  its  poven; 
but  they  wished  to  restrain  tke  BiO 
within  Buoh  limits  aa  they  thougU 
proper.  Under  these  oircamBbuiesii  I 
wistt  to  say  that  I  should  have  a 
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whole  Hoifte.    They  are  so  far  in  lieu 
of  proceedings    in    Oommittee  of  the 
whole  House  that  there  is  no  stage  of 
Oommittee  of  the  Whole  House  in  the 
esse  of  a  Bill  which  has  been  referred 
to  t  Grand  Oommittee.     When  the  Bill 
eomes  up  on  Report  there  will  be  ample 
opportunity  for  any  Member  who  con- 
adera  himself  damnified  or  the  cause  he 
has  in  hand  injured  in  the  Grand  Oom- 
mittee to  move  such  Amendments  as  he 
eonsiders  necessary,  and  then  full  oppor- 
tonfty  will  be  given  him  of  redressing 
any  grievance  under  which  he  may  con- 
sider himself  to  labour.     I  hope  the 
matter  will  not  go  further  now.     It  is 
not,  as  I  have  said,  one  of  privilege. 
At  the  most,  it  is  one  of  order,  and  I 
think  I  have  answered  categorically  all 
the  questions  which  have  been  put  to 
me. 

8iE   W.    HAROOURT    (Derby):   I 
think,  Sir,  it  will  be  useful  to  the  ELouse 
if  we  can  have  your  ruling  upon  another 
point.    You  have  stated  that  the  pro- 
oeedings  of  the  Ghrand  Oommittee  are 
in  lieu  of  the  proceedings  of  a  Oom- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  tothiseztent — 
that  when  a  Bill  has  been  referred  to  a 
Orand  Oommittee  there  can  be  no  Oom- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House    upon   it. 
Will  you  also  give  us  your  ruling  as  to 
whether  or  not  the  rules  which  govern 
this  House   when  in  Oommittee   with 
roferanoe    to   Amendments  on  various 
points  should  be,  and  are,  precisely  the 
same  rules  as  those  which  govern  the 
consideration  of  Amendments  in  a  Qrand 
Oommittee  ? 

*1Cb.  speaker  :  I  think  it  must  be 
obvious  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  ^e  rules  which  are  applicable  to 
moeedings  in  Oommittee  of  the  Whole 
douse  cannot  be  altogether  applicable 
toptoceedings  in  a  Grand  Oommittee, 
^mg  that  there  are  powers  possessed 
>y  the  Ohairman  of  Oommittees  which 
onld  not  be  exercised  by  the  Ohairman 
f  a  Grand  Oommittee.  In  accordance 
4Ui  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House, 
ke  course  of  proceeding  applicable  to  a 
kinding  Oommittee  is  that  which  regu- 
^  the  proceedings  of  a  Select  Oom- 
and  as  far  as  the  Rules  of  this 

can  be  applicable,  they  are  appli- 

e  to  the  proceedings  of  Grand  Com- 

in  the  way  I  have  indicated, 
n  W.  HABOOURT:  The  material 
t  I    wish  to  raise  is  whether  the 
hiidi   governs  the  admissibility  or 


otherwise  of  Amendments  in  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  is  one  which  should 
also  grovern  Amendments  proposed  in  a 
Grand  Oommittee. 

«Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  that  would  be 
so.  As  a  general  rule,  the  same  regu- 
lations which  would  apply  to  Oom- 
mittees  of  the  Whole  House  would,  in 
this  respect,  apply  to  the  Grand  Oom- 
mittees. 

♦The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beaoh)  : 
May  I  ask  you,  Sir,  in  connection  with 
this  matter,  whether  the  Ohairman  of  a 
Standing  Oommittee  has  not  a  discretion 
to  refuse  to  put  Amendments  which  are 
obviously  frivolous,  and  intended  merely 
to  delay  the  consideration  of  a  Bill  ? 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  is  a  matter 
upon  which  I  think  I  ought  to  decline  to 
express  an  opinion.  The  question  of 
discretion  is  a  very  diffi  ult  one.  A 
very  large  amount  of  discretion  is 
necessarily  vested  in  a  duly-constituted 
Ohairman  selected  and  appointed  by  a 
Oommittee  which  enjoys  the  confidence 
of  the  House.  I  should  be  sorry 
to  express  an  opinion  that  the  laree 
discretionary  powers  entrusted  by  the 
House  to  the  Ohairman  of  a  Grand 
Oommittee  can  be  otherwise  than 
properly  exercised. 

Mr.  STOREY:  I  am  very  much 
obliged  to  you.  Sir,  for  the  information 
you  have  g^ven  to  the  House,  and  I  have 
no  desire  to  carry  the  matter  further. 
There  is  only  one  question  which  I  will 
venture  to  ask.  The  position  in  which 
we  are  in  is  this.  The  serious  and 
operative  clause  has  already  been  passed 
without  discussion. 

♦Sir  M.  HIOKS  BEAOH :  I  rise  to 
order.  I  would  ask  you.  Sir,  if  the 
hon.  Member  has  any  right  to  discuss 
the  matter  after  you  have  ruled  that  it 
is  not  a  question  of  privilege  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  am  clearly  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  out  of  order  to 
discuss  the  matter  now.  The  hon. 
Member  must  wait  until  the  Oommittee 
have  reported. 

Mr.  STOREY :  The  question  I  was 
going  to  ask  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
proceedin|^  of  the  Oommittee.  I  wish 
to  know  if  it  will  be  competent  when  the 
Oommittee  present  their  Report  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  re-committed,  so  that  it 
may  be  considered  by  a  Oommittee  of 
the  Whole  House  ? 

2  U  2 
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*Mr.  SPEAKEB:    A  Motion  would 
have  to  be  made  to  suspend  the  Standing 

Order.  

Mb.  storey  :  Then  I  beg  to  inti- 
mate, under  those  circumstances,  on 
behalf  of  myself  and  the  other  Members 
of  the  Committee  with  whom  I  am 
acting,  without  exception,  that  we 
intend,  with  the  full  consent  of  our 
leader,  to  withdraw  from  the  Oom- 
mittee. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  7. 


TITHB  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 
BILL.    (No.  972.) 

Considered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Olause  1. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
7,  after  the  words  ''may  be,"  to  insert 
the  words  "  if  he  (the  tithe  owner)  has 
not  distrained  for  the  same." — (Mr, 
Secretary  Maithew$,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ARTHUB  WILLIAMS  (Gla- 
morgan, S.):  May  I  venture  to  ask  you, 
Mr.  Oourtney,  whether  we  are  to  under- 
stand that  by  your  ruling  yesterday,  the 
question  of  the  entire  abolition  of  dis- 
&aint  having  been  discussed  upon  an 
Instruction,  it  cannot  be  discussed  again  ? 

Thb  0  ft  airman  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I  wish  to 
say  that  the  ruling  I  gave  last  night 
was  that  it  was  out  of  the  power  of  the 
Committee  to  do  away  with  the  remedy 
of  distress  altogether,  but  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  Home  Secretary 
g^ves  an  alternative  remedy — namely,  of 
suing  in  the  County  Court. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  Then 
I  would  venture  to  submit  that  if  your 
ruling  is  correct — [eriee  of  **  Order ! "] 
Then  1  must  really  ask  for  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  irregular. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  WILLIAMS :  I  only 
wish  to  put  the  matter  in  this  way.  If, 
in  spite  of  the  arguments,  Mr.  Courtney, 
which  have  been  placed  before  yon,  you 
still  adhere  to  that  ruling  that  we  are 
debarred  from  considering  the  question 
of  doing  away  with  distraint,  I  am  at  a 
H>ss  to  see  how  the  present  Amendment  i 


can  be  put,  because  it  does,  to  a  oertoift 
extent,  withdraw  the  power  of  restnint 
Thb  chairman  :  I  explained  thi» 
point  to  the  Committee  at  consideraUfr' 
length  last  night,  and  I  pointed  oat  thai 
my  ruling  was  supported  by  what  took 
place  in  the  House  itself  upon  the  In- 
struction.  The  House  entertained  %■ 
Motion  that  it  should  be  an  Instraetioa 
to  the  Oommittee  to  provide  in  the  Bilb 
that  tithe  rent-charge  shall  be  reooTsr- 
able  against  the  owner  only.  If  thit^ 
Instruction  had  been  carried,  it  wodd 
have  been  in  the  power  of  the  Oom-^ 
mittee  to  make  the  alteration,  but  th* 
present  Amendment  leaves  the  power 
of  distraint  as  it  now  stands,  and  does' 
not  remove  it.  The  process  prorided 
by  the  clause  now  under  discussion  is 
not  a  process  forced  on  the  owner 
which  he  is  bound  to  take,  bat  on^ 
which  is  offered  as  an  altematiTe.  In 
my  opinion,  the  Committee,  although 
they  have  no  power  without  an  Instroo- 
tion  from  the  House  to  take  awajr 
absolutely,  the  power  of  disteess,  9t^ 
entitled  to  provide  an  alternative  upon 
which  the  tithe-owner  may  elect  to  pro-^ 
ceed 

♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sr 
R.  WxBSTXR,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  under- 
stand that  the  question  which  lion. 
Members  desire  to  discuss  is  whether  or 
not  there  shall  be  an  alternative  remedy 
— namely,  the  remedy  by  diitrtint, 
or  the  remedy  by  suing  in  the 
County  Court.  Now,  I  do  not 
think  that  that  question  can  be 
fairly  discussed  upon  the  present 
Amendment.  I  would  therefore  sag- 
gest  that  the  matter  should  be  deferred 
till  the  Committee  have  considered  ^ 
more  important  question  of  ''owner'  , 
or  **  occupier,"  which  will  arise  a  ^ 
lines  lower  down  in  the  clause.  I  do| 
not  think  we  can  usefully  discuss  titei 
question  whether  there  is  to  be  •> 
cdtemative  remedy,  and  to  what  eiten^ 
it  is  to  go,  until  we  have  decided,  in  the  | 
first  place,  whether  the  County  Qxi^ 
process  is  to  go  against  the  owner  or 
the  occupier. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derbjr):  ^i 
understand  the  ruling  of  the  GhainB>^j| 
to  be  that  we  cannot  discuss  the  V^\ 
tion  at  all — that,  in  point  of  fsci,  *^| 
result  of  the  course  taken  by  the  Oo>r 
vemment  upon  the  Instruction  i%^| 
discussion  can  take  place  upon  V^[ 
matter,  but  that  distraint  must 


1229        TUh$  Rm^UCharg$        {Aitoust  14,  1889} 


Recav&ry  Bill. 


1280 


in  Ain  foice  as  it  did  before,  with  the 
Edition  of  an  alternatiTe.  That  is  the 
.Tilling  we  have  just  heard.  I  bow  to  it, 
'dthoiigh,  I  oonfess,  that  I  do  not  under- 
stand it. 

The  OHAIBMAN  :  The  right  hon. 
^Gentleman  is  labouring  under  a  misap- 
prehension. There  is  no  objection,  in 
point  of  form,  to  the  discussion  of  the 
question  to  which  he  refers. 

Sib  W.  HAROOXTET  :  I  am  glad  to 
hear  it.  That,  however,  was  the  ez- 
luess  subject  of  the  Instruction. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN :  The  object  of  the 
Amendment,  as  I  understand  it,  is  to 
•help  the  Oommittee  by  inserting  a  few 
words  in  the  clause.     Of  course,   the 
word  ''  owner,"  which  is  to  be  discussed 
later,  is  of  the  utmost  importance. 
♦Sib  B.  WEBSTEB  :    It  is  right  that 
I  should  say  that  the  Government  are 
"disposed    to    accept    the    Amendment 
io    substitute     the     word     *' owner" 
for    the    word    **  occupier,"    so  as  to 
make  the  owner  primarily    liable    for 
<the  payment  of  the  tithe.    The  result 
will   be    that    a   good    many  of  the 
jLmendments   which    have    been    put 
down  on  the  Paper  for  the  purpose  of 
altering  the  Bill  so  that  the  remedy  may 
be  against  the  owner,  and  not  against 
the  occupier,  will  become,  of  course,  un- 
necessary.    The    (Government   will    be 
ready  to  insert  certain  other  clauses,  in 
order  to  meet  the  cases  where  the  tithes 
are  greater  .than  the  rent,  which  have 
•been  referred  to  by  so  many  Members, 
so  that  the  owner  should  only  be  liable 
to  the  extent  of  the  rent  received.     In 
these    oireumstances,  I  would  suggest 
that  we   should  postpone  the  present 
Amendment  until  this  alteration  can  be 
made. 

Sm  W.  HABOOUBT :  I  have  to  ex- 
press my  gratification  at  the  announce- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General.    It  shows 
'that  the  patient  and  arduous  exertions 
<t  the  Opposition  have  not  been  in  vain. 
I  will  say  nothing  about  the  reproaches 
which  haTe  been  addressed  to  me.    I 
will  say  no  more  than  that,  as  we  are 
going  to  have  a  new  Bill,  I  am  very 
happy  to  think  that  none  of  the  Instruc- 
tions that  have  been  rejected  by  narrow 
majorities  will  stand  in  the  way  of  re- 
«on8titating  the  Bill  altogether  in   its 
most  material  particulars.     But  I  am 
-not  sore  that  the  owner  is  to  be  substi- 
tuted in  the  Bill  for  the  occupier,  as  the 
jittomej    General    has    not   explained 


what  the  new  clauses  are  that  will  be 
inserted.     A    whole    scheme    will    be 
necessary,  and,  therefore,  I  think  that 
the  best  course  would  be  to  postpone 
the  further  progress  of  the  Bill.    In- 
deed, I  am  not  sure  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  before  we  waste  a 
morning  that  may  be  given   to  more 
useful  work,  we  ought  not  to  hear  some- 
thing of  the  new  clauses  which   will 
bring    about    so    material    a    change. 
Therefore,    to    put    myself    in    order, 
I  will    oondude  with  a   Motion,  that 
you,  Sir,  do  report  Progress.    The  GK>- 
vemment  have  already  pointed  out  that 
the  change  made  in  the  Bill  by  putting 
the  onus    of    the  payment    of   tithes 
directly  upon  the  occupier  is  a  great  and 
material  alteration  in  the  Act  of  1836^, 
which  declared  that  the  owner  should 
not  deal  with  any  person  whatever.  The 
action  under  this  Bill  primd  fae%$  and 
entirely  is  against  the  occupier,  although 
with  restrictions  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  judgment  is  to  be  levied,  and  we 
think  that  is  an  unjust  and  unfair  pro- 
ceeding.   The  principle  for   which  we 
have  been  contending  for  so  many  days 
is  that  if  an  action  is  to  be  brought  per- 
sonally against  anybody  it  should  not 
be  against  the  occupier  but  against  the 
owner.    That  principle,  I  am  happy  to 
say,  has  been  recognised  by  the  (tovem- 
ment,  who  thus  acknowledge  that  the 
view  we  have  been  maintaining  is  a  right 
one.    The  primd  fade  liability  is  upon 
the  occupier,  and    from  that  point  of 
view,  if  a  judgment  is  to  be  levied  upon 
the  property  of  the  occupier,  the  pro- 
cess is  a  simple  one.   But  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  change  that  and  to 
levy  the  judgment  upon  the  owner,  who 
is  not  in  possession  and  has  no  goods  on 
which  judgment  can  be  levied,  it  is  quite 
plain  that  an  entirely  new  mode  of  pro- 
cedure is  to  be  inaugurated.   At  present 
I  am  in  the  dark  as  to  the  new  clauses 
of   the    Attorney    General.    That  the 
tithe  charge  upon  the  land  should  be 
borne  by  the  owner  is  obviously  fair, 
and  after  this  announcement  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  it  is  only  too  plain 
that  they  are  going  to  make  an  entire 
change  in    the   whole    system,    which 
represents     immense      interests      and 
millions  of  money  in  this  country.    Be- 
fore we  postpone  so  great  and  material 
an  Amendment  like  the  one  before  the 
Oommittee,  the  least  we  can  ask  of  the 
Government  is  that  the  new  Tithes  BiU| 
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founded  upon  new  prindplee,  shall 
appear  on  the  Paper.  Therefore,  I 
move,  Sir,  that  you  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
"  That  the  Ohairman  do  report  PVogressi 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — [Sir  W* 
Har  court.) 

«Mb.  0.  W.  OBAT  (£ssez,  Maldon) : 
The  statement  we  have  heard  from  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  so  materially  alters 
tiie  character  of  the  Bill  that  I  shall  at 
once  support  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  to  report  Progress.  At 
the  same  tkne,  I  may  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  the  proposal  to 
throw  the  onus  of  payment  upon  the 
landlord  is  a  principle  which  I  entirely 
approve. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen):  We 
have  now  arrived  at  a  point  in  regard 
to  the  Bill  when  I  would  recommend 
the  Government  to  consult  the  learned 
Lord  Advocate,  seeing  that  they  have 
accepted  a  principle  that  has  been  im- 
posed in  Scotland  for  hundreds  of  years 
— namely,    that    the    landlords  should 

Eay  the  tithes.  The  Scotch  system  is 
ased  upon  the  principle  i.hat  if  the 
landlord  does  not  pay  he  has  always  a 
representative — namely,  the  tenant  whose 
rent  is  due  or  becoming  due,  and  a 
simple  process  of  attachment  is  put  in 
force.  There  is,  consequently,  a  double 
security  for  the  tithe  owner. 
♦The  first  LORD  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  feel  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Aberdeen 
(Mr.  Hunter)  for  the  reference  he  has 
made  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate.  I  am  sure  that  the  experi- 
ence which  the  House  has  had  of  the 
great  ability  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
fully  justifies  the  reference  of  the  hon. 
Oentleman.  I  acknowledge  that  it  is 
only  reasonable  that  the  Motion  which 
has  been  made  should  be  conceded  by 
the  Government.  We  shall  lose  no  timo- 
in  putting  those  clauses  on  the  Paper 
which  are  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the 
proposal  which  has  been  made  by  my 
non.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
Oeneral.  Under  these  circumstances,  1 
trust  that  the  House  will  now  lose  no 
further  public  time,  but  will  at  once 

Ceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  other 
nees  standing  on  the  Paper. 
♦Mb.  HOBHOUSB  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
wish  to  take  this  early  opportunityi  as 

Sir  W.  Marantrt 


one  of  those  who  have  urged  the  Qoten* 
ment  to  convert  the  Bill  £rom  a  bsdon^ 
into  a  good  one,  to  express  my  gnst 
gratification  at  tbe  changed  position  of 
affairs.  I  trust  the  Gbvemmsnt  wiU 
lose  no  time  in  pushing  on  the  Bill  in 
its  new  shape,  and  will  devote  suffiflMot 
time  to  it  to  make  it  a  good  messiirs. 

Mb.  LEIOHTON  (Shropshire,  Os- 
westry) :  I  have  no  objection  to  Q» 
alteration  which  the  €k>vMiiment  pio- 
pose  to  make  in  the  Bill ;  but  when  the 
(Government  first  began  the  Bill,th0y 
announced  that  they  would  proceed  wi^ 
it  (U  di$  in  dism.  I  hope  that  that  promise 
will  be  kept,  and  tnat  the  right  hon* 
Oentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will  sty 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  to-morrow. 

Mb.  BBADLAITOH  (Northampton) : 
I  think  the  departure  on  the  part  of  the 
GK>vemment  practically  opens  out  a  nev 
Bill  for  discussion.  There  is  a  feelingr 
not  alone  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as- 
to  whether  the  opportunity  for  report- 
ing Progress  ought  not  to  be  utilised  to 
put  off  the  Bill  until  next  Session. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  wish  to  put  a  question  in  referenoe  to 
the  remaining  business  upon  the  Paper, 
because  if  no  satisfactory  arrangement 
is  meuie  it  will  be  open  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  move,  when  the  Speaker 
takes  the  Ohair,  that  the  House  do  nov 
adjourn.  We  went  into  Oommittee  oa 
this  Bill  on  the  understanding  that  the 
Oovemment  proposed  to  take  the  BiA 
di  die  in  diem ;  but  they  have  now  aban* 
doned  that  course. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  (Someraet,  N.) :: 
I  should  like  to  say  how  heartily  I  agree 
with  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  f^ead  tho 
Member  for  East  Somerset  (Mr.  Hob- 
house.;  This  measure  has  always  beea 
viewed  by  me  with  but  **  partial  atihe- 
tion,"  omitting,  as  it  does,  that  mo^ 
important  provision — namely*  that  titke^ 
should  be  paid  direct  by  the  landowaeK 
to  the  tithe  owner.  Tiua  I  have  alvsp- 
contended  for,  and  the  olauae  or  poW 
now  to  be  added  is,  in  my  o^nion*  worth 
the  whole  Bill  put  together.  No  nea* 
sure  will  ever  be  oompleto,  howevsTr 
that  does  not  provide  for  the  redemfrtte- 
of  tithes. 

Mb.  J.  O.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Onif!*- 
sity) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
for  Longford  must  remember  thas 
are  other  Members  of  the  Houee  b^ 
Irish  Members.    The   oonveiueiioe  ^ 
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JjoA  Members  is  a  very  important 
i&atter»  and  I  agree  that  the  Oovem* 
ment  ought  to  oonsalt  it ;  but  I  hope  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasuir  will  bear  in 
mind  that  many  English  Members  have 
^Tanopmany  engagements,  and  stayed 
in  the  House  at  nreat  inconTenience  to 
themselTes,  in  order  to  support  the  Go- 
Tomment  in  passing  this  BUf,  which  they 
believe  to  be  a  necessary  Bill.  I  Uiere- 
fore  hope  we  may  be  able  to  get  through 
the  Bui  without  any  unreasonable 
delay. 

♦Mb.  STUART  EENDEL  (Mont- 
iromeryshire) :  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  tell  the  section 
of  the  House  most  deeply  affected  by 
this  Bill  when  it  is  likely  to  be  taken 
again ;  and,  further,  I  hope  he  will  give 
nt  an  opportunity  of  considering  this 
entirely  new  Bill  before  we  come  to 
discufisit. 

,  8iB  W.  HAEOOURT :  It  is  impos- 
aibie  to  go  on  with  th^  Bill  to-morrow. 
The  Amendments  will  not  be  en  the 
Paper  until  to-morrow  morning,  and  of 
ooorBe  the  question  is  a  very  grave  one. 
It  affects  very  large  interests,  and  we 
cannot  be  expected  to  pronounce  an 
opimon  offhana. 

*8iK  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
N.W.):  I  at  once  acknowledge  that 
I  am  very  glad  the  Government  propose 
to  make  this  change.  I  think,  how- 
ever, that  the  loyal  supporters  of  the 
Qovemment  have  got  much  to  complain 
of.  The  Qovemment  have  put  their 
■apporters  in  a  very  false  position  by 
aaying  and  arguing  most  strongly  that  the 
method  proposed  in  the  Bill  is  the  only 
way  the  thing  can  be  carried  out,  and 
then,  without  the  slightest  notice,  making 
a  change  of  front.  However  good  the 
change  may  be  in  itself,  that  is  not  a 
iair  way  to  treat  their  supporters.  For 
my  part  I  want  a  complete  measure  on 
this  subject,  dealing  especially  with  re- 
demption. It  now  appears  we  are  going 
to  have  a  half-and-half  measure  in  con- 
sequence of  expressions  of  opinion 
from  all  parts  of  the  House— opinions 
which,  with  very  little  trouble,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  might  have  learnt 
^g  ago.  I  repeat  that  that  is  not  fair 
treatment  to  the  supporters  of  the  Oo- 
vemment,  and  I  hope  we  shall  never  see 
it  again.  The  change  the  Government 
propose  18  great,  grave,  and  important, 
and  I  hope  the  clauses  inserted  will  be 


such  as  will  be  fair,  reasonable,  and  just 
to  those  concerned. 

♦Sir  R.  WEBSTER:  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  in  the 
Blouse  when  I  stated  that  the  interests 
to  which  he  referred  should  be  pro- 
tected. I  am  to  a  certain  extent  per- 
sonally responsible  for  not  making  the 
announcement  earlier ;  but  it  seems  to 
me  it  is  not  unreasonable  that  we 
should  put  upon  the  Paper  clauses 
which  will  protect  the  landlord,  who  is 
to  be  called  upon  to  pay.  One  of  our 
clauses  will,  of  course,  reserve  to  the 
landlord  his  remedies  against  the 
tenants  under  existing  contiacts. 

Sib  W.  H  ARCOURT  :  I  should  like 
to  point  out  to  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  W.  Barttelot)  that  there  is 
another  Motion  that  could  be  made  on 
this  subject — perhaps  the  most  pertinent 
Motion— on  which  all  the  questions  he 
desires  to  raise  could  be  discussed-^ 
namely,  that  the  Order  for  the  Bill  be 
discharged.  The  Attorney  General  ^aa 
said  quite  truly  that  he  is  personally 
responsible,  for  he  has  been  arguing 
with  all  his  legal  knowledge  and  ability 
that  the  tithe  could  not  be  levied  on  the 
owner. 

*SiR  R.  WEBSTER :  My  speeches  are 
fortunately  on  record.  I  never  said 
anything  of  the  kind. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Then,  no 
doubt,  the  mistake  is  due  to  the  natural 
obtuseness  which  prevails  on  this  side 
of  the  House.  However,  it  may  per- 
haps be  better  that  we  should  report 
Progress  now.  When  the  Bill  comes  on 
for  consideration  again,  and  we  have 
seen  the  Amendments  of  the  Govern- 
ment, then,  if  the  Government  think  it 
worth  while  to  prolong  the  Session  for 
the  purpose  of  passing  the  Bill,  hon* 
Members  can  consider  whether  a 
Motion  should  not  be  made  to  discharge 
the  Order  for  the  Bill,  and  whether  a 
great  measure  such  as  this  should  not  be 
postponed  to  a  future  Session. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) :  I 
have  taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in 
this  Bill  from  the  commencement, 
although  I  have  not  addressed  the  House 
upon  it  so  far.  But  I  desire  to  express 
the  opinion  that  this  Committee  should 
have,  before  Progress  is  reported,  some 
definite  statement  from  the  Government 
as  to  what  their  real  and  ultimate  inten- 
tions are.  When  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced it  was  comparatively  simple  and 
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limited  in  ita  oluiracter.  We  bare  had 
one  or  two  Tsry  important  modlficationa 
of  its  proviaions,  and  now  the  Attorney 
0«neral  has  made  an  announcement  of 
Ter;  oritioal  importance,  of  such  great 
importance  that  he  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  admit  it  is  reasonable 
the  Oommittae  should  ask  for  a  suspen- 
aion  of  the  oonsideration  of  the  Bill  nntil 
the  sitaation  is  thoroughly  reoognised. 
The  Attorney  General  has  intimated 
that  certain  clauses  are  to  be  introduced, 
one  with  regard  to  the  limitation  of  the 
liability  of  the  landlord  to  the  amount 
of  the  rent.  X  would  ask  him  to  tell  us 
if  he  proposes  also  to  limit  the  liability 
of  the  tenant  as  to  the  payment  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  to  the  amount  of  the 
rent  payable  by  him.  I  think,  too.  the 
dovemment  ought  to  give  us  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  general  oourse  of 
fousineas. 

•Mb,  G.  0.  MORGAN  [Denbigh- 
shire, E.):  I  appeal  to  the  OoTemment 
to  oonsider  whether,  under  the  circum- 
Btaoces  in  which  ire  now  find  ourselves, 
it^  would  not  be  better  to  drop  the 
Bill  alto^ther.  tt  is  now  the  middle 
of  August,  and  we  are  confronted 
with  a  new  Bill  which  will  require 
many  days  to  properly  discuss.  If  the 
Government  persevere  iu  their  present 
intention  the  House  will  probably  be 
kept  sitting  nntil  the  end  of  September. 

Mb.  a.  S.  hill  (Staffordshire, 
XingBwinford) :  A  great  many  of  ua 
are  a&aid  that  by  the  present  measure 
the  additional  power  of  recovery  will 
increase  the  capital  value  of  tithes.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  next 
Seaaion  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ao  that  this 
measure  may  not  have  this  effect  ? 

Ms.  H.  GARDNER  (Eaaex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  I  wiah  to  congratulate  the 
Government  on  the  atop  they  have 
taken,  and  also  to  congratulate  the 
House  on  the  effect  of  ita  deci- 
sions and  deliberations.  Then  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  Government  will 
embody  in  the  new  Bill  some  of  the 
clauses  proposed  by  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  Bill  of  1687  ?  If  the  Government 
are  going  to  transfer  payment  to  the 
owner,  I  think  they  ought  to  protect 
him  to  some  extent  aa  well  as  the  occu- 
pier. Will  the  Government  insert 
clauses  in  the  new  Bill  dealing  with  the 
case  where  there  is  no  rent  to  pay 
tithe? 

Mr.  A.  (yCvnor 


Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.> :  I  tWak 
the  best  thing  for  the  Goveniment  to  da 
is  to  inform  tne  House  what  is  to  be  At 
oourse  of  public  business  to-iay  and  to- 
morrow. Is  it  intended,  after  hanug 
suddenly  suspended  the  oonuderatdonu 
the  Irish  Votes,  as  suddenly  to  take  Qam 
up  again  ?  Do  the  Government  propoM 
to  take  Supply  to-day  and  the  I^thflBiO 
to-morrow  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  Iridi 
Members  object  to  take  the  Irish  Totn 
which  are  on  the  Paper  to-day  Uu 
Government  will  not  press  them.  Tiua 
it  is  only  reasonable  that  the  QoT«n- 
meut  ehonid  not  proceed  with  the  Tilhi 
Bill  to-morrow.  We  hope  to  put  dofi 
on  the  Paper  to-morrow  the  Amso^ 
meuts  which  are  to  be  proposed,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  possible  to  proceed  viA 
the  Bill  on  Friday.  Arrangemsnti  vil 
be  made,  as  far  as  possible,  tomestthe 
views  of  hon.  Members  who  deun  to 
consider  the  Estimates,  and  in  makiis 
the  arrangements  last  week  for  thsMO- 
sideration  of  the  Irish  Estimates  tha 
Government  had  entertained  tha  kft 
that  four  days  would  have  been  n&r 
cient  for  their  consideration.  I  sdnit 
that  the  hope  was  an  illusory  one,  M 
auch  waa  the  expectation  laat  week.  Is 
tha  oourae  of  the  afternoon  I  will  M' 
deavour  to  come  to  an  arrangement  i> 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members  a  la 
the  business  for  to-morrow,  and  I  vu 
state  at  the  close  of  the  Sitting  what  A* 
business  will  be.  In  making  the  ohangM 
proposed  we  have  endeavoured  to  mW 
what  we  believe  to  be  the  general  itin 
of  both  sides  of  the  House,  but  onSB* 
atancea  have  rendered  it  anavoidslla 
that  these  changes  should  be  aQnooneal 
without  much  notice  to  the  House.  1 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  give  fair  aca- 
sideration  to  the  proposala  made  bjttaa 
Government,  because  they  will  be  Ersori 
in  such  a  manner  as  will  meet  alltt* 
objections  against  the  measure^  aodan- 
ciliate  the  support  of  those  hon.  ^^""^ 
men  who  sit  behind  the  GovemmsDtsH 
all  those  who  desire  to  see  such  ameaiai* 
connected     ■  -    ■  -  -       '    '  — 

circumstai 
oonsent  to 
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Me.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
tick's):  When  are  we  to  understand 
ibe  Irish  Estimatee  will  be  taken  ? 

The  OHIBP  SEORETART  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Biu:.Foi7B,  Man- 
«hester,  E.^:  The  (Jovemment  are 
imxioQs  to  consult  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  as  to  the  order  in  which  the 
llstimates  should  be  taken.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Irish  Members  wish  to 
take  the  Vote  for  the  Land  Oommis- 
non  first,  and  after  that  to  take  the 
Totes  in  their  natural  order — ^that  is  to 
My,  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Vote  and  the 
Chid  Secretary's  Vote  and  so  on. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
ihire):  Do  the  Goyemment  intend  to 
take  to-day  the  Interpretation  Bill  and 
the  Technical  Instruction  Bill  ?  With 
regard  to  the  Interpretation  Bill,  I 
most  offer  the  strongest  opposition  to 
one  of  the  clauses ;  and  with  respect  to 
the  Technical  Education  Bill,  I  under- 
stand many  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  objections  either  to 
the  Bill  itself  or  to  certain  clauses. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  first-named 
Bill  is  important,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
Uember  stands  alone  in  his  objection  to 
^y  portion  of  that  measure.  It  is  not 
^nerally  opposed  in  any  part  of  the 
Boose.  Strong  representations  have 
^een  made  to  me  by  hon.  Friends  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  regarding  the 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  and  pointing 
OQt  that  it  should  be  passed  this 
Session.  I  am  anxious  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill;  but  if  the  measure 
is  strongly  objected  to  the  Government, 
of  coarse,  must  g^ve  way. 

Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Crommittee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
^gftin  upon  Friday. 

COINAGE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  BILL. 
(No.  321 .) 
Oonsidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

New  Clause  (Defacing  gold  coin 
^Hider  weight  not  to  be  obligatory). — 
iMr,  Montagu  J) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
^ose  be  read  a  second  time." 

Tn  OHAIBMAN  oaUed  on  Sir  B. 
Fowler. 


Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
On  a  point  of  order.  Sir,  I  beg  to  remind 
you  that  I  was  in  possession  last  night 
at  12  o'clock  when  the  discussion  dosed* 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  right 
to  resume  Debate  on  that  account. 
♦SibR.  fowler  (London) :  I  merely 
wish, in  relation  to  this  clause, to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Eiz- 
chequer  to  the  very  bad  state  in  which 
a  great  deal  of  the  gold  coinage  in  cir* 
cuTation  is  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  no  doubt,  quite 
aware  of  this,  and  I  will  only  mention  it 
as  a  question  of  some  gravity,  to  which 
I  hope  durine  the  Recess  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  give  atten- 
tion, and  that  he  will  see  his  way  to 
deal  with  the  subject  next  Session. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
understand  that  last  night  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  objected  to  the  inser- 
tion of  this  clause,  and  I  confess  I  think 
his  objection  was  well  founded,  for  the 
clause  would  destroy  altogether  such 
security  as  we  have  ag^nst  the  circula- 
tion of  depreciated  gold  coins  and 
damaged  gold  coins,  which  certainly  it 
is  very  necessary  to  maintain.  There 
is  no  doubt  the  condition  of  the  coinage 
of  the  country  has  fallen  into  a  state 
not  creditable  to  the  greatest  commercial 
country  in  the  world.  Everybody  must 
admit  that.  For  a  short  time  when  I 
was  at  the  Exchequer  I  had  to  consider 
the  subject,  and  I  certainly  thought  it 
requirea  immediate  attention.  The 
estimate  made  at  that  time  of  the  sum 
that  would  be  required  to  put  the  gold 
coinage  in  a  proper  condition  was 
between  £600,000  and  £700,000,  and 
no  doubt  the  three  years  that  have  since 
elapsed  have  still  further  deteriorated 
the  coins  and  they  are  in  a  worse  con- 
dition, so  that  the  sum  required  is  still 
larger.  It  is  not  creditable  to  England 
which  has  a  gold  currency — and  I  am 
very  glad  we  have — that  we  should 
have  this  gold  currency  depreciated  to 
the  amount  of  half  a  million  sterling. 
Our  gold  coinage  has  been  for  a  long 
time  the  basis  of  the  monetary  system 
of,  I  may  say,  the  whole  world,  and  I 
think  one  of  the  first  duties  of  the 
Government  should  be  to  put  that 
coinage  into  a  proper  condition.  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  begun  this  duty,  though 
in  a  tentative  and  experimental  way,  for, 
of  course,  it  is  only  with  a  small  part  of 
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the  qneation  that  this  Bill  deals.  I  am 
^ad  of  it,  for  many  reasons,  hat  par- 
tunilarlj  beoause  it  indicates  that  the 
phanoellor  of  the  Ezoheqaer  still  intends 
that  wa  shall  keep  gold  as  the  basis  of 
the  carrenoy  of  the  oouDtry,  and  that  he 
has  not  adopted  an;  new-fangled  ideas 
cd  tn-metaUism,  which  would  certainly 
have  the  effeot  of  driving  gold  from  the 
oonntry,  and  all  the  money  spent  on  the 
restoration  of  the  gold  coinage  would  be 
ao  much  wasted  expenditure.  This  Bill 
can  only  be  justified  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
means  to  maintain  gold  as  the  basis  of 
our  currency.  Of  course,  the  first  ques- 
ti<ai  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  to  consider  is,  who  is  to  bear  the 
oost  of  restoring  the  gold  coinage  of  the 
OOOntry? 

Thb  chairman  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but 
he  is  not  speaking  to  the  clause  before 
the  Committee. 

8ift  W.  H  AKOOURT ;  I  would  ask  in- 
dulgeuceatthiatimeof  the  Session,  other- 
wise I  must  move  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  I  may  have  more 
latitude  in  discusBion.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  well  aware  that  I 
have  forwarded  the  progress  of  this 
Bill,  and  I  understood  that  I  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  making  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject;  but,  unfortunately, 
there  seem  to  be  i>o  many  restriotious 
currounding  us  now,  that  I  scaicely 
know  how  it  is  possible  to  express  an 
opinion  on  this  or  any  other  subject. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hou. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  opportu- 
nity for  a  geaerol  statement  is  on  the 
Second  Beading,  and  it  arises  again  on 
the  Third  Beading;  but  a  general 
statement  cannot  be  made  on  the  ques- 
tion of  inserting  a  particular  clause. 

Sib  W.  HAROOUBT  :  It  is  useless 
to  talk  of  discussion  upon  the  Third 
■a — -'■-g^  because,  at  this  period  of  the 
.  that  stage  is  an  idle  form.  I 
have  thought  that  one  might 
Ben  allowed  tu  make  some  ob- 
ine  on  this  clause  ;  but  if  that  is 
I  can  only  regret  that  a  Bill 
is  certainly  of  very  considerable 
isce  should  be  passed  without 
ioD  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
A.  O'CONNOR  :  I  regret  that 
.  stage  it  ie  not  oompetent  for 
;ht  hon.  Qeasleman  to  pursue 
terestiag  topic,  but  probably 
W.  Sareowt 


he  will  find  the  opportunity  to  do 
so  on  the  oonsideTation  of  the  Report. 
In  regard  to  the  clause  which  it  ii  pn- 

Sised  to  add,  I  deare  to  u^e  upon  the 
hancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Ue  tot 
reasonable  character  of  the  propoiu 
embodied  in  it.  At  present  the  lav  in 
regard  to  light  gold  coins  is  of  s  vny 
extraordinary  character.  Anyone  being 
tendered  a  gold  coin  below  a  oartuo 
standard  of  weisht  is  bound  there  kbA 
then,  being  provided— and  the  lav  eon- 
templates  that  be  shall  be  providad— 
with  a  pair  of  scales,  to  take  out  tiie 
scales  and  weigh  the  coin. 

Sib  W.  HABCOURT:  Sir.  I  w 
to  order.  This  ie  the  very  argnmnit  I 
was  trying  to  pursue  on  this  olauss.  It 
was  upon  the  liabilitiy  to  replsM 
light  gold  ooins  that  I  was  speak- 
ing, and  I  thought  it  was  mart 
material  in  reference  to  thia  olaoK 
which  proposes  that  no  person  ihill 
have  impoeed  upon  him  the  liability  t» 
deetroy  a  light  gold  coin,  as  is  the 
law  now ;  I  had  agreed  that  the  Oku- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  right  is 
oppowng  the  clause,  and  was  about  to 
refer  to  what  had  been  done  in  fbnMr 
times  when  you.  Sir,  stopped  me.  I 
was  speaking  on  this  olaase,  as  I 
thought,  in  the  most  legitimate  way. 

Tot  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  sorry  ifl 
misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Oentle' 
man,  and  interrupted  him  in  thedtanw- 
sion  of  the  clause.  I  oonfess  I  «■* 
greatly  deceived,  for  I  thought  he  •■* 
entering  upon  a  wider  discussion  MB* 
bracing  such  queetiona  as  bi-  '  '"' 
the  mail 
the  ooat 
Ithe  wi 
oonfeae 
perfect  i 
Sia\ 
parenth 
and  had 
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t6D<I«red  a  pieoe  of  light  gold  ia  then 
and  there   required    to    weigh,     cat, 
bretk    or    deface    it.      That     is    an 
obligttion  thrown  upon  evei^  member 
of  the  commonityf  which  I  wUl  ventare 
tosajiD  999  cases  out  of  a  1,000  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  discharge.    It  is 
•n  obligation  the  discharge  of  which  is 
attended  with  considerable  risk;  in  point 
of  fMt,  it  is  an  obligation  impossible  to 
dinharge.    But  see  the  absurd  position 
in  which  the  Gh>yemment  may  be  placed 
nnder  the  existing  law.    If  I  casn  at  a 
post  office  an  order  for  £1  and  receiye 
the  money  from  an  ag^nt  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  am  not  only  entitled,  but  I  am 
bound  to  examine  the  money,  and  if  it 
iB  h'ght,  as  it  very  often  is,  I  am  re- 

2 aired  to  deface  the  coin.      Suppose, 
lerefore,  an  individual  g^oes  to  a  post 
office  and  defaces,  in  accordance  with  the 
direotionsof  the  Statute,  themoney  which 
the(:bvernmenthandhim  in  discharge  of 
their  fiscal  obligation,  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  €k>vemment  ?    They  will  be 
bound  to  replace  at  their  own  expense 
thia  coin  so   defaced,   unless,    indeed, 
tbej  prefer    to    make  the    unfortuate 
postmaster  responsible  for  the  money  he 
IS  using  on  their  account,    they   not 
havrng  supplied  him    with   money  of 
■tandud  weight.    The  whole  position  is 
perfectly  unreasonable,  and  may  be  made 
oy  those  who  choose  to  indulge  in  this 
kind  of  freak  perfectly  ridiculous.    The 
Post  Office  would  be  placed  in  a  very 
pMsonaiatent  and  embarrassing  position 
if  this,  which  is  open  to  any  member 
of  the  community,  were  actually  done. 
What  can  be  the  use  of  perpetuating 
this  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 870  ?    There  is 
BO  practical  benefit  arising  from  it,  and, 
nnder  the   circumstances,  I  think  the 
Am^dment    of  the   hon.    Gentleman, 
whom  I  am   aorry  not  to  see   in  his 
plttos,  is  one  that  ought  to  commend 
Itself  to  the  Gk>vemment. 
*Ha.    BARINa  (London):    I    only 
want  to  point  out    one  thing.    I  am 
loite  aware  that  the  law  is  as  the  hon. 
Hember  for  Donegal  has  stated  it,  and 
^  the  obligation  lies  upon  all  persons, 
Imt,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  attended 
to  l^  no  otke  exeept  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
M.    Now,  if  thu  clause  is  passed,  the 
Bank  of  England  will  be  morally  pre- 
rented  from  doing  what  it  now  does  to 
Ktiptheonrrenoy  of  the  country  in  as 

Ka  state  as  by  this  means  is  possible. 
J  pass  thiaoiause  the  Bank  eC 


land  will  be  bound  to  return  light  gold 
to  its  depositors  instead  of  making- 
it  unfit  for  circulation,  and  thus  to* 
assist  in  the  circulation  of  light  gold,, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  is  desirable, 

♦The  OHANOBLLOR  ofthbEXOHE- 
QXTER  (lir.  Gk>scHBN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  hon.  Member 
behind  me  has  in  a  very  few  worde- 
stated  the  main  objection  to  the  clause 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  I 
admit  there  are  such  imperfections  ia 
the  law  that  it  has  broken  down  to  a 
great  extent;  but  still  there  remains 
the  security  that  the  Bank  of  EnglanA 
does  watch  over  the  gold  circulation,, 
and  does  not  allow  light  gold  to  get 
into  circulation.  As  we  are  dealing: 
with  only  a  small  part  of  the  question^ 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  repeal  the  exist- 
ing safeguards  against  the  circulation* 
of  light  gold.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  shares  the  view  that  the  pre* 
sent  protection  ought  to  be  maintained,. 
Large  sums  might  in  light  sovereigns- 
be  sent  from  abroad,  and  might  pass* 
into  circulation;  but  these  are  now 
clipped  when  received,  and  so  their 
passing  into  circulation  is  stopped.  The^ 
removal  of  the  existing  protection  woull 
increase  the  amount  of  light  gold  cur- 
rent in  the  country,  and  thus  aggravate* 
the  evil  which  we  are  now  attempting- 
to  deid  with.  Therefore  I  cannot  accept 
the  clause  now  proposed.  No  doubt  the^ 
three  years  that  have  passed  since  the 
estimate  was  made  of  the  loss  from, 
gold  coinage  have  aggpravated  the  evil,, 
and  have  caused  it  to  t>e  somewhat' 
greater  than  it  was  calculated  to  be  at- 
that  time.  I  should  be  glad  if  it  were 
possible  to  put  down  the  Third  Heading 
of  the  Bill  at  a  time  when  the  right  hon» 
Member  for  Derby  could  speak  on  the 
interesting  subject  of  the  coinage ;  but* 
in  the  present  state  of  business  I  cannot 
pledge  myself  to  any  such  arrangement^ 
although  I  gladly  acknowledge  the- 
assistance  I  have  received  from  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  should  be- 
happy  if  I  could  return  his  courtesy  by 
affording  him  a  fuller  opportunity  or 
discussion  than  is  afforded  by  thia- 
clause 

Mb."  A.  O'CONNOR :    What    about, 
the  position  of  the  Post  Office  ? 

♦Sib  E.  FOWLER:  May  I  suggest^ 
that  if  the  Bill  were  set  down  as  the- 
first  order  to  be  taken  after  midnight, 
would  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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>mfui  the  opportnnitj  for  making  that 
intanstinff  apeeoh,  to  which  I  am  sure 
ve  Bhonla  be  rlad  to  listea. 

8ra  W.  HA.ROOUET:  I  haye  no 
•desire  to  make  an  interesting  speeoh; 
-what  I  want  to  do  is  to  disoaas  the  olause, 
^and  that  has  been  mjr  ottjeot  from  the 
first.  This  olause,  as  I  understand,  is 
■direoted  to  the  question  of  relieving  the 
holders  of  light  gold  from  liabilitf  in 
Te^wot  to  its  being  below  standard 
'VMght,  and  on  that  I  was  deuroas  of 
-naking  some  obserratioas,  and  will 
-«ndeRToar  to  do  so,  and  if  I  have  the 
Aiiafortune  to  be  ont  of  order  I  will  sit 
-down  again.  TTnder  the  preaentlaw  the 
'last  holder  is  responsible  for  the  Hght- 
-neas  of  a  eovereign.  I  can  remember 
'the  extreme  inooDTenienoe  people  sus- 
tained when  Sir  R.  Feel  put  the  coinage 
in  order  more  than  40  years  ago,  and 
vben  shopkeepers  kept  soales,  weighed 
■oTereigns,  and  charged  customers  6d. 
«T  8d.  for  depreoiation.  It  isnotpoasible 
to  return  to  a  e^etem  like  that  now. 
,£ren  under  the  pressure  of  the  Amerioan 
War,  when  Lord  North  replaced  the 
-ooinage,  the  State  bore  the  cost,  not  the 
last  holder,  and  that  was  also  done  in 
4he  time  of  William  III.,  when  Sir 
Isaao  Newton  was  Master  of  the  Mint. 
The  cost  now  will  not  be  much  larger 
-than  it  was  in  the  time  of  Lord  North. 
This  Bill  adopts  the  principle  that  the 
4tate  is  to  bttar  tbe  cost  of  replacing 
the  coin.  This  clause  proposes  to  dis- 
.oharge  ererjbody,  including  the  Bank 
of  England,  from  liability  in  respect  of 
Sight  coin.  Wben  light  gold  comes  to 
4he  Bank  of  England  it  is  clipped  and 
taken  out  of  oirculation.  The  coinage 
vould  not  have  been  in  its  present  con- 
dition if  the  Bank  of  England  had  dis- 
charged thai  duty  better  and  more 
Aztenairely.  Wben  I  was  at  the  £i- 
ohequer  I  found  the  Oovemment  itself 
issuing  light  sorereigns — a  most  impro- 
5>er  prooeeding.  That  is  to  say  light 
coins  were  paid  into  the  Post  Office,  the 
<7uBtoms,  and  tbe  Inland  BuTenue  in 
large  quantities,  and  of  course  the  Grat 
■duty  of  tbe  Government  is  to  obey  the 
Act,  and  either  to  pay  the  light  gold 
into  the  Bank  of  Englaod  or  see  that  it 
is  not  repaid  by  the  Government.  I 
gave  stringent  orders  that  no  Govern- 
ment Department  should  re-issue  any 
light  gold.  The  difficulty  in  the  pro- 
vinces is  that  in  many  great  towns  there 
Are  no  branches  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
Sir  R.  Fowler 


and  therefore  money  reeeiTed  by  & 
Post  Offices  aod  other  pnhlic  depvt- 
ments  is  paid  into  private  banks,  whisli 
re-isBue  the  lizht  gold.  The  osniiBj 
bankers  keep  aU  the  best  soverfn^uid 
send  them  to  the  Bank  of  England,  ud 
thelightsovereignstheypaytothepaUie. 
That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  thsco^ 
age  has  got  into  such  a  bad  state,  ud 
this  clause  would  make  it  wens', 
reheving  the  Bank  of  England  &om 
any  obligation  whatever  in  this  reqMct. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Bsrug], 
who  upon  this  subject  speaks  with  mm 
authority,  will  allow  me  to  observe  tint 
I  think  the  Bank  of  England,  in 
enoe  to  the  coinage  as  well  as  to  oths 
matters,  ought  to  render  more  lenin 
to  the  public  in  having  more  braoehM 
in  the  country.  There  is  no  othM 
country  in  which  national  banks  do  art 
offer  greater  facilities  by  mesni  of, 
branches  than  the  Bank  of  En^sai 
does  in  this ;  and  it  ought  to  do  monii 
return  for  the  remuneration  it  rsoeiT'" 
from  the  State  and  the  advantsget 
enjoys  under  its  charter.  All  Oovscf 
ments  in  succession  have  been  respoir 
aible  for  the  coinage  being  in  its  pnM 
condition,  as  it  is  more  than  40  jM^ 
since  anything  has  been  done  to  rei^ 
light  coins.  The  life  of  a  coin  mayb 
said  to  be  '10  years,  and  after  that 
begins  to  be  light  to  a  slight  extant,! 
that  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ezoheqac" 
not  too  soon  in  beginning  to  do  sen 
thing.  But,  after  all,  the  coinage  irf 
years  ago  being  dealt  with,  thws  *i 
remain  coinage  since  then  in  almost  i 
bad  a  oondition.  I  was  about  to  U 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exohaqner  oat 
what  fund  he  proposes  to  meet  the  «■ 
or  what  he  proposes  to  do,  and  po^jN 
I  may  be  allowed  to  eay  this— u 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  it' 

disposal  a '^ — *•'"   *™j    .*— « 
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oany  assurance  of  iheir  value,  and 
•end  them  to  be  melted  for  bullion 
abroad,  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
we  are  assaying  bullion  for  foreign  mer- 
chants. I  shaU  be  glad  of  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  bear  this  in 
mind  when  he  is  considering  the  whole 
question,  and  consider  if  any  further 
secnrilnr  can  be  taken  that  the  English 
Hint  ^all  not  be  employed  in  assaying 
for  foreign  countries  for  melting  pur- 

C.  It  ia  obvious  that  there  is  a  great 
nthecoinage  by  this  means.  While 
I  conour  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer in  opposing  this  clause,  I  agree 
with  others  that  me  responsibility  for 
the  lightness  of  coins  ought  not  to  be 
pnt  upon  the  last  holder ;  but  as  this  is 

a  a  temporary  measure,  it  is  not  ex- 
ent  to  discharge  everybody  from  the 
lity  of  endeavouring  to  protect  the 
coinage.    I  hope  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  take  these  larger  matters 
into  consideration,  and,  when  he  is  able 
to  place  the  gold  coinage  in  a  sound 
condition,  that  he  will  take  every  pre- 
etution  against  its  ever  falling  again 
into  its  present  condition,  and  to  prevent 
its  being  used  illegitimately  by  being 
melted  into  bullion  as  soon  as  coined. 
*Me.  QOSCHEN  :  Perhaps  I  may  say 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  I  am  quite  favourable  to  taking 
these  laiger  questions  into  considera- 
tion.   But  it  would  be  premature  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  plans  of  the  Qco- 
▼ernment  before  I  have  reduced  them 
into  proper  form.    I  fully  admit  the  im- 
portance of  dealing  with  the  question  to 
which  the  right   hon.   Gentleman  has 
called  attention  with  regard  to  the  tak- 
ing of  gold  coins  from  this  country,  but, 
perhaps,  exaggerated  ideas  of  the  loss 
^<^atained  will  be  avoided  if  I  say  that 
the  total  annual  cost  of  the  coinage  of 
gold  is  not  much  more  than  £2,000  a 
year.  We  ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  the 
ad?antages  we  gain  by  the  high  standard 
Mid  the    universal    currency    of     our 
wvereign.    Next  Session  I  hope  to  in- 
troduce  a    measure   dealing  with  the 
incidence  of  the  loss  on  light  coins. 
.  Mb.  a.  O'OONNOE  :  I  am  sorry  the 
nghthon.  Gentleman  has  not  referred 
to  the  issue    of  light    coins    by    the 
Post  Oflice.    The  Customs  no  longer  re- 
^e  light  gold  as  they  did  some  years 
^0,  but  the  Post  Office  Authorities  still 
'fleue  light  gold  in    direct   contraven- 
^on  of  the  Statute. 


«Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  I  do  not  propose 
to  make  any  change  in  the  law;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  understand^ 
calls  on  me  to  make  a  change  in  the 
practice.     His  proposal,   as   it   8eem»- 
to  me,  would  make  it  necessary  that 
the  Post  Offices  generally  should  clip  th&- 
coins,  and  I  am  bound,  to  say  I  i£ink 
it  would  give  rise  to  a  good  deal  of 
complaint  to  introduce  that  practice  just 
upon  the  eve  of  our  dealing  with  the- 
whole  question.    I  think  it  would  cause- 
considerable  dissatisfaction,  and  I  doubt 
whether  the  advantage  that  would  arise 
from  the  adoption  of  that  practice  for^ 
six  months  would  be  equal  to  the  publio-* 
inconvenience  it  would  cause.    Of  course  • 
it  would  be  necessary  to  supply  the  post  • 
offices  with  the  necessary  plant,  and  to- 
instruct  the  officials  as  to  how  to  use  it, 
and  I  am  doubtful  whether  the  cost  of ' 
doing  so  would  not  equal  the  saving  that 
might  arise  from  taking  of  the  light 
gold  out  of  circulation  at  the  expense  of  ^ 
the  holders. 

Sir  W.  HAROOUET  :  I  do  not  think 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  alto^ 
gether  appreciated  the  point  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  remarks.     It  is  not   thought- 
necessary  that  the  Post  Office   should 
dip  the  sovereigns  and  charge  the  last  ^ 
holder  for  it,  but  that  when  the  Post 
Office  receives  light  gold  it  should  pay  it- 
into  the  Bank  of  England,  and  allow  the 
Bank  of  England  to  charge  the  Depart- 
ment with  the  loss.    It  it  were  paid  into  • 
the  Bank  it  would  not  be  re-issued.    I 
understand  that  the  practice  of  the  Post 
Office  is  to  pay  it  into  local  banks.    If' 
that  course  is  followed,  of  course  the 
local  banks  re-issue  it.    The  objection 
that  has  always  been  urged  against  my 
proposal  is  that  there  are  no  branches  of. 
the  Bank  of  England  into  which  the 
Post  Offices  can  pay  the  money.    I  am 
quite  opposed  to  the  Post  Offices  having 
scales   and    marking   the   gold    when 
received.    I  do  not  think  the  public 
would  stand  such  an  inconvenience  a8>- 
that.    I  do  think,  however,  it  is  an  evil 
that  any  public  department  should  be 
the  means  of  re-circiuating  light  gold, 

*Mb.  OOSCHEN  :  I  appreciate  the 
point  put  by  the  hon.  Metmber  and 
emphasised  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
If  the  law  were  revised  now  it  would 
doubtless  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  deal  with  this  matter.  I  certainly 
think  it  would  be  unwise  to  enforce  the 
law  strictly  with  regard  to  clipping  ooin^.. 
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l>nt  I  will  onoe  more  with  pleasore  look 
-into  the  qnestioii  of  the  responsibility 
-of  Post  Offices  for  the  re-issue  of  light 
•«oin.    I  will  see  what  regulations  can 

be  made  on  the  subject.  It  may  be 
-difficult    to    carry   out    the    suggested 

practice  in  the  smaller  Post  Offices ;  but, 
4it  any  rate,  I  will  take  the  matter  into 
-tny  consideration. 

Mb.  a.   O'CONNOR:  The    point  I 
^sh  to  bring  out  is,  that  the  last  holder 

when  he  takes  his  money  to  the  Bank  of 

England  is  penalised  to  the  extent  of 
-the  loss  of  weight,  but  he  might  protect 
riiimself  if  he  followed  the  provisions  of 

the  existing  law.  The  Post  Office 
JLuthorities  are  breaking  the  law,  be- 
-cause  they  do  not  avail  themselves  of 
-that  same  provision,  and  they  are  still 
saddling  this  charge  on  the  unfortu- 
:iiate  private  holder. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Several  verbal  Amendments  agreed^to. 

Bill  reported ;    as    amended,   to    be 
><K>nsidered  to-morrow. 

XNTERPRBTATION  BILL.  [ZorA](  No.  864.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
^Debate  on  Question  [9Ui  August], 
-**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
vtime." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

♦Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL   (Sir 
R.    Webstkb,  Isle    of    Wight):     In 
.4»king     the     House      to     read    this 
Bill     a     second     time,      I    wish    to 
say    that    it     is    a    measure    which 
iiias  been  received  with  almost  universal 
.approval.    It  has  been  introduced  in 
•order  to  make  it  clear,  without  putting 
in  technical  clauses,  ^at  Acts  of  Par- 
liament should  have  a  certain  meanine. 
An  hon.   Gentleman  opposite  has  ob- 
jected, with  regard  to  niture  Acts,  to 
tiie      word      **  England "      including 
"Wales."    Of  course  I  cannot  myseu 
express  much  sympathy  with  his  view, 
but  if  the  hon.  Member  will  kindlv  put 
•  down  such  Amendments  as  he  thinks 
necessary  to  carry  out  his  meaning,  I 
will    endeavour    to    see   whether    Uie 
operation  of  the  Act  can  be  made  en- 
■tlrely  retrospective.      Subject  to  this, 
I  hope  the  Mouse  will  consent  to  the 
•^econd  Reading,  the  Bill  being  one  which 
^     1  very  desirous  of  seeing  passed. 


\ 


Mb.  T.  ELLIS :  I  am  glad  the  hem. 
and  learned  Member  has  made  tiiii 
concession.  The  P^resident  of  the  Looil 
(Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  laat 
year  said  he  had  no  objection  to  a 
similar  proposal,  and  it  was  inserted  u 
the  Local  Government  Act  of  last  yotr. 
I  desire  to  say  that  unless  the  Amend- 
ment be  inserted  in  this  Bill,  I  ahiU 
oppose  it  on  its  future  stages. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town): 
I  quite  sympathise  with  the  saggeetioD 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  am  sony  to 
hear  the  Attorney  General  say  he  doei 
not  sympathise  with  the  national  Maa% 
of  Wales  on  this  subject.  There  ii  t 
strong  feeliog  that  Wales  is  more  dii- 
tinctfrom  England  than  probably  toy 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

•Mb.  HOBHOnSE  (Somerset,  S.): 
I  hope  that,  if  this  point  affecting  ^ 
national  feeliog  of  Wales  can  be  mfaoh 
faotorily  settled,  no  further  oppotftkm 
will  be  offered  to  this  Bill.  It  is  a  molt 
valuable  measure,  calculated  not  odIt  to 
save  the  time  and  trouble  of  Memben 
of  this  House,  but  also  the  poblic  time 
and  money  by  reducing  the  bulk  of  ov 
voluminous  Statute  Book. 

•Mb.  8.  RENDEL :  I  desire  to  oonfirm 
what  has  fallen  from  my  hon.  coUeagsfli^ 
and  to  assure  the  (Government  that  then 
is  a  very  widespread  feeling  on  tUl 
matter  in  Wales.  If  that  feeling  is  nol 
satisfied  it  will  be  our  painful  duly  to 
make  our  voices  heard  on  the  snbjeet 

Question  put,  and  ag^reed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommittol 
for  Friday. 

ARBITRATION  BILL  [lOMDa,^  (No.  MT.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonnel 
Debate  on  Question  [dm  Aogsitl 
«<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  tti 
time." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to  (Qvses*^ 
Consent  signified). 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and 
with  an  Amendment 

IBCHNIOAL  INSTRUCTION  BItk 

(No.  360.) 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Aj^^nam 
Debate  on  Question  [9Ui  Aagm 
"That  the  Bill  be  ujw  read  a seOMi 
time." 

I     Question  again  proposed. 
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«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  that  the 

House  will  consent  to  the  Bill  being 

itovread  a  second  time.  There  is,  I 
think,  a  general  deeire  to  see  it  pass  into 
liw. 

*MiL  M*LAB£N  (Cheshire,  Orewe)  : 
I  should  like  to  ask  a  qaestion  as  to  the 
interpretation  of  this  Bill  and  as  to  its 
scope.    It  is  a  Bill  of  which  I  cordially 
approTo,  and  I  rejoice  that  the  Oovern- 
ment  are  making  up  their  minds  to  pass 
it,   I  wish  to  know,  however,  whether 
it  will  be  competent  under  it  for  the 
Local  Authorities  to  make  gprants  for  the 
purposes  of  dairy  and  agricultural  edu- 
•eatioQ  f    The  whole  tenour  of  the  Bill 
•deals  with  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment,   I  believe  that  the  £5,000  which 
the  House  voted  last  year  for  agricultural 
education  was  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Agriodtural  l5epartment  of  the  Privy 
Council,   and  I   fear  very  much  that, 
unless  a  very   wide    interpretation  is 
gi?en  to  the  5  th  section  of  this  Bill,  we 
shall  find    ourselves  tied  up  to   those 
classes  of  instruction  which  are  under 
the  Department   of  Science  and  Art. 
The  Government  have  now  for  the  first 
time  adopted    the  principle  of  giving 
grants  to  agricultural   education,    but 
there  is  no  reason,  I  think,   why  Local 
Authorities  should  not  be  allowed  to 
vote  money  out  of  the  rates,  with  the 
M  consent  of  the  ratepayers,  for  the 
support     of      ag^cultural    education. 
Dajrv  schools  are  springing  up  in   a 
^aatisfaotoxT  and  even  a  surprising  man- 
ner, and  the  £5,000  voted  last  year  for 
agricultural  education  has  been  largely 
expended ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it  would 
be    fax    more     satisfactory    if    Local 
Authorities  were  distinctlv  allowed  to 
support  schools,  giving    the    technical 
hiiruc^on  they  desire.  To  take  my  own 
^^ty,  I  do  not  know  why  the  Cheshire 
'County  Oounoil  should  not  be  allowed 
to  support  agricultural  and  dairy  educa- 
tion tnroughont  the  county,  as  much  as 
other  technical  education  fbr  the  me- 
chanics of  Orewe  or  the  chemical  workers 
of  NorUiwioh.     The  matter  could  be 
dealt  with  in  Committee,   but  we  are 
«&zions  that  the  Bill  should  git  through 
Committee  after  12  o'clock  at  night,  so 
^  we  widi  eJl  contested  points  cleared 
*^y.    If  there  are  any  dmerenoes  they 
•should  be  disposed  of  now,  when  the 
Sm  cannot  be  stopped  by  a  formal  ob- 
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jection.  I  would  ask  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  to  say  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  extend  this  education  to  agri- 
cultural subjects  within  the  terms  of 
the  Bill  as  they  at  present  stand,  or,  if 
not,  whether  he  would  allow  me  to 
insert  some  words  to  provide  that  agri- 
culture sl\aU  be  included  within  the 
scope  of  the  measure.  All  that  would 
be  necessary  would  be  to  add  after  the 
Department  of  Science  and  Art  the 
words  *'  and  Board  of  Agriculture/'  or 
whatever  the  exact  designation  of  the  new 
Department  may  be.  If  the  right  hon. 
hon.  Gentleman  would  agree  to  that, 
it  would  be  largely  availed  of  and  would 
prove  an  immense  boon  to  the  agricultural 
community  of  the  country.  There  is 
a  growing  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
farmers,  and  country  people  generally, 
that  we  ought  to  do  something  to  im- 
prove our  knowledge  of  agriculture  and 
dairy  produce.  We  spend  a  fabulously 
large  amount  in  this  country  in  buy- 
ing foreign  dairy  produce,  and  most  of 
that  money  might  be  retained  at  home 
if  dairy  technical  instruction  were  pro- 
perly dfeveloped.  There  is  an  indefinite 
and  almost  infinite  amount  of  dairy 
produce  required  in  this  country.  I 
cannot  help  expressing  regret  that  the 
School  Boards  are  not  to  be  one  of  the 
Local  Authorities  to  take  this  matter 
in  hand.  They  would  be,  it  seems  to 
me,  a  much  better  authority  than  that 
proposed  where  they  exist.  Where 
uiey  do  not  exist,  I  should  be  willing 
to  try  any  other  authority.  I  know 
that  that  is  a  point  upon  which 
the  Government  will  not  give  way; 
therefore  I  hope  the  matter  will  not  oe 
pressed.  We  must  make  the  best  of  it, 
and  trust  that,  at  some  future  time,  the 
Act  may  be  extended  to  School  Boards^ 
and  made  wider  in  its  application. 
♦The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  FOB  EDUCATION  rSir  W. 
Hart  Dtkb,  Kent,  Dartford):  By 
the  leave  of  the  House  I  would  explain 
this  point.  The  difllculfy  in  the  hon. 
MemDer*s  mind  no  doubt  arises  from 
the  ancient  difficulty  of  drawing  up  any 
exact  definition  of  technical  instruction. 
The  Definition  Clause  first  mentions  the 
different  species  of  instruction  already 
sanctioned  by  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment to  which  grants  are  given, 
and  then  come  the  words  **  or  any  other 
form  of  instruction  which  may  for  the 
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time  being  be  sanctioiied  by  the  De- 
partment." I  presume  that  the  point 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers  will 
be  favourably  reeeiyed  by  the  Depart- 
ment  when  a  demand  is  made  for  the 
recognition  of  that  particular  form  of 
instruction.  As  I  understand,  the  fact 
of  the  Qoyemment  haying  giyen  a 
grant  already  in  fayour  of  dairy  farm- 
ing will  not  prevent  such  instruction 
being  extended  under  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MATHEB  (Lancashire,  S.  E. 
Gorton)  :  In  rising  to  support  the  Bill 
as  it  is  to  be  amended,  I  desire  to  say 
that  in  its  present  form  it  could  not 
have  been  acceptable  to  this  side  of  the 
House.  I  am  happy  to  say,  however, 
that  the  Oovemment  have  accepted 
Amendments  which  will  touch  the  point 
raised  by  the  Member  for  Orewe,  and 
will  in  no  way  interfere  with  the  pre- 
sent functions  performed  by  School 
Board  districts,  while  at  the  same  time 
they  will  enable  the  Bill  to  be  of  the 
greatest  use  in  country  districts  where 
no  School  Board  Authority  exists.  I 
feel  that  it  is  important  that  we  should 
at  this  period  of  the  Session  come  to  an 
unanimous  decision  to  pass  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  BiU  to-day,  in  order  that 
we  may  at  the  earliest  time  make  a 
commencement  in  that  new  departure 
in  practical  education,  which  is  so 
necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the  country* 
I  deplore,  as  most  of  my  friends  deplore 
the  lact  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Manchester  was  not  accepted 
by  the  House.  It  was  a  Bill  comprehen- 
sive in  its  scope  and  wide  enough  to  take 
in  all  questions  of  manual  and  technical 
instruction,  from  education  in  infant 
schools  to  higher  and  secondary  educa- 
tion. But,  of  course,  it  is  difficult  in  a 
Bill  of  that  kind,  raising  contentious 
points,  to  get  the  House  generally  to 
agree  to  it,  particularly  at  a  late  period 
of  the  Session.  The  Oovemment,  as  I 
xmderstand,  have  now  introduced  a 
Bill  which  eliminates  for  the  time 
being  the  questions  of  denominational 
and  School  Board  education,  and 
which  starts  from  the  point  at  which 
science  and  art  teaching  and  technical 
instruction  may  be  undertaken  by  Local 
Authorities,  constituting  themselves 
authorities  for  the  purpose,  or  by 
Sdiool  Boards,  or,  failing  the  one  or 
the  other,  by  Local  Authorities  under  a 
rate  of  Id.  in  the£l.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  if  the  Bill  passes  with  the 
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Amendments  which  have  been  soggested 

to  the  Government,  it  will  become  at 

once  a  very  great  boon  to  our  indostnAl 

and  manufacturing  districts,  and  also  to 

those  districts  wmoh  the  Member  for 

Crewe  represents.     I  have  taken  it  for 

granted  from  the  first  that  sohookneotf^ 

sary  to  promote  the  interests  of  tbo 

agricultural  classes  are  included  in  ibis 

Bill.     Some  of  my  friends  coDsider  that 

the  Bill  constitutes  another  educstioiial 

authority  in  large  towns  and  Ehdiool 

Board  districts.     If    I   thought  so,  it 

would  be  impossible  for  me  to  support 

the  Bill;    but  the    Gk>vemment  bavo 

undertaken  that  Amendments  shsll  be 

put  into  it  providing  that  where  Scbod 

Boards  exist,  and  are  now  exerdaii^ 

such  authority  as  is  necessary  to  promote 

technical  education,  they  shall  have  the 

power  to  demand  from  the  Local  Autbo- 

rity  such  means  as  they  may  require,  in 

order  to  promote  the  well-being^  of  their 

schools.      The   School    Boards  of  onr 

large  towns  have  already  undertakeaveiy 

important  work  in  that  direction,  ui^ 

the  Science  and  Art  Department  reoeite 

now  a  grant  in  aid  for  the  work  thejde 

in  connection  with  the  higher  brsncbesof 

technical  instruction.  But  there  is  a  want 

of  funds,  and  the  fees  are  so  high  that  the 

working  classes  cannot  avail  themselvesai 

much  as  is  desirable  of  the  benefits  wbiob 

such  schools  are  capable  of  sappljio^ 

Instead  of  there  being  some  hondreoa  of 

children  of  from  14  to  17  years  of  age 

attending  the  night  schools,  and  also  the 

schools  that  the    School   Boards  ha^ 

established    for    technical  instroefiflOt 

very  few  boys   from    the    elementaif 

schools  are  able  to  attend,  conseqoea^ 

very  littie  good  is  done.     But  there  wm 

be  an  opportunity  of  extending  thia  wont 

into  other  branches  of  education.  I3ia* 

will  be  laboratories  and  manual  traiie 

ing,  •  and     the   technical     training  ' 

various    kinds     will     be    adapted  ^ 

the    wants   of   the    different  diitii^ 

Under  these  circumstances  we  oaa  ii 

appreciate    the    enormous    advaat^p* 

that  will  accrue  to  the  industrial  chsK^ 

from  the  passage  of  this  Bill  du^f 

the  present  Sesssion.  I  fully  ^7^^^^^ 

with  the  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Qerfj^ 

man  the  Vice  President  of  the  OoM* 

that  this  Bill  should  be  read  a  seeo* 

time  to-day  without  any  undue  ^"Jj 

sion.   I  sincerely  trust  that  we  may  HP 

afternoon  be  enabled  to  obtain  aMj 

preesion  of  opinion  both  from  tlwi*  ^ 
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support  the  Bill  and  from  those  who  are 
in  doubt  with  regard  to  the  Amend  aient 
which,  we  are  told,  will  be  accepted,  in 
order  that  the  House  may  hereafter 
hare  an  opportunity  of  making  the 
measure  one  that  will  be  satisfactory  not 
only  to  the  friends  of  education  gener- 
ally, but  to  the  country  at  large. 

Mb.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbuir,  E.}  : 
There  are  some  of  us  on  this  side  of  tne 
House  who  are  in  a  difficulty  with 
regard  to  this  measure.  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  admits, 
it  is  not  so  perfect  as  to  enable  him  to 
^Ve  it  his  full  support  in  its  present 
form,  although  he  says  he  is  prepared 
to  Tote  for  the  Second  Beading,  because 
in  private  conferences  he  has  had  with 
the  heads  of  the  Educational  Depart- 
ment they  promised  to  insert  Amend- 
ments which,  in  his  opinion,  will  render 
the  Measure  acceptable  to  the  House. 

Mr.  MATBER  :  Allow  me  to  say 
there  were  no  private  conferences  at  all. 
What  has  taken  place  has  been  the 
result  of  lone  negotiations  with  hon. 
Members  on  mis  side  of  the  House  who 
have  for  many  years  been  connected 
with  the  movement  in  favour  of  techni- 
cal education,  who  have  been  Members 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Technical 
Bducation,  and  who  have  had  this  ques- 
tion much  more  at  heart  than  many 
hon. Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Benches. 
Mb.  ROWLANDS :  I  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Hoyal  Ck)mmission  on  Tech- 
nical Education,  but  at  the  same  time  I 
naay  say  that  I  hare  made  myself  con- 
versant with  the  needs  of  the  working 
classes  on  this  subject,  and,  having 
passed  through  the  workshop  myself,  I 
think  I  have  some  knowledge  of  what  is 
paired.  We  have  at  the  present  time 
^  grand  school  in  the  Technical  Insti- 
^te,  and  I  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
hat  work.  The  mistake  which  has  been 
n^e  is  that  a  certain  number  of 
^tlemen  constitute  themselves  the 
^rdians  of  technical  instruction,  and 
ct  by  themselves,  whereas  they  might 
Ave  taken  as  into  their  confidence  and 
Uowed  OS  to  have  something  to  say  on 
^e  subject.  Well,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
Ifr.  Mather)  tells  us  he  has  arrived  at 
^^  conclusion  in  considtation  with  his 
nends  that  will  tend  to  make  the  Bill 
>nu)]etey  and  I  think  that  before  we 
^  it  a  second  time — I  do  not  suggest 
lat  we  should  be  responsible  for  throw- 
^  it  out,  because  technical  instouotion 
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is  a  very  important  matter — we  ought  to 
have  some  indication  as  to  the  way  in 
which  it  is  proposed  to  amend  the 
measure.  We  have,  however,  learnt 
that  it  is  intended  to  put  the  Educational 
Authorities  throughout  the  country  in 
what  is  said  to  be  their  proper  place,  by 
sweeping  away  those  that  nave  existed! 
since  1870,  and  placing  in  their  stead 
Local  Authorities,  who  at  present  have 
nothing  to  do  with  education.  This,  to 
me,  is  a  most  surprising  proposition, 
and  one  that  renders  the  BiU  thoroughly^ 
objectionable.  If,  however,  the  Amend- 
ments that  are  to  be  accepted  will  have 
the  effect  of  putting  the  Local  Autho- 
rities of  the  great  towns  in  their  proper 
position,  I  should  be  glad  to  accede  to 
them ;  but  we  ought  at  least  to  know 
how  far  this  result  will  be  achieved.  It 
would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  woidd  state  to  the 
House  before  the  Bill  is  read  a 
second  time  what  are  the  Amendments 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  accepts 

♦Mb.   H.   STEWART    (Spalding):  I 
would  point  out  that  we  are  now  discus- 
sing ^an  Amended  Bill  that    has  been 
altered  in  order  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
many  hon.  Members,  but  I  may  say,  for 
myself,   that  I  have  been  no  parly  to 
what  has  been  arranged,  and  therefore 
do  not   feel  myself  bound   by    it.      T 
would  remind  the  House  that  we  are 
now  entirely    re-opening  the  question 
as    settled    by   the  Education   Act  of 
1 870.     I  desire  to  see  whatever  powers 
may  be  granted  by  this    Bill  placed 
under  the  control  of  educational  authori- 
ties elected  by  the  people.  We  are  simply- 
anxious  to   continue  the  development 
of  the  educational  work  commenced  in. 
1 870,  and  we  want  to  see  an  efficient  con- 
trol given  to  the  elected    educational, 
authorities  of  the  towns  and  districts  in 
which  the  education  is  to  be  given.  If  this 
be  the  spirit  of  the  Amendment  conceded 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  will,  1 
think,  not  only  commend  itself  to  the 
House ;  but  to  all  who  feel  the  slightest 
interest  in  this  important  matter. 

VisoouOT  ORANBORNE  (Derwent) : 
I  congratulate  the  Government  and  the 
House  on  the  manner  in  which  this  Bill 
has  been  received.  The  Government 
have  indicated  that  they  are  prepared 
to  accept  Amendments  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  are  desirous  of 
inserting  in  the  Bill,  and  I  think  there 
is  reason  to  hope  that  there  will  be  no 
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limited  in  its  oharaoter.  We  baye  had 
one  or  two  very  important  modifications 
of  its  provisions,  and  now  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  has  made  an  announcement  of 
yery  critical  importance,  of  such  great 
importance  that  he  and  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  admit  it  is  reasonable 
the  (3ommittee  should  ask  for  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  until 
the  situation  is  thoroughly  recognised. 
The  Attorney  General  has  intimated 
that  certain  clauses  are  to  be  introduced, 
one  with  regard  to  the  limitation  of  the 
liability  of  the  landlord  to  the  amount 
of  the  rent.  I  would  ask  him  to  tell  us 
if  he  proposes  also  to  limit  the  Liability 
of  the  tenant  as  to  the  payment  of  the 
tithe  rent-charge  to  the  amount  of  the 
Tent  payable  by  him.  I  think,  too,  the 
-Government  ought  to  give  us  some  in- 
formation as  to  the  general  course  of 
business. 

♦Mr.  G.  0.  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :  I  appeal  to  the  Government 
to  consider  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances in  which  we  now  find  ourselves, 
it  would  not  be  better  to  drop  the 
Bill  altogether.  It  is  now  the  middle 
of  August,  and  we  are  confronted 
with  a  new  Bill  which  will  require 
many  days  to  properly  discuss.  If  the 
-Government  persevere  in  their  present 
intention  the  House  will  probably  be 
kept  sitting  until  the  end  of  September. 

Mb.  a.  8.  HILL  (SteflPordshire, 
Xingswinford) :  A  great  many  of  us 
are  afraid  that  by  the  present  measure 
the  additional  power  of  recovery  will 
increase  the  capital  value  of  tithes.  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
the  Government  will  be  prepared  next 
Session  to  bring  in  a  Bill  so  that  this 
measure  may  not  have  this  effect  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden) :  I  wish  to  congratulate  the 
G-ovemment  on  the  step  they  have 
taken,  and  also  to  congratulate  the 
House  on  the  effect  of  its  deci- 
eions  and  deliberations.  Then  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  Government  will 
embody  in  the  new  Bill  some  of  the 
clauses  proposed  by  Lord  Salisbury  in 
the  BiU  of  1887  ?  If  the  Government 
are  going  to  transfer  payment  to  the 
owner,  I  think  they  ouffht  to  protect 
him  to  some  extent  as  wdl  as  the  occu- 
pier. Will  the  Government  insert 
clauses  in  the  new  Bill  dealing  with  the 

^e  where   there   is    no   rent   to  pay 

Vr.  A.  Of'Connor 


Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  think 
the  best  thinff  for  the  (Government  to  do 
is  to  inform  the  House  what  is  to  be  the 
course  of  public  business  to- lay  and  to- 
morrow. Is  it  intended,  after  having 
suddenly  suspended  the  consideration  <^ 
the  Irish  Votes,  as  suddenly  to  take  them 
up  again  ?  Do  the  Government  propose 
to  take  Supply  to-day  and  the  Tithe  Bill 
to-morrow  ? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  Irish 
Members  object  to  take  the  Irish  Votes 
which  are  on  the  Paper  to-day  the 
Government  will  not  press  them.  Then 
it  is  only  reasonable  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment  should  not  proceed  with  the  Tithe 
Bill  to-morrow.  We  hope  to  put  down 
on  the  Paper  to-morrow  the  Amend- 
ments which  are  to  be  proposed,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  possible  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill  on  Friday.  Arrangements  will 
be  made,  as  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  who  desire  to 
consider  the  Estimates,  and  in  making 
the  arrangements  last  week  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Irish  Estimates  the 
Government  had  entertained  the  hope 
that  four  days  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient for  their  consideration.  I  admit 
that  the  hope  was  an  illusory  one,  but 
such  was  the  expectation  last  week.  In 
the  course  of  the  afternoon  I  will  en- 
deavour to  come  to  an  arrangement  &r 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members  as  to 
the  business  for  to-morrow,  and  I  will 
state  at  the  close  of  the  Sitting  what  the 
business  will  be.  In  making  the  changes 
proposed  we  have  endeavoured  to  niest 
what  we  believe  to  be  the  general  detft 
of  both  sides  of  the  House,  but  oiTonBi* 
stances  have  rendered  it  nnavoidaUe 
that  these  changes  should  be  annonneed 
without  much  notice  to  the  House.  I 
appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  give  fair  con- 
sideration to  the  proposals  made  by  the 
Government,  because  they  will  be  framed 
in  such  a  manner  as  will  meet  all  ^ 
objections  against  the  measure,  and  con- 
ciliate the  support  of  those  hon.  Geotie- 
men  who  sit  behind  the  Government  and 
all  those  who  desire  to  see  such  a  measore 
connected  with  tithe  carried.  In  tiieee 
circumstances,  I  ask  the  Oommittee  to 
consent  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  a.  S.  HILL:  Whatis  to  be  tei 
as  to  future  legislation  ? 

«Mb.   W.   H.  SMITH:  I  think  dii 
quite  enough  for   the  Gbvemmeal  ^ 
aeal  with  the  business  they  have  in : 
at  present. 
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Mjl  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
riek's):  When  are  we  to  understand 
the  Irish  Estimates  will  be  taken  ? 

The  OHIEP  SEORBTART  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpoub,  Man- 
<ihe^,  E.^:  The  Gbvemment  are 
luudoos  to  consult  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  as  to  the  order  in  which  the 
EBJimates  should  be  taken.  I  under- 
stand that  the  Irish  Members  wish  to 
take  the  Vote  for  the  Land  Oommis* 
oon  first,  and  after  that  to  take  the 
Yotee  in  their  natural  order — ^that  is  to 
say,  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  Vote  and  the 
Chief  Secretary's  Vote  and  so  on. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
ihire):  Do  the  Government  intend  to 
take  to-day  the  Interpretation  Bill  and 
the  Technical  Instruction  Bill  ?  With 
regard  to  the  Interpretation  Bill,  I 
moat  offer  the  strongest  opposition  to 
one  of  the  clauses ;  and  with  respect  to 
the  Technical  Education  Bill,  I  under- 
stand many  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  have  objections  either  to 
the  Bill  itself  or  to  certain  clauses. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  first-named 
Bill  is  important,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
Uember  stands  alone  in  his  objection  to 
^y  portion  of  that  measure.  It  is  not 
generally  opposed  in  any  part  of  the 
Booae.  Strong  representations  have 
been  made  to  me  by  hon.  Friends  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  regarding  the 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  and  pointing 
•ont  that  it  should  be  passed  this 
^^on.  I  am  anxious  that  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill;  but  if  the  measure 
taatrongly  objected  to  the  Gt>vernment, 
of  coarse,  must  give  way. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
^gain  upon  Friday. 

COINAGE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  BILL. 
(No.  321 .) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

New  (Clause  (Defacing  g^ld  coin 
^mder  weight  not  to  be  obligatory). — 
iMr.  Montagu.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the 
^ose  be  read  a  second  time." 

Tn  OHAIBMAN  caUed  on  Sir  B. 
Powler. 


Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  B.)  : 
On  a  point  of  order.  Sir,  I  beg  to  remind 
you  that  I  was  in  possession  last  night 
at  12  o'clock  when  the  discussion  dosed. 

The  OHAIBMAN :  There  is  no  right 
to  resume  Debate  on  that  account. 
♦SibB.  FOWLEB  (London) :  I  merely 
wish,in  relation  to  this  olause,to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer  to  the  very  bad  state  in  which 
a  ffreat  deal  of  the  gold  coinage  in  cir* 
ouTation  is  at  the  present  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is,  no  doubt,  quite 
aware  of  this,  and  I  will  only  mention  it 
as  a  question  of  some  gravity,  to  which 
I  hope  during  the  Recess  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  give  atten- 
tion, and  that  he  will  see  his  way  to 
deal  with  the  subject  next  Session. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  (Derby):  I 
understand  that  last  night  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  objected  to  the  inser- 
tion of  this  clause,  and  I  confess  I  think 
his  objection  was  well  founded,  for  the 
clause  would  destroy  altogether  such 
security  as  we  have  against  the  circula- 
tion of  depreciated  gold  coins  and 
damaged  g^ld  coins,  which  certainly  it 
is  very  necessary  to  maintain.  There 
is  no  doubt  the  condition  of  the  coinage 
of  the  country  has  fallen  into  a  state 
not  creditable  to  the  greatest  commercial 
country  in  the  world.  Everybody  must 
admit  that.  For  a  short  time  when  I 
was  at  the  Exchequer  I  had  to  consider 
the  subject,  and  I  certainly  thought  it 
required  immediate  attention.  The 
estimate  made  at  that  time  of  the  sum 
that  would  be  required  to  put  the  g^ld 
coinage  in  a  proper  condition  was 
between  £600,000  and  £700,000,  and 
no  doubt  the  three  years  that  have  since 
elapsed  have  still  further  deteriorated 
the  coins  and  they  are  in  a  worse  con- 
dition, so  that  the  sum  required  is  still 
larger.  It  is  not  creditable  to  England 
which  has  a  gold  currency — and  I  am 
very  glad  we  have — that  we  should 
have  this  gold  currency  depreciated  to 
the  amount  of  half  a  million  sterling* 
Our  gold  coinage  has  been  for  a  long 
time  the  basis  of  the  monetary  system 
of,  I  may  say,  the  whole  world,  and  I 
think  one  of  the  first  duties  of  the 
Government  should  be  to  put  that 
coinage  into  a  proper  condition.  I  am 
▼ery  glad  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  begun  this  duty,  though 
in  a  tentative  and  experimental  way,  for, 
of  course,  it  is  only  with  a  small  part  of 
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the  qneBtion  that  this  Bill  deab.  I  am 
glad  of  it,  for  many  reasons,  but  par- 
ticularly because  it  indicates  that  the 
.Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  still  intends 
that  we  shall  keep  gold  as  the  basis  of 
the  currency  of  the  country,  and  that  he 
has  not  adopted  any  new-fangled  ideas 
of  U-metallism,  which  would  certainly 
have  the  effect  of  driving  gold  from  the 
country,  and  all  the  money  spent  on  the 
restoration  of  the  gold  coinage  would  be 
so  much  wasted  expenditure.  This  Bill 
can  only  be  justi6ed  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
means  to  maintain  gold  as  the  basis  of 
our  currency.  Of  course,  the  first  ques- 
jtion  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  to  consider  is,  who  is  to  bear  the 
cost  of  restoring  the  gold  coinage  of  the 
country? 

The  chairman  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but 
he  is  not  spetJdng  to  the  clause  before 
the  Committee. 

SiA  W.  HARCOURT:  I  would  ask  in- 
dulgence at  this  time  of  the  Session,  other- 
wise I  must  move  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill,  in  order  that  I  may  have  more 
latitude  in  discussion.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Elxchequer  is  well  aware  that  I 
have  forwarded  the  progress  of  this 
Bill,  and  I  understood  that  I  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  making  a  state- 
ment on  this  subject;  but,  unfortunately, 
there  seem  to  be  po  many  restrictions 
surrounding  us  now,  that  I  scaicely 
know  bow  it  is  possible  to  express  an 
opinion  on  this  or  any  other  subject. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  opportu- 
nity for  a  general  statement  is  on  the 
Second  Reading,  and  it  arises  again  on 
the  Third  Reading;  but  a  general 
statement  cannot  be  made  on  the  ques- 
tion of  inserting  a  particular  clause. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  It  is  useless 
to  talk  of  discussion  upon  the  Third 
Reading,  because,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  that  stage  is  an  idle  form.  I 
should  have  thought  that  one  might 
have  been  allowed  to  make  some  ob- 
servations on  this  clause ;  but  if  that  is 
not  so,  I  can  only  regret  that  a  Bill 
which  is  certainly  of  very  considerable 
importance  should  be  passed  without 
discussion  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  regret  that 
at  this  stage  it  is  not  competent  for 
die  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pursue 
interesting   topic,    but    probably 

Sir    W.  Harcowrt 


he  will  find  the  oppottunity  to  do 
so  on  the  consideration  of  the  Report 
In  regard  to  the  clause  which  it  is  pio* 

SDsed  to  add,  I  desire  to  urge  upon  the 
hancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tas  very 
reasonable  character  of  the  propoaa) 
embodied  in  it.  At  present  the  law  b 
regard  to  light  g^ld  coins  is  of  a  veij 
extraordinary  character.  Anyone  b^ng^ 
tendered  a  gold  coin  below  a  certun 
standard  of  weight  is  bound  there  and 
then,  being  provided— and  the  law  son- 
templates  that  he  shall  be  provided^ 
with  a  pair  of  scales,  to  take  oat  the 
scales  and  weigh  the  coin. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I  v» 
to  order.  This  is  the  very  argument  I 
was  trying  to  pursue  on  this  clause.  It 
was  upon  the  liabili^  to  replsoe 
light  gold  coins  that  I  was  spesk* 
ing,  and  I  thought  it  was  most 
material  in  reference  to  this  danie 
which  proposes  that  no  person  thitt 
have  imposed  upon  him  the  liabOitjr  t» 
destroy  a  light  gold  coin,  as  is  tits 
law  now;  I  had  agreed  that  the^  Cfhsa- 
cellor  of  the  Elxohequer  was  right  is 
opponng  the  clause,  and  was  abont  to 
reror  to  what  had  been  done  in  formflr 
times  when  you.  Sir,  stopped  me.  I 
was  speaking  on  this  clause,  as  I 
thought,  in  the  most  legitimate  way. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  sorry  if  I 
misunderstood  the  right  hon.  Oeatls- 
man,  and  interrupted  him  in  the  dismis- 
sion of  the  clause.  I  confess  I  vas 
greatly  deceived,  for  I  thought  he  vss 
entering  upon  a  wider  discussion  ett* 
bracing  such  questions  as  bi-metattiMr 
the  maintenance  of  a  gold  curreoc^  sad 
the  cost  of  restoring  the  gold  coinsgS' 
If  he  was  discussing  the  clause,  whiflitl 
confess  I  thought  he  was  not,  he  hsi  ft^ 
perfect  right  to  continue  to  do  so. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  had  msds* 
parenthetical  remark  upon  bi-metaUi^ 
and  had  passed  away  from  that  and  «i* 
discussing  the  question  of  who  ^^**^ 
pay  for  the  replacing  of  light  gold,  *ad 
at  the  moment  you  stopped  me,  S^^ 
was  about  to  refer  to  the  policy  of  » 
Robert  Peel,  and  what  had  been  daat 
in  previous  periods. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  To  disoa«tt» 
point  is  scarcely  relevant,  for  I  hsdviir 
vited  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  |i^ 
ceed. 

Mk.  A.  O'CONNOR :  I  was  ob^ 
in^  upon  the  conditions  imposed  ^9j^ 
existing  law  whereby  any  person 
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teodered  a  |aeoe  of  light  gold  is  then 

md  theie  required    to    weigh,    oat, 

break   or    deface    it.      That     is    an 

obli^tioQ  thrown  upon  every  member 

of  the  oommmiity,  which  I  wUl  yenture 

to  say  in  999  caaee  out  of  a  1,000  it  is 

perfectly  impossible  to  discharge.    It  is 

ao  obligation  the  discharge  of  which  is 

attended  with  considerable  risk;  in  point 

olfMt,  it  is  an  obligation  impossible  to 

diaeharge.    But  see  the  absurd  position 

in  which  the  Government  may  be  placed 

nnder  the  existing  law.    If  I  casn  at  a 

poet  office  an  order  for  £1  and  receive 

the  money  from  an  agent  of  the  Gk>v6rn- 

ment,  I  am  not  only  entitled,  bat  I  am 

bound  to  examine  the  money,  and  if  it 

u  light,  as  it  very  often  is,  I  am  re- 

nd  to  deface  the  coin.      Suppose, 
fore,  an  individual  goes  to  a  post 
office  and  defaces,  in  accordance  with  the 
directionsof  the  Statute,  the  money  which 
theGovemmenthandhim  in  dischargeof 
their  fiscal  obligation,  what  is  the  posi- 
tion of  the  (Government  ?    They  will  be 
b(mnd  to  replace  at  their  own  expense 
this  coin  so   defaced,   unless,   indeed, 
they  prefer    to    make  the    unfortuate 
postmaster  responsible  for  the  money  he 
u  psiDg  on  their  account,    they   not 
having  supplied  him    with   money  of 
■tandard  weight.    The  whole  position  is 
perfectly  unreasonable,  and  may  be  made 
by  those  who  choose  to  indulge  in  this 
™d  of  freak  perfectly  ridiculous.    The 
Post  Office  would  be  placed  in  a  very 
uooi&flistent  and  embarrassing  position 
if  this,  which  is  open  to  any  member 
of  the  community,  were  actually  done. 
What  can  be  the  use  of  perpetuating 
this  clause  of  the  Act  of  1 870  ?    There  is 
BO  practical  benefit  arising  from  it,  and, 
vnder  the   circumstances,  I  think  the 
Amendment    of  the    hon.    Gentleman, 
whom  I  am   sorry  not  to  see   in  his 
pltoe,  is  one  that  ought  to  commend 
its^  to  the  GK>vemment. 
♦Ma.    BABING  (London):    I    only 
want  to  point  out    one  thing.    I  am 

Sute  aware  that  the  law  is  as  the  hon. 
ember  for  Donegal  has  stated  it,  and 
^  the  obligation  lies  upon  all  persons, 
^t,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  attended 
to  by  no  one  except  the  Bank  of  £ng- 
Ittd.  Now,  if  this  dause  is  passed,  the 
Bank  of  England  will  be  morally  pre- 
^onted  from  doing  what  it  now  does  to 
Essp  the  oorrenoy  of  the  country  in  as 
pood  a  state  as  by  this  means  is  possible. 
*  we  pass  thisoiaose  the  Bank  o£  Eng- 


land will  be  bound  to  return  light  gold 
to  its  depositors  instead  of  making- 
it  unfit  for  circulation,  and  thus  to- 
assist  in  the  circulation  of  light  gold,, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  is  desirable. 

♦The  OHANOBLLOR  oftheEXOHE- 
OIJEB  (lir.  GbsoHEK,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  hon.  Member 
behind  me  has  in  a  very  few  worde- 
stated  the  main  objection  to  the  clause 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  I 
admit  there  are  such  imperfections  m 
the  law  that  it  has  broken  down  to  a 
great  extent;  but  still  there  remaine 
the  security  that  the  Bank  of  England 
does  watch  over  the  gold  circulation,, 
and  does  not  allow  light  gold  to  get 
into  circulation.  As  we  are  dealing: 
with  only  a  small  part  of  the  questioni 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  repeal  the  exist- 
ing safeguards  against  the  circulation* 
of  light  gold.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  shares  the  view  that  the  pre* 
sent  protection  ought  to  be  maintained.. 
Large  sums  might  in  light  sovereigns- 
be  sent  from  abroad,  and  might  pass* 
into  circulation;  but  these  are  now 
clipped  when  received,  and  so  their 
passing  into  circulation  is  stopped.  The< 
removal  of  the  existing  protection  woiddi 
increase  the  amount  of  light  gold  cur- 
rent in  the  country,  and  thus  aggravate- 
the  evil  which  we  are  now  attempting^ 
to  deal  with.  Therefore  I  cannot  accept 
the  clause  now  proposed.  No  doubt  tne- 
three  years  that  have  passed  since  the 
estimate  was  made  oi  the  loss  from, 
g^ld  coinage  have  aggravated  the  evil,, 
and  have  caused  it  to  t'C  somewhat- 
greater  than  it  was  calculated  to  be  at- 
that  time.  I  should  be  glad  if  it  were 
possible  to  put  down  the  Third  Heading 
of  the  Bill  at  a  time  when  the  right  hon» 
Member  for  Derby  could  speak  on  the 
interesting  subject  of  the  coinage ;  but 
in  the  present  state  of  business  I  cannot 
pledge  myself  to  any  such  arrangement,, 
although  I  gladly  acknowledge  the- 
assistance  I  have  received  from  the^ 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  and  should  be- 
happy  if  I  could  return  his  courtesy  by 
affording  him  a  fuller  opportunity  or 
discussion  than  is  afforded  by  thie- 
clause. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:    What    about, 
the  position  of  the  Post  Office  ? 

♦Sir  B.  FOWLER:  May  I  suggest- 
that  if  the  Bill  were  set  down  as  the- 
first  order  to  be  taken  after  midnight- 
it  would  give  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
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in  Scotland  it  is  12*3;  so  that^  while  in 
Sootland  we  have  a  higher  standard 
than  England  and  an  increased  age,  the 
nnmher  of  children  in  school  attendance 
is  proportionately  less  than  in  England 
at  the  present  moment.  This  is  a  result 
which  cannot  be  termed  very  satisfactory. 
Another  point  has  reference  to  the 
school  supply.  The  Scotch  Education 
Department  tell  us  that,  in  1882,  there 
was  accommodation  for  274,000  children. 
In  1872  the  Board  of  Education  took 
statistics  as  to  the  amount  of  school 
accommodation  in  Sootland,  and  they 
divided  it  uuder  three  different  heads — 
namely,  good,  bad,  and  indifferent. 
These  facts  were  most  carefully  tabu- 
lated ;  but  we  have  it  represented  here 
by  the  Department  as  if  the  figures  only 
related  the  amount  of  accommodation 
provided  in  the  State-aided  schools, 
whereas  it  was  known  there  were  other 
schools  superior  to  those  on  the  annual 
great  list  which  gave  accommodation  of 
a  kind  that  could  not  be  impeached.  If 
the  Scotch  Education  Department  vdshed 
to  make  a  fair  comparison  they  had 
nothing  more  to  do  than  to  give  us  the 
statistics  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
which  set  forth  the  amount  of  accommo- 
dation existing  in  1872,  and  then  to 
compare  that  with  the  accommodation 
now  provided.  It  is  not  as  if  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  were  not 
aware  of  this.  Their  attention  has  been 
called  to  it  for  years,  and  the  only 
explanation  of  their  action  is  that  they 
are  wilfully  persisting  in  a  wrong  system. 
At  the  end  of  their  Report  they  give  us 
a  table  which  is  very  significant,  and 
shows  the  fallacious  principle  on  which 
their  statistics  are  made  up.  They  say 
that  about  one  seventh  of  the  children  in 
Scotland  attend  the  higher  schools  in 
which  the  payment  is  paid  a  week  and 
upwards.  Well,  the  Scotch  Department 
know  that  that  is  not  true.  By  a 
Betum  issued  about  a  year  ago  it  was 
shown  that  the  number  was  not  much 
more  than  one-half  of  that.  This  table 
brings  them  to  a  most  extraordinary 
result.  If  this  table  is  correct,  there  is 
:not  a  single  child  in  Scotland  between 
the  ages  of  7  and  12  who  is  not  attend- 
ing school,  deducting  of  course  the  one* 
seventh  found  in  the  higher  schools. 
That  is  a  most  marvellous  result.  I 
venture  to  say  it  is  a  result  which  is  un- 
precedented in  any  part  of  the  world. 
Mi  that  is  not  all.    To  show  the  perfeo- 
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tion  with  which  the  Scotch  Edoostion 
Department  work  their  statistiee  lai  ae 
also  point  out  that  there  are  on  tb» 
school  registers,  23,886  more  di3dfe& 
between  Uie  ages  of  7  and  12  thta  thtie 
are  children  of  such  ages  in  Sootlinl 
The  Department  have  had  their  attoft- 
tion  called  to  this  because  they  bff» 
taken  the  trouble  to  calculate  ihs  per- 
centage of  the  children  on  the  vM 
register  compared  with  the  children  b 
existence.     The  Department  know  q«t» 
well  that  there  are  not  one-seventk  of 
the  children  between  the  ages  of  7  ud 
12  in  non-State-aided  schools.     Th0j 
know  that  for  years  past  the  Sofaool 
Board  system  has  been  working  dova 
all  the    private  schools,  indeed,  dMj 
themselves  have  issued  a  Betam  Aow- 
ihg  clearly  that  there  are  not  morethiA 
70,000  or  80,000  children  in  noo  Bute- 
aided  schools,  whereas  they  r^reseot 
that  there   are  between   120,000  and 
130,000  children  in  such  schools.   Th» 
Department  themselves  find  great  f»ilt 
with  the  school  attendance,  butperfatps, 
before  dealing  with  the    question  of 
school  attendance  I  may  refer  to  that  of 
the  school  supply.     I  find  that  last  year 
the    af  erage    attendance  inereaaed  bj 
4,500,   while  the    school    sup|^  vae 
increased  by  9,500  places.     If  one  loob 
back  at  the  Beports  of  the  Departmest 
he  finds  that,  according  to  the  Bapetf* 
ment,  the  school  supply  in  Scotland  i^ 
practically  complete.     In  Scotland  the 
school  accommodation  is  a  heavy  budfls 
upon  the  local  ratepayers,  and  in  tiie 
Highlands  especially  is  the  eanae  <h 
the  distress  in  school  matters.     We  ai^ 
told  that  there  is   in   Sootland  sokool 
accommodation  for  687,000,  and  ]f«ltto 
average    attendance    is    only  49(f,(M<- 
That  is  to  say,  we  have  aocommodaft* 
for   200,000   more  children  than  te» 
are  in  average  attendance,  andthb^^ 
after  we  have  increased  the  specs  fsg*' 
site  to    10  square  feet  per  child.   V^ 
state  of  things  represents  an  ewRflV^ 
waste  in  the  e^ape  of  interest  on  ne*9 
expended,  and  is  the  cause  oim^s^ 
siderable  amount  of  hardship  dn*|^ 
out  Scotland.     With  reirard  to  flV" 

^7  .^a.^^» 

attendance,  the  Department  tali  m^y 
calculated  there  would  be  804,624  #^ 
dren  on  the  Begister,  and  670^MVfc 
average  daily  attendance.  I 
like  to  know  how  in  Uie  wocldl 
present  conditions,  or  under  aaqr 
conditions,  could  the  Sootdi 
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Department  expect  there  would  be  so 
many  as    804,625    on    the    Begister? 
According  to  the  Education  Act,  a  child 
is  required  to  pass  Standard  Y.  in  order 
to  be  relieved  from  school  attendance. 
Standard  Y.  may  be  passed  in  six  years. 
That  is  a  well  understood  fact,  because 
the  attendance  necessary  in    order   to 
pass  a  standard  is  125  &ll-day  attend- 
ances, or  250  half-day  attendances.     A 
standard  may   be  easily  passed   by  a 
child   of    ordinary    intelligence    who 
makes   the  attendance    I    have    men- 
tioned.   Taking  children  of  from  five 
to  12  years  of  age,  I  find  that  the  total 
number   of   children    in    Scotland    is 
661,000,  so  that  if  you  put  the  children 
in  non-State-aided  schools  at   60,000, 
you  have  600,000  who  naturally  ought 
to  be   at   school.    If  you   have   your 
educational  system  in  proper  working 
order  in  Scotland,  the  utmost  number 
you  should  have  on  the  roll  in  State- 
aided  schools    in    Scotland    would   be 
about  600,000.    In    order  to  eet  the 
average  attendance  you  would  have  to 
make  a  deduction  of  about  23  per  cent., 
but  we  find  we  are   not   getting    the 
results  we  might  reasonably  expect.  In 
comparing  Eogland  and  Scotland  we 
have  to    take    into    consideration    the 
diflferences  between  the  two  countries. 
The  standard  of  education  varies,  and, 
whilst  in  Scotland  the  compulsory  age 
has    been     raised    to     14    years,     in 
England     it     remains     at     only     13 
years.      Another    important    factor    in 
the   situation   is  that  in  England    the 
schools  are  limited  by  the  Act  of  1870 
to  elementary     education,    whilst     in 
Scotland  there  is  no  such  limit.     We 
might,    therefore,    reasonably    expect 
that  we  should    have  in    Scotlana    a 
higher  percentage    of    passes  in    the 
Ikigher  standards.     We  find,  however, 
that  England  far  surpasses  Scotland  in 
fhis  respect.     I  find  that  last  year  the 
increase  in  passes  in  the  standards  from 
lour  upwards  amounted  in  England  to 
36  per  cent,  whilst  in  Scotland  the  in- 
crease was    only    17*6    per  cent.      If 
England  were  to  adopt  the  law  of  Scot- 
land,  making  Standard  Y.  compulsory, 
tad   if  it    were    also    to     adopt    the 
provision  of  the    Scotch    Factory  Act 
that  no  child  shall  be  allowed  to  work 
fiiU  time    in     a  factory   until    it  has 
naohed  the  age  of  13,  or  passed  Stan- 
dard Y.,  it   would  completely  surpass 
Scotland  in   the  matter  of  education. 


There  is  one  curious  result  to  be  ascer- 
tained from  the  Heturns.     For  instance, 
I  find  that  in  Standards  III.  and  lY. 
during  the  past  year  there  has   been 
an  actual    deficiency   in    presentation. 
The  Scotch  schools  keep  back  some  of 
the     children,    whereas    the    En^ish 
schools  present  all  they  have.      Dur- 
ing     the      past      year      the      aver* 
age      attendance      in      Scotland     has 
increased  by  4,500,  and  yet  the  number 
of  children  presented  to  the  Inspector 
has  decreased  by  2,000.     If  the  Scotch 
teacher  is  so  cautious  as  to  take  care 
that  children  who  are  not  likely  to  pass 
are  not  presented   when  the  Inspector 
makes  the  examination,  of  course  the 
percentage  will  go  up.     During  the  past 
year,  whilst  14-8  per  cent  of  the  popula- 
tion were  presented  in  England,  omy  14 
per  cent   were  presented  in   Scotland^ 
England  presents    90    per  cent  of  her 
register,  and  Scotland  77  per  cent  of  her 
register.     Another  curious  fact  is  that 
whilst  Standards  III.  and  lY.  have  in- 
creased during  the  past  year.  Standards 
Y.    and  YI.  have    not    increased.     It 
shows  that  in  Scotland  you  are  working 
down  the  secondary  schools,  and   the- 
children  are  being  sent  into  the  Board 
Schools.      You    consequently  have   an 
increase  of  the  passes  in  the  standards 
above  the  compulsory  standard,  owing 
to  the  class  of  children  you  are  getting- 
into  the  Board  Schools.    The  increase 
is  therefore  not  one  which  we  should 
rejoice  at.    It  means  that  you  are  reduc- 
ing the  number   of  private  schools  in 
Scotland  year  by  year,  and  that    the 
children    who     have     been    attending 
private    schools  are  now  swelling  the 
numbers  of  those  who  are  passing  out 
of  the  compulsory  standards.     What  is 
more  significant  still  is  the  fact  that 
when  we  deal  with  Standards  III.  and 
lY.,  in  which  we  might  expect  to  find 
a  great  improvement  as  regards    the 
mass  of  the  population,  we  actually  find 
a  decrease  this  year.     This  leads  one  to 
consider  the  effect  of  the  action  of  the 
Scotch  Education  Department  upon  the 
secondary  or  private  schools  in  Scotland 
at  the  present  moment.    Those  who  are 
interested  in  private  schools  denied  for 
a  long  time  that  secondair  education 
was  on  a  decline   in   Scotland,  and  I 
remember    the  right    hon.  Gentleman 
who  is  now  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.   A.     J.    Balfour)     bringing    for- 
ward   a   whole    host   of   statistics    to 
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show  that  that  was  not  the  case. 
The  Government  Department  had, 
howeyer,  eventnally  to  confefls  that 
seoondanr  education  was  on  the  decline 
in  Scotland,  and  they  appointed  a 
Departmental  Committee  to  investigate 
the  subject,  with  the  result  that  the 
Committee  had  to  confess  that  it  was  on 
the  decline.  There  can  be  no  doubt 
that  the  School  Boards  have  been  com- 
peting with  the  secondary  schools  in 
fluch  a  way  as  to  render  it  practically 
impossible  that  secondary  education  can 
€zist.  Take  the  case  of  Glasgow.  Ac- 
<}ording  to  the  tables  of  the  Scotch  Edu- 
<)ation  Department,  we  should  have 
-expected  that  one-seventh  of  the  children 
in  Glasgow  would  have  been  found  in 
the  higher  schools,  and  paying  about  9d. 
per  week.  There  are  about  84,000 
•children  in  the  City  of  Glasgow,  and, 
therefore,  12,000  ought  to  be  in  the 
higher  schools.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
number  is  only  3,800,  and  that  number 
includes  about  2,300  who  receive  their 
education  at  the  expense  of  endowments 
or  at  the  cost  of  the  ratepayers.  There- 
fore, only  about  1,500  children  are 
receiving  education  at  the  sole  expense 
of  the  parents,  and  paying  above  9d. 
per  week.  Even  the  1,500  do  not  all 
oome  from  the  City  of  Glasgow,  because 
about  half  of  them  are  brought  in  from 
country  districts.  I  say,  then,  that  the 
whole  of  the  education  in  Glasgow  is 
being  centred  in  the  School  Board,  and 
private  enterprise  now  finds  it  practi- 
cally impossible  to  exist.  Some  of  the 
private  schools  have  now  only  a  nominal 
existence,  because  it  is  impossible  for 
them  to  provide  satisfactory  teachers. 
The  children  who  are  driven  out  of  the 
private  schools  are  necessarily  going 
into  the  Board  Schools,  and  have  neces- 
sarily increased  the  attendance,  and  the 
higher  standard  passes  in  those  schools. 
It  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  to  kill  out  the 
secondary  schools.  How  is  it  done  in 
Glasgow  ?  In  order  to  get  over  the  ob- 
jection of  parents  to  allowing  their 
children  to  attend  schools  which  every 
other  class  of  children  attend,  the 
Glasgow  School  Board  have  graded 
the  schools  socially.  Standards  I. 
to  y.  are  taught  at  Id.  a  week 
in  one  school,  whilst  in  another  for  the 
same  standards,  two  or  three  times  that 
amount  is  charged,  and  in  another,  four 
or  five  times  that  amount.    The  object 
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is  to  get  certain  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity in  certain  schools.  The  unforta- 
nate  result  is  that  the  bursaries  and 
scholarships  which  were  intended  for 
the  poor  are  being  given  to  the  richer 
classes.  At  the  same  time  the  secondarj 
schools  are  going  back  year  after  year, 
and  the  attendance  at  the  Univerfflties 
is  getting  less  and  less.  This  is  pro- 
bably a  rough  but  significant  way  of 
testing  the  results  of  your  educational 
system  in  Scotland.  If  your  system 
were  on  the  basis  that  you  are  going 
on  improving  your  elementary  educa- 
tion, it  would  reflect  itself  in  the 
secondary  education,  and  again  in 
University  education.  But  the  reverse 
is  the  case,  your  secondary  eduoatioa 
and  your  University  education  are  going 
down,  and  as  for  your  elementaiy 
system,  you  are  taking  children  out  of 
it  by  bringing  in  secondary  education; 
you  are  taking  from  one.  and  putting 
on  to  the  other,  just  as  you  did  wi£ 
your  school  attendance.  There  are 
various  means  of  improving  secondary 
education  proposed  by  the  De* 
partment.  They  propose  that  we 
shall  have  secondary  schools  in  Scot- 
land, and  how  are  they  to  be  properlj 
maintained  ?  No  doubt  theoretically,  a 
man  sitting  in  his  office  in  Liondon  and 
looking  at  the  educational  question,  and 
bent  on  some  means  of  improfing 
secondary  education  would  think  "  if  we 
get  secondary  schools  with  proptt 
appliances  and  the  attendance  of  ch3- 
dren  we  shall  get  better  results  than  we 
can  in  elementary  schools."  This  may 
seem  so  in  theory,  but  then  we  hare  to 
consider  the  habits  of  the  people  and  the 
sparse  population  in  many  parti  0f 
Scotland.  You  may  have  secondary 
schools  here  and  there,  but  the  problem 
is  how  to  get  the  children  into  tbiw> 
We  have  experience  of  the  system  e{ 
John  Knox  under  which  the  teacher  wH 
a  man  of  education,  who  looCed  forvni 
to  secondary  education  as  the  ultiatftl 
end  of  all  his  teaching,  and  it  was  tt 
greatest  ambition  to  lead  his  pupib  •> 
and  send  as  many  as  posaibie  to  tbi 
Universities.  The  teacher  inspired  It 
enthusiasm  for  secondary  edocatioB  it 
his  scholars.  It  would  be  a  great  idr 
take  to  suppose  that  all  you  have  I*  tf 
is  to  open  secondary  schools,  liV* 
teachers  and  appliances,  and  confltail 
that  parents,  knowing  the  valat  ff 
secondary    education,    will   send  titfff 
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ohildren  there.    Nothing  of  the  kind. 
It  win    be   found,    as     regards    the 
•<Mdren  who  were  sent  to  the  Universi- 
ttiefl  in  the  olden  time,  that  they  were 
jdcked  out  as  the  ablest  by  the  teachers, 
and  their  education  was  worked  up  to  a 
certain  point,  because  the  teacher  in- 
spired in  his  pupils  an  enthusiasm  to  go 
•on  into   higher   education.    But  that 
18   exactly     what     you     are    killing 
in  Scotland    at  the  present  moment. 
Ton     may      establish     well-equipped 
fleoondary  schools,  but  the  most  impor- 
tant element  is  to  get  the  children  into 
those  schools.   Let  us  see  how  your  free 
education  system  works  in  regard  to 
secondary  schools.    The  Lord  Advocate 
admits  that  secondary  schools  are  badly 
manned  and  equipped,  and  are  not  in 
^an  efficient  state,  but  if  the  secondary 
schools  find  it  hard  to  exist  now  ex- 
istence   will    be    doubly    hard    under 
the  new  system.    You  will  widen  the 
^golf  between    secondary    and    Board 
Schools  to  such  an  extent  that  hard  as 
it  has  been  for  secondary  schools  to 
exist  in  competition  with  Board  Schools 
It  will  become  impossible  within  the 
next  few  years.   So  we  hare  this  matter 
clearly  brought  out,  that    the  system 
under  which  you  are  proceeding  is  not 
"S  ^stem  tending  to    educational  im- 
JffOTement,  it  is  simply  a  reversal  of  the 
•system  that  has  made  Scotch  education 
what^  it  is,   and  your  new   system   is 
practically  ruining  secondary  education 
snd  University  education.     Beference 
has  been    made  to  the   examinations 
going  on  of  secondary  schools  in  Scot- 
^d.    I  admit    that    the  Department 
must  satisfy  itself  as  to  the   state  of 
these  schools,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
-sU  the  schools  wiK  claim  to  be  inspected, 
hecaoBe    they    know    that    without    it 
existence  would  be  impossible   under 
^present  circumstances,  that  they  could 
iu>t  possibly   be  worse  off,   and  their 
<nily  hope  is  that  if  they  submit  to 
inspection  they  will  have  some  claim  for 
'Oovemment    assistance.    I    can    quite 
^derstand  how  Scotch  teachers  recog- 
>use  their  own  interest  in  this  way,  and 
place  their  schools  under  the  inspection 
of  the  Department ;  but  I  must  say  I 
do  not  view  with  any  great  confidence 
tlus  system  of  inspection.    The  result 
will  be  that  certain  educational  results 
^  be  brought  out,  and  it  may  seem 
psradoxical  that  anyone  should  say  that 


inspection  could  possibly  do  any  harm. 
It  will  be  said  inspection  may  possibly 
do  no  good,  but  it  could  do  no  harm. 
But  I  apprehend  it  may  do  harm,  and 
in  this  way :  the  inspection  practicallv 
fixes  the  teaching  of  the  whole  school, 
and  the  teacher  has  not  that  free  hand 
which  is  so  essential  in  a  proper  educa- 
tional  system,    because  he  will    have 
regard  to  the  important  fact  that  the 
examination  will  take  place  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  and  that  he  must  make  his 
teaching  subservient  to  the  passing  of 
his  scholars  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
That  will  be  the  result  of  the  Depart- 
ment getting  the  whole  of  the  education 
of  Scotland  into  their  clutches.  [Criet  of 
**  Divide  !  "]    I  am  sorry  to    try    the 
patience  of  some  hon.  Members;   but 
be  it  remembered  that  we  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  Vote 
for  three  years,  and  there  are  special 
circumstances  that  make  discussion  de- 
sirable now.    There  is  another  point  to 
mention  in  regard  to  school  inspection. 
The  Scotch  Department  have  got  it  into 
their  heads  that  if  they  can  get  hold 
of   a  man  with  an  English  Degree  he 
must  necessarily  be  a  better  man  for  an 
Inspector  than  another  with  a  Scotch 
University  degree.    It  would  be  inter- 
esting to  have  a  Hetum  showing  how 
much  stress  is  laid  upon  this  point,  and 
how  often,  as  between  men  of  equal 
ability    and    experience,    the    English 
Degree  gets  the  preference.     We  had 
an  experience  of  the  result  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  Inspector  in  Stirlingshire 
whose  want  of  practical  sense  and  ex- 
perience to  an  almost  ludicrous  extent, 
University  ''don"  though  he  was,  set 
the  whole  district  in   rebellion.    It  is 
pretty  generally  known  that  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  is  really  a  one 
man  department,  that  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  is  the  Education  Department. 
Though  naturally  there  is  a  Board  of 
Education,    yet  in  point    of   fact  the 
members  only  formally  meet  and  pass 
such  matters  as  are  put  before  them. 
This  is  one  reason  for  the  strong  feeling 
that  exists  in  Scotland  as  to  the  mis- 
management   of   educational    matters, 
because  there  is  not  that  free  discussion 
there  should  be  from  the  presence  in 
the  Department  of  men  of  independent 
views  in  relation  to  matters  in  which  it 
cannot  be  supposed  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  is  especially  interested  and 
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Bpeoially  understaDdB.  Nobody  anp- ' 
poses  that  he  will  go  into  details  sufil- 
oiently,  and  bo  it  is  that  the  man  who 
posaesses  a  certain  Degree  is  marked  for 
promotion  as  Inspector.  Now,  I  will 
Tentnre  to  say  that  all  those  who  have 
been  through  the  UniTersity  know  per- 
fectly well  how  littla  value  should  be 
attached  to  a  Degree.  When  a  man  is 
young  he  applies  himself  to  woiking  up 
lor  the  Degree,  and  when  he  secures  it, 
that  ia  a  mark  of  his  ability  then.  Bat 
the  taking  pt  the  Degree  is  no  mark 
of  Buceess  in  later  life.  The  taking  of 
a  Degree  represents  an  amount  of  in- 
dustry for  the  time  being,  but  more 
important  are  the  practical  ezperienoe 
and  the  industry  that  follow  the  TTni- 
veraity  life.  Tet  these  are  ignored  in 
favour  of  those  men  who  happened  to 
have  secured  a  Degree,  especially  an 
English  Degree.  There  is  much  com- 
plaint on  this  account  among  the  teach- 
ing profession.  Therefore,  I  maintain 
that  this  educational  report  which  the 
Department  have  issued,  instead  of 
being  a  report  calculated  to  give  the 
public  a  fair  and  true  knowledge  of  the 
progress  of  education  in  Scotland,  is  of 
a  most  misleading  character.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  point  out  that  the  effect 
of  the  educational  system  being  pur- 
sued in  Scotland  ie  killing  the  secondary 
Bohools.  I  do  not  intend  to  divide  the 
Committee,  or  put  any  issue  before 
them,  but  I  think  it  is  for  the  interest 
of  education  that  these  matters  should 
be  discussed,  and  I  do  not  think  that 
Scotch  education  has  ever  occupied  an 
undue  share  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
Mb.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  will  not  imitate  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  length  of  my  remarks, 
for  I  am  well  aware  there  are  many 
Members  interested  in  this  subject.  The 
hon. Member  hascomplained  of  theScotoh 
Department  in  London,  and  he  said 
there  are  great  grievances  felt  in  Scot- 
land in  regard  to  the  aotlou  of  the 
Department.  But  I  do  not  agree  with 
him  there.  I  have  taken  the  trouble 
to  sift  different  allegations  made  as  to 
misman^eraent  by  the  Bootoh  Educa- 
tion Department,  and  those  who  are 
snpposed  to  be  principal  actors  ia  the 
vork  of  the  Department,  and  in  almost 
every  case  I  have  found  that  the 
Department  have  taken  the  greatest 
trouble  to  arrive  at  a  right  and  true 
Jtr.  CaldwM 
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understanding  of  questions  before  them- 
I  have  found  that  good  ssnse  hai  pre- 
vailed, and  that  what  has  been  donekj 
the  Department  has  been  done  with  ill 
the  core  and  discrimination  that  might 
be  anticipated.  The  hon.  MemberW 
referred  to  the  appointment  of  hi- 
spectors,  and  this  is  one  of  the  matten 
I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  inquire  into, 
and  the  result  of  my  inquiries  is  that  I 
have  found  that  where  they  have  i^ 
pointed  men  with  University  D^tm* 
the  Department  have  selected  the  very 
best  men  they  oould  find  to  fill  the  paa- 
tion  of  Inspectors.  You  Daonot  tusoi* 
the  Department  if,  in  making  a  Mleotion 
among  men  equally  qnahfied,  thaf 
choose  the  man  with  a  Degroe,  pssnug 
over  others  not  so  distinguished.  Tbfsj 
have  generally  taken  the  best  menM 
Inspectors,  though  I  confess  I  at  one  time 
shared  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member,  bat 
inquiry  dispellod  that  impresnoo.  I 
would  like  to  see  the  Scotch  Educatioa 
Department  combined  with  South  Kas- 
eington,  for  I  believe  that  by  that 
arrangement  a  very  large  sum  of  pnblis 
money  would  be  saved,  and  edoostim 
would  be  advanced,  especially  taduiicsl 
education.  When  the  working  of  'i» 
Department  is  blamed  it  ahoold  be 
remembered  that  the  main  lines  upon 
which  they  work  have  been  laid  dowxby 
Parliament,  and  if  there  ia  blame  it 
should  not  fall  upon  the  Departmnt. 
There  is  one  grievance  to  which  I  viib 
to  oall  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate— that  ia  the  proposal  to  stoptbe 
grant  for  cookery  and  drawing  naliw 
me  two  are  combined.  We  ousot 
expect  to  have  cookery  univeiMllf 
taught,  whereas  it  ia  different  in  theoitt 
of  drawing.  I  hope,  therefore,  tliatft* 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  continas  ths 
grant  for  cookery  and  also  a  septitM 
grant  for  drawing.  I  take  it  that  tUiis 
a  matter  for  the  Treasury  rather  An 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  butlhif* 
that  the  right  hon.  Qentlenuui  wiUia* 
his  influence  in  this  direction  with  Bt 
Treasury.  I  am  sure  if  ho  will  ""^ 
to  my  euggeetion  it  wil  1  hsve  the  appnw 
of  all  School  Boards,  certainly  *«•► 
in  the  country  districts.  I  should  hff* 
liked  to  have  said  a  word  or  twoUJi* 
secondary  ed 
I  will  only  8( 
on  a  satisfa 
great  want  sj 
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every  day,  for  aome  place  in  the  ooantry 
districts  to  which  to  send  children  after 
the  elementary  school  and  before  send- 
ing tbem  to  a  XTniversity,  or  to  which, 
even  if  they  do  not  g^  to  a  IJniyersity, 
they  may  be  sent  to  continue  their  edu- 
cation. Such  a  school  might  be  estab- 
lished in  certain  groups  of  parishes,  or 
in  a  large  parish.  There  are  many 
parents  in  the  position  of  land  agents, 
and  others,  who  really  want  to  give 
their  children  a  better  education,  but 
cannot  send  them  far  from  home  because 
of  the  expense  and  difficulty. 

Db.  OLABE  (Caithness) :  There  is  a 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  in  reference 
to  Section  No.  32  A.  I  put  the  question 
some  time  ago  and  I  should  now  like  to 
know  what  has  occurred  since.  As  I 
understand  this  Section  32  A,  it  sus- 
pcoids  the  17s.  6d.  limit  in  reference  to 
Highland  parishes.  In  the  Oode  for 
1886,  by  some  means  Caithness  and 
Stttherlimd  were  dropped  out  and 
four  counties  only  were  exemp- 
ted. The  Secretary  for  ScoiJand 
admitted  this  was  an  error,  and, 
with  the  assent   of  the    House,  these 

f  rants  have  been  made  in  the  counties 
hare  mentioned  until  the  present  year, 
when,  as  I  understand,  the  Auditor 
General  has  expressed  doubts  as  to  the 
legality  of  the  payments,  although 
made  with  the  assent  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Treasury.  In  consequence  of  the 
question  raised  by  the  Auditor  General, 
the  grants  have  ceased  in  Caithness  and 
Sutherlandshire,  and  the  schools  there, 
expecting  these  grants  and  not  s^etting 
them,  are  in  rather  a  bad  condition.  I 
should  like  to  know  why  it  is  these 
grants  have  been  stopped,  and  whether 
the  Treasury  will  issue  a  Minute  or 
take  means  of  removing  the  scruples  of 
the  Auditor  General,  and  placing  the 
legality  of  the  payments  beyond  doubt. 
♦MB.A.  8UTHERLAND(Sutherland) : 
Thereisanincreasein  theyoteof£  14,554; 
but  I  am  not  going  to  cntioise  that. 
I  am  sorry  I  have  not  the  Beport  of 
the  Educational  Department  with  me, 
for  I  intended  to  make  some  remarks 
thereupon ;  but  I  may  observe  generally 
that  I  do  not  attach  much  importance 
to  Uie  various  statistics,  though,  no 
doubt,  th^  relate  to  important  matters 
of  administration.  I  look  more  at  the 
BOW  departure  of  the  Department  in 
xeference  to  inspection,  and  I  hope  that 


the  policy  will  be  in  the  direction  of  a 
relaxation  of  the  rules  that  are  applied 
to    both    Inspectors    and    teachers.    H 
agree  that  there  is  great  difficulty  in 
carrying  these  changes  out  when  money 
grants  depend  upon  the  work  done  in. 
the  schools ;  but  I  hold  that  the  more- 
we  trust  to  the  teachers  and  Inspeotors- 
the  more  will  it  to  be  the  interest  of  edu- 
cation in  Scotland.  A  gpreat  deal  has  beeik 
said  as  to  the  qualiOcations  of  the  In- 
spectorate.   I  have  no  doubt  that  somo- 
years  ag^  preference  was  given  to  candi- 
dates from  the   English   Universities, 
and    that   it    was    a    great  grievance- 
amongst    teachers  of    experience    and 
high  qualification  that  they  should  be^ 
subject  to  inspection  by  men  of  this  kind.^ 
The  complaint  was  made  that  the  Inspec- 
torships were  not  open  to  teachers  with  th^ 
necessary  experience  and  qualifications, 
but  I  understand  that  to  a  considerable^ 
extent  this  grievance  has  been  removed. 
The  complaints  one  used  to  hear  aro- 
now  not  so  frequent.    I  consider  that 
the  educational  policy  which  should  ob- 
tain  in  Scotland,  necessitates  the  ap- 
pointment of  Inspectors  from  amongst 
the  body  of  teachers,  in  whom  the  public 
generally  have  the  greatest  confidence*. 
I  hope  and  trust  that  the  future  policy 
of  the  Scottish  Education  Department- 
will  be  to  throw  more  responsibility  on. 
the    Inspectors,   and  not  to    tie  them 
down  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  thenk. 
mere  machines.     I  am  sorry  I  do  not 
notice  on  the   part   of  the   Educatioik 
Department  any  tendency  to  make  a  new 
departure  in  this  regard.    I  had  hoped^ 
further,    that    the   Department   would 
have  indicated  some  policy  in  regard  to- 
doing  away  altogether  with  denomina- 
tional training  colleges.  I  do  not  say  that- 
they  are  not  performing  their  work  ia 
a  very  efficient  manner.     Efficiency  is- 
not  the  question,  but  I  think  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  in  the  direction 
of  nationalising  the  training  colleges,  as- 
at  present  a  great  waste  of  money  is. 
involved  in  the  maintenance  of  so  many 
institutions  for  the  training  of  teachersi^. 
The  number  of  denominational  schools- 
might  also  be  reduced  with  advantage^ 
having    regard    to    the    costly    public 
machinery  for  education  existing  every- 
where in  Scotland.     It  is  a  source  of 
satisfaction    to    me  to  see  that  these* 
schools  are  diminishing  in  number  to- 
some  extent,  but  I  should  like  to  see^ 
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;«  greater  diminutioii,  but  I  think  the 
Department  might   offer   induoements 

ixL  that  direction.  These  schools  should 
be  under  the  School  Boards.    As  to 

-secondary  education,  I  am  not  aware 
that  anything  can  be  done  to  advance 
it  by  tiying  to  engraft  it  on  primary 

x^ducation.    It  is,  to  my  mind,  a  matter 

•tiiat  deserves  a  distinct  policy  of  its  own. 
Moreover,  I  think  it  should  be  dealt 
with  without  delay,  and  I  hope,  there- 
iore,  that  it  will  be  one  of  the  matters 
which  the  Education  Department  will 
now    take   into    consideration.    As  to 

•«one  of  the  points  brought  under 
ihe    notice    of     the     Oommittee    by 

wihe     hon.      Member     for     Oaithness, 
I  am  bound  to  say  it  took  me  very  much 
by  surprise.      It  astonished  me  very 
.rinuch  to  hear  that  the  County  of  Suther- 
land, as  well  as  Oaithness,  was  excepted 
Siom    the  grant  which  the  Education 
Department  took  such  credit  to  itself  for 
having  obtained  for  the  assistance  of 
•ihe  Highlands.  I  cannot  approve  of  the 
policy  of  the  Department  in  the  matter, 
neither  can  I  approve  of  their  action  in 
treating  Lewis  exceptionally.    Thecon- 
•trol  of  the  Schools  there  is  taken  out  of 
^e  hands  of  the  elected  Board,  for  what 
treason  I  cannot  conceive.    The  Depart- 
ment may  say  that,    considering  that 
^hey  are  making    extra    grants,   they 
•ought  to  have  extra  control,  but  I  can- 
.not  see  the  justice  of  the  demand,  and 
am  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  Local 
Authorities  should  have  the  same  con- 
trol as  heretofore.     On  the  whole  I  must 
^49ay  I  regard  the  Report  of  the  Educa- 
^on  Department  as  satisfactory  on  all 
^ints,    except    the   one    to    which    I 
have  referred.     On  the  whole,  I  see  no 
treason  for  anything  but  congratulation. 
Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
irise  to  move  the  reduction  of  one  item, 
•namely,  the  grant  for  Denominational 
Training  Colleges,  but  before  proceed- 
ing to  deal  with  that  subject,  1  should 
ilike  to  make  a  passing  allusion  to  one  or 
itwo    points    mentioned     by    previous 
speakers.     With  reference  to  the  reflec- 
^ons  that  have  been  made  on  the  Scotch 
Education    Department,     I    desire    to 
'•enter  my    protest    against   the    entire 
aystem  of  the  management  of  that  De- 
jpartment.     I  do  not  believe  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  will  long  submit  to  a 
system  whereby  the  control  of  one  of  the 
«nost  important  interests  in  Scotland  is 

Mr.  A,  Sutherland 


practically  in  the  hands  of  a  few  pvo- 
leasionals  who  live  and  move  and  have 
their  being  in  London.  I  object  to  tiie 
State  subvention  which  is  the  basis  of 
the  Report  before  us.  The  system  of 
giving  grants  out  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer to  Local  Boards  misleculs  the 
people,  who  think  they  get  their  educa- 
tion paid  for,  whereas  it  is  like  taking 
money  out  of  one  pocket  and  putting  U 
into  another.  That  delusion  is  the  only 
ground  on  which  the  present  system 
rests.  I  do  not  believe  education  in 
Scotland  will  be  satisfactory  so  long  as 
it  is  managed  by  a  body  of  professionals 
in  London.  With  regard  to  the  speoifie 
complaint  that  has  been  brought  forwaid 
in  reference  to  the  appointment  of 
Inspectors,  I  can  only  say  that  the 
matter  is  the  subject  of  general  com- 
plaint in  Scotland.  I  do  not  know 
whether,  as  has  been  stated,  the  matter 
has  mended  in  any  degree  oif  late.  I  do 
not  know  why  it  is  that  persons  with 
English  University  Degrees  are  selected 
for  the  office  of  Inspector.  The  mere 
fact  of  a  person  possessing  a  Degree- 
even  a  London  Degree — is  not  a  disqaali- 
cation,  but  I  want  to  know  why  sodi 
persons  should  be  selected  in  preferenoe 
to  teachers  of  high  standing  in  Scotland  f 
Surely  men  who  have  risen  by  sheer 
merit  to  prominent  positions  in  the 
teaching  profession  in  their  own  oountiy 
have  a  right  to  aspire  to  those  positioas, 
and  are  the  persons  best  qualified  to  fill 
them  in  the  interest  of  education.  I  can* 
not  for  the  life  of  me  see  how  the  Gbven* 
ment  can  justify  the  appointment  to  the 
position  of  Inspectors  of  young  Englith 
graduates  who  come  to  their  work  in  a 
state  of  abject  igndrance  of  its  praotioal 
necessities.  I  do  not  think  matters  hafo 
in  any  way  mended  in  this  respect  My 
information  is  to  the  contrary.  I  am  aot 
aware  that  any  single  master  has  jet 
been  appointed  Chief  Inspector,  althongh 

one  or  two  may  have  been  given  the^oil 
of  Sub-Inspector.  I  think  if  the  appotat- 
ments  of  Inspectors  were  to  be  examiaed 
into  we  should  be  able  to  trace  them  dis- 
tinctly to  University  influence  other  thaa 
Scotch.  I  now  beg  to  move  that  A0 
Vote  be  reduced  by  &e  sum  of  £28,70^ 
the  amount  of  the  grant  for  traiaiBf 
colleges.  The  Debate  has  come  npoA 
us  by  surprise,  and  the  result  is  thai  wf 
are  compelled  to  discuss  this  importast 
matter  in  an  empty  House* 
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IIb.  HTTNTEB  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  On  a 
point  of  order,  and  in  order  that  we  may 
not  be  shut  oat  from  discussing  the  ques- 
tioQ  of  Inspectors,  I  beg   to  move  an 
Amendment  to  reduce  the  vote  for  Sub- 
inspectors    and    Inspectors    by    £100. 
This  raises  a  question  of  considerable 
interest   to    schoolmasters  and   School 
Boards  in  Scotland,  and  I  believe  there 
exists  an  almost  unanimous  opinion  in 
Scotland  against  the  system  of  taking 
English    graduates    as    Inspectors    of 
schools,  and  relegating  teachers  to  the 
lower  ranks  of  Assistant  and  Sub-in- 
speotors.    Anyone  who  has  experience 
of  the  working  of  our  system  of  inspec- 
tion knows  very  well  that  the  distinction 
between  Inspector,  and  Sub-inspector, 
and  Assistant  Inspector,  is  very  hollow — 
that  the  only  distinction  is  in  the  pay- 
ment they  receive  and  not  in  the  nature 
of  the  work  they  do.     It  is  impossible 
to  grade  the  work  of  inspection  in  such 
a  way  as  to   justify   for*  one    single 
moment    the    inequality    of    payment. 
Therefore,  this  system  of  inspection  may 
be  looked  at  from  two  points  of  view. 
From  one  point  of  view  it  is  a  mode  of 
saving  the  State  expense  by  substitut- 
ing inferior  for  superior  Inspectors  and 
giving   inadequate    salaries  instead  of 
adequate     salaries;     and     the    other 
point  of  view  is  Uiat  the  salaries  of 
teachers  are  low,  and,  therefore,  they 
can  be  made  assistants  without  getting 
as  much  as  they  would  if  they  acted  in 
the  capacity  of  Inspectors.    We   have 
great  complaints  made  of  the  present 
system  of    inspection.    It  is  notorious 
that  some  of  the  Inspectors  make  the 
Assistant  Inspectors  do  the  work,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  whole  of  that  sys- 
tem should  be  swept  away.    We  ought 
to  have  only  one  class  of  Inspectors,  and 
each  Inspector  should  be  put  in  charge 
of    a    mstrict    sufficient  for    him    to 
OTerlook.     I  do  not  say  that  the  salaries 
of  the  Ohief  Inspectors  are  not  too  high. 
Some  of  them,  I  think,  are  decidedly 
too  high,  but  at  any  rate    the  whole 
principle  on  which  the  thing  proceeds  is 
ridicQionsly  wrong.     So  far  from  experi- 
ence as  a  teacher  being,  as  at  present,  a 
disqualification  for  the  office  of  Inspector, 
I  hold  that  no  man  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  become  an  Inspector  who  has  not  had 
some  years'  experience  as  an  elementary 
teacher.    There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  present  system  of  inspection  is  open 


to  many  objections,  principally  on  ac- 
count  of  the  want  of  experience  of  the* 
gentlemen  who  are  appointed,  and  who 
laboriously  endeavour,  at  the  expense* 
of  the  public,  to  learn  the  business  they 
ought    to    have    known    before   their- 
appointment.      There    are    difficulties 
constantly  arising  between  the  teachers 
and    file    Inspectors    because    of   the 
capricious  and  varying  standards  the- 
Inspectors  adopt.    It  certainly  seems  to^ 
me,  in  the  interest  of  the  profession  of 
teaching,  that  promotion  to  the  office  oT 
Inspector    should    be  open  to  all  the- 
teachers  in  Scotland.     Every  teacher  ot 
an  elementary  school  ought,  so  to  speak, 
to  carry  the  baton  of  any  Inspector  in 
his  knapsack.    The  possibility  of  rising- 
to  that  position  ought  to  be  before  every  * 
teacher  when  he  commences  his  career,, 
because  I  hold  that  the  difficulty  ot 
obtaining  the  best  class  of  men  to  be- 
come   teachers    of   elementary  schoohh 
arises  from  the  lack  of  promotion.    It 
seems  to  me  that  to  give  them  this  pros- 
pect of  promotion  would  be  gready  tcK- 
improve  the  system  of  education.      For 
these    among    other    reasons  I   have 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote.    I 
must  express  my  regret  that  the  Govern*- 
ment    snould    have   taken  the  Scotch 
Members  unawares  by  bringing  on  the- 
Scotch  Vote  to-day,  when  we  have  not. 
the    facts,    figures,  and    materials    to 
hand  for  the  discussion.    It  was  a  great 
scandal  that  the  Scotch  Votes  should  be% 
brought  on  so  late  as  August  14.     The 
mismanagement  of  our  business  in  this^ 
House  is  rapidly  approaching  a  crisis.. 
These  Votes  ought  to  have  been  taken  a 
long  time  ago,  and  not  left  over  to  a. 
time    when    there    are  not    one-sixth 
of  the  Scotch  Members  present. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,. 
''That  Item  0,  Salaries  of  Inspectors,, 
be  reduced  by  £100."— (ifr.  EunUr.) 

♦Mb.  HOZIER  (Lancashire,  South): 
I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  school- 
masters should  be  eligible  for  promotion  i 
to  Inspectorships,  and  should  be  so  pro- 
moted   as  often    as    possible.      Every 
Erofession    ought,    in   my  opinion,   to- 
ave  its  own  prizes,  and  I  see  no  reason . 
for  the  scholastic  profession  being  an 
exception.    Such  a  system  of  promotion . 
would  be  of  direct  advantage  not  only^ 
to    the     profession,   but    also    to   th^ 
country.    There  is  no  doubt  that  In^ 
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sectors  who  oome  Btraight  from  the 
IjxuTersities  of  Oxford  and  Oambridge 
liare  a  very  oniious  idea  as  to  what  the 
standards  oueht  to  be;  and  I,  for  one, 
most  certainly  think  the  Inspectors 
tehould  be  chosen  from  among  those 
who  have  experience  of  teaching. 

Sir  a.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 

•do  not  know  whether  schoohnasters 
will  make  the  best  Inspectors  or  not» 
but  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  young 
^;raduates  do  not.  They  are  the  out- 
-oome  of  a  bad  system  of  education. 
'EoT  many  years  past  I  have  never  met 
an  intelligent,  well-educated  young 
±riend,  without  a  particular  trade  or 
profession,  who  did  not  want  an  Inspec- 
torship of  schools.  In  the  circumstances, 
J  do  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  hold  out  some  prospect  that  in 
-future  the  Inspectors  will  be  men  of 
-mature  experience. 

Mb,  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  It  is  an 
•error  to  suppose  that  inexperienced  men 
4tre  appointed  to  Inspectorships  in  Scot- 
land. As  a  matter  of  fact,  no  Inspector 
has  recently  been  appointed  who  has 
not  had  practical  experience  as  a  teacher. 
It  is  said  that  it  is  most  desirable  that 
Hie  teachers  in  public  schools  should  be 
4ible  to  look  forward  to  the  position  of 
Inspectors.  I  would  point  out  that  they 
4ure  in  nowise  precluded  from  that  office ; 
but  it  should  be  understood  that  no 
-rigid  rule  is  followed  by  the  Depart- 
ment in  these  appointments,  or  it  would 
narrow  the  selection.  It  is  not  con- 
sidered expedient  to  promote  by  seiiiority, 
but  the  Department  hold  a  free  hand, 
4ind  no  class  is  excluded  from  considera- 
tion. It  is  not  the  fact  that  the  present 
Inspectors  are  inexperienced,  for  there  is 
not  one  of  them  who  has  not  been  en- 
cased in  teaching.  With  regard  to  the 
Sub-inspectors,  they  do  not  possess  the 
same  powers  as  the  Inspectors,  being 
unable  even  to  make  a  report  without 
"the  countenance  of  the  Chief  Inspectors. 
The  intermediate  ^ade  between  the 
Inspectors  and  Sub-inspectors  was  estab- 
lished by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Brightside  Division  of 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella).  These  Assist- 
ant Inspectors  are  chosen  from  the  cer- 
tificated teachers,  and  there  is  thus 
communication  established  between  the 
two  bodies — ^the  Inspectors  and  the 
teachers. 

Mr,  Mmsr 


Mb.  CALDWELL:  As  aninstanoeof 
the  manner  in  which  the  appointments 
to  Inspectorships  are  made,  I  would 
point  out  as  a  remarkable  fact  thst 
two  head-masters  of  a  school  cm 
the  Duke  of  Richmond's  estate 
were  successively  appointed  to  be 
Inspectors.  The  selection  is  based  not 
so  much  on  qualification  as  upon  influ- 
ence. Though  it  is  true  that  teaohen 
are  appointed  to  be  Assistant  Inspeotois, 
there  is  no  movement  upwards  from  Mie 
one  class  to  the  other.  I  put  a  question 
to  the  late  Lord  Advocate  on  the  sab* 

ject,  but  all  I  could  get  out  of  the  De* 
partment  was  '*  We  are  appomtinf 
Assistant  Inspectors."  I  neyer  ooofl 
learn  that  anything  was  being  done  to 
enable  these  men  to  rise  higher.  Tbe 
Department  says,  '*We  appoint  the 
best  men."  We  want  to  ascertain 
whether  there  is  such  a  thing  as  grada- 
tions of  service.  And  we  are  entitled 
to  know  whether,  when  seniority  is  dis* 
regarded,  there  is  any  special  reason 
for  passing  it  by.  If  there  be  any 
special  reason,  then  the  public  will  be 
satisfied.  Undoubtedly  the  onus  lies 
upon  the  Department  to  substantiate 
the  usef^ness  of  their  appointments. 
As  refi;ards  Sub-inspectors,  we  find  tbat 
they  do  the  whole  work  of  the  Inspee- 
tors,  except  merely  siening  the  doeo- 
ments ;  and  the  complamt  is  that  Sub* 
inspectors  are  not  promoted  to  In- 
spectorships. I  think  the  men  who  have 
been  doing  the  work  should  have  the 
chance  of  promotion,  other  thinffs  being 
equal,  or  unless  there  be  special  loasaa 
to  the  contrary.  I  ask  the  I^nrd  Adnh 
cato  whether  within  the  last  few  ^ean 
any  Sub-Inspector  has  been  appotntsi 
to  an  Inspectorship  when  a  vacancy  has 
arisen.  When  it  is  found  that  oerttitt 
people  in  some  parts  of  Scotland  are 
appointed  through  influence,  while 
others  who  have  served  for  years  axs 
passed  over,  naturallv  public  feding  ii 
aroused  in  Scotland.  I  support  tk» 
Amendment. 

«Mr.  Mcdonald   (Boss   and    Oo- 

marty) :  There  is  one  grievanoe  whiah 

the  people  of  the  Highlands  suffer  ttamt 

and  that  is  the  appointment  of  In^as* 

tors  who  do  not  speak  (Gaelic  as  well  at 
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Jlngliah.    It  is  impossible  that  the  In- 

^>Mtor  who  does  not  know  Qaelio  oan 

make  allowance  for  children  who  do  not 

«peak  English   properly.     Necessarily 

there  most  be  deficiencies.    Those  In- 

«peoton  who  know    Gaelic    can  make 

allowanoes,  and  I  hope  in  future  that 

the  OoTemment  will  appoint  Inspectors 

who  are  able  to  speak  Gaelic.    I  have 

been  a  teacher  myself  in  my  day,  and  I 

ha?e  seen  that  the  Inspector  who  could 

speak  (Gaelic  was  able  to  get  more  into 

sympathy  with  the  children,  who  got 
aloog  better  with  him  than  could  the 
merely  English-speaking  Inspector.  In 
reference  to  the  promotion  of  Sub-in- 
flpectors  in  Scotland,  I  cannot  under- 
stand the  system  at  all.  Is  there  any 
other  branch  of  the  Public  Service 
where  a  man  has  not  the  hope  of  pro- 
motion from  the  lower  to  the  higher 
ranks  ?  The  Sub-inspector  in  Scotland 
has  no  such  hope.  I  loin  with  my  hon. 
^end  in  asking  whether  any  Sub- 
inspector  has  ever  been  appointed  to  an 
Im^^ectorship  ?  Perhaps  the  Lord  Advo- 
<Ate  will  explain.  If  the  Sub-inspec- 
tors have  not  the  necessary  degree,  let 
the  Government  tell  them  so ;  and  if  they 
lia?e  the  hope  of  promotion,  these  men 
will  qualify  themselves  for  it.  They 
<ionId  easily  oome  to  London  to  take  the 
necessary  dfegrees.  But  the  Government 
tell  them  no  such  thing.  The  English 
V.A.  is  very  mucli  more  thought  of, 
«nd  young  men  are  appointed  to  the 
loepectorships  over  the  heads  of  men  of 
20  years'  experience.  I  know  one  of  the 
4tblest  men  in  the  Sub-inspectorate 
<)f  Scotland,  who  has  been  passed  over 
in  this  way ;  all  the  life  is  taken  out  of 
him ;  he  has  to  do  the  work  of  the  Ohief 
Inspector,  who  gets  most  part  of  the 
pay. 

Mb.  E.  BOBEBTSON  :  I  should  like 
to  take  note  of  the  fact  that  in  this  dis- 
^^nssion  there  has  been  an  absolutely 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
P^  of  Scotch  Members  on  this  great 
education  question.  The  principle  of 
tjiat  unanimity — I  am  quoting  almost 
^he  words  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hotier),  whose  speech  I  was  delighted 
to   hear — is    that   the   Inspectorships 
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should  be  regarded  as  the  prizes  of  the 
profession  of  the  elementary  teachers 
of  Scotland.  That  is  the  principle 
which  we  are  g^ing  to  assert  in  tnis 
Division.  Now,  the  statement  of  the 
Lord  Advocate,  although  to  some  extent 
satisfactory,  did  not  meet  the  principle 
I  have  stated.  It  may  be  that  recent 
appointments  have  not  been  quite  so 
bad,  but  the  Lord  Advocate  did  not 
assert  that  these  appointments  are  made 
from  among  those  who  have  had  experi- 
ence of  teaching  in  other  departments ; 
nor  has  he  given  any  assurance  that  the 
principle  wUl  be  respected  by  the  Scotch 
Educational  Department  in  future. 

♦Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND :  Sir,  while 

I  am  not  prepared  to  agree  with  some 

of  the  remarks  of  hon.  Members,   I 

deprecate  the  system  which  shuts  out 

Assistant  Inspectors  from  rising  to  higher 

grades.  I  also  deprecate  the  system  of 
patronage  which  has  been  used  in  the 
appointments  to  higher  offices.  I  know 
the  case  of  a  gentieman,  already  re* 
f erred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  (Dr. 
M 'Donald),  who  has  been  passed 
over  repeatedly  by  his  juniors 
who  had  nothing  Uke  his  experi* 
ence  and  knowledge,  and  who  have 
given  nothing  like  the  useful  service 
which  he  has  rendered.  To  mark  my 
want  of  sympathy  with  such  a  system  I 
intend  to  vote  with  my  hon.  Friend. 

Me.   J.  P.  B.    ROBERTSON:    In 

answer    to    the    hon.    Member    (Dr. 

McDonald),  I  have  to  state  that  there 

are  on  the  staff  of  Inspectors  five  who 

have  been  promoted.    Another  point  is 

of  a  personal  character.  Something  has 

been  said  about  the  injustice  of  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Stewart  by  the 
Duke  of  Richmond.  I  find  he  was 
appointed  solely  on  his  merits,  and  that 
he  had  been  14  years  an  Inspector  before 
he  was  promoted. 

Mb.  HUNTER:  The  right  hon« 
Gentieman  has  hardly  met  the  main 
point  of  the  objection.  We  objected 
that  the  class  of  Assistant  Inspectors 
had  salaries  which  were  far  too  low-» 
beginning  at  £150,  and  rising  to  £300 
a  year.  I  find  that  42  per  cent  of  the 
schoolmasters  in  Scotland  have  salaries 
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as  good  as  have  Assistant   Inspectors, 

and,  therefore,  there  is  no  promotion. 

Not  only  that,  but  I  find  that  180  of 

the  teachers  in  Scotland  have  salaries 

aboye    £100,  which  is    the  mazimnm 

salary  of  the  Snb-inspectors.  My  ob- 
jection is  that  Assistant  Inspectors 
are  under -paid  and  over -worked, 
and  that  in  point  of  fact  it  is 
a  mere  subterfuge  to  pretend 
that  teachers  ought  to  be  Inspec- 
tors, while  you  practically  deny  them 
the  valuable    appointments  wmch  are 

fiven  to  those  who  have  not  their  quali- 
cations.  I  should  say  that  no  man 
ought  to  be  appointed  an  Inspector  or  a 
Sub- inspector  who  has  not  been  seven 
years  a.teacher  in  an  elementary  schooL 
£*rom  that  class,  and  that  class  alone, 
ought  Inspectors  to  be  taken;  and, 
moreover,  there  ought  only  to  be  two 
grades.  I  think  the  work  is  the  same 
in  all  cases,  and  the  pay  ought  to  be  the 
same. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  In 

Scotland  I  find  they  have  some  £25,000 

as  pay  for  40  or  50  Inspectors,  while  in 

Ireland  we  have  88  Inspectors  receiving 

only  £30,000.  I  mnpathise  with  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  with 
his  object  to  make  the  appointments  of 
Inspectors  from  the  class  of  persons  who 
have  had  practical  training  in  teaching. 

Db.  OLAEK:  The  Assistant  Inspec- 
tors who  do  the  work  of  examining 
schools  begin  at  £150  a  year,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  you  get  young  and 
inexperienced  men  to  review  and  ex- 
amine the  work  of  teachers  who  are  re- 
ceiving double  their  pay,  and  who 
have  had  20  years'  experienoe.  It 
is  a  matter  worthy  the  consideration 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  salaries  of 
these  Assistant  Inspectors  should  not  be 
commenced  at  £200  a  year  in  order 
that  a  better  and  more  experienced  class 
of  men  may  be  obtained.  Their  Reports 
would  not  display  such  ignorance  as 
they  do  at  present,  and  would  have 
more  effect  on  elementary  teachers  than 
they  now  have. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  108 ; 
Noes  135.— (Div.  list,  No.  306.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr.  Bunter 


Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Qaes- 
tion,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  agsin,** 
— (£r.  Edmund  JSo^f^Mi,)— put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  at 
again  to-morrow. 

PREVENTION    OF   CRUELTY  TO  ANI> 
PROTECTION  OP  CHILDREN  BILL 

(No.  872). 

Consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend* 
ment. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Honae^ 
do  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the 
Lonis'  Amendments." 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhan^ 
ton,  E.) :  I  hope  the  House  will  aDow  m» 
to  state  the  course  which,  on  behalf  of  n^ 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  ^ 
Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield,  I  pro- 
pose to  take  with  reference  to  these 
Amendments.  The  Amendments  ar» 
bulky,  apparently,  in  size,  but  they  aie 
easily  divisible  into  three  classes— to- 
bal  Amendments,  Amendments  of  po- 
cedure,  and  Amendments  in  substance. 
So  far  as  the  verbal  Amendments  and 
Amendments  in  procedure  areconcenied, 
they  have  been  inserted  in  the  ^ 
mainly  at  the  instance  and  under  ^ 
supervision  of  Lord  Herschell  and  vidi 
the  concurrence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  I  think  the  House  may  be  ounteot 
to  accept  these  improvements  of  verbsl 
phraseology  and  procedure  without  dis- 
cussion. There  might,  of  course,  b» 
some  criticism  possible  on  the  procedors 
Amendments ;  but  I  would  exceedingly 
deprecate  any  friend  of  the  Bill  raising 
a  question  of  that  kind.  That  brings 
me  to  the  three  Amendments  in  sob- 
stance  which  the  House  of  Lords  ban 
made  in  this  Bill.  The  first  is  in  refe^ 
ence  to  the  hours  in  which  children  aie 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  newspapers  and 
other  articles  in  the  streets.  As  the 
Bill  left  this  House,  the  hours  i^ 
which  children  were  not  to  be  empkiT^ 
in  the  streets  were  fixed  at  10  o'dtook  at 
night  in  summer  and  8  o'clock  in  winlfl'* 
The  House  of  Lords  has  thought  fit  ^ 
fix  10  o'clock  as  the  hour  all  the  f» 
round.  Some  objection  inight,  iw 
doubt,  be  made  to  this  alteration ;  but* 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  pow9^ 
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reserved  to  the  Local  Authority  to  fur- 
ther extend  or  restrict  the  hours,  and 
those  of  us  who  are  anxious  that  this 
clause  should  work  with  as  little  friction 
as  possible  will  be  satisfied  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rity. The  next  Amendment  of  substance 
is  with  regard  to  the  position  of  a  wife 
in  regard  to  giving  evidence  against  her 
husband.    As  the  Bill  left  this  House  it 
provided  that  the  wife  should  be  a  com- 
petent and  compellable  witness.     The 
House  of  Lords  has  seen  fit  to  alter  that ; 
and    as    the     amended*    clause     was 
dravn  bj  Lord  Herschell,  I  think  the 
words  are   entitled   to    great   weight. 
What  is  now  proposed  is  that  the  wife 
shall  be  required  to  attend  the  Court 
and    be    competent    as     a     witness ; 
but,     upon     her     refusal       to      give 
evidence,    shall    not     be  compellable. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  both 
sides,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  express 
any  dogmatic  opinion.     Wjdun  men  of 
the  eminence  of  Lord  Herschell  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  think  this  the  most  de- 
sirable manner  of   dealing    with    this 
point,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well 
to  ai^  the  House  of  Commons  to  dis- 
agree   with     the    Amendment.     That 
brings  me  to  the  third,  and  really  the 
only,  substantial  alteration  that  has  been 
made  in  this  Bill,   and  that   is   with 
reference  to  the  licensing  of  children 
under   10  years  of  age  for  theatrical 
performances.     The  House  will  recollect 
that  we  carried  by  large  majorities,  both 
in  Committee   and  on    the  Report,    a 
provision     that     no    child    under     10 
should,    under  any  circumstances,    be 
allowed    to    sing    or  play   for    profit, 
either    in    a     theatre    or  in   a   circus. 
We  applied   the  Factory  Act  to  thea- 
trical   performances.     I  am  not  going 
to    justify    what    the    House    did    on 
that  occasion  ;  but  the  alteration  which 
the  House  of  Lords  has  made  is  this — 
although  it  leaves  the  clause  precisely 
as  it  was   with  reference  to  children 
under  seven  years  of  age,  as  to  children 
between  7  and  10,  power  is  given  to  a 
Petty  Sesaional  Court  to  grant  licenses 
for  such  employment.    No  Magistrate 
would  be  able  to  grant  a  license  at  his 
residence ;    it  must  be  done  in  a  public 
Petty  Sessional  Court,  and  the  license 
will    be    subject     to     such    conditions 
and    restrictions    as    the    Court    may 
think  fit  to  impose.    Now,  I  regret  that 
Amendment ;    but  we  have  to  deal  with 


this  matter  as  practical  men.  I  would 
not  only  ask  the  House  to  attach  some 
weight  to  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  Sheffield,  but  I  would 
also  urge  them  to  accept  that  of  a 
gentleman  who  is  largely  responsible 
for  the  outside  opinion  which  has  pro- 
duced this  Bill — 1  mean  the  Hev.  Mr. 
Waugh.  I  think,  too,  I  have  some 
claim  to  be  heard  on  this  question;  for 
when  it  was  originally  proposed  to 
exempt  theatrical  performances  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  I  led  the 
revolt.  Of  course,  my  sympathy  goes 
in  the  direction  of  extending  this 
clause  as  far  as  possible ;  but,  look- 
ing to  the  state  of  public  business 
and  the  fact  that  this  Amendment  had 
the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  the  other  House  and  that  they 
are  not  likely  to  assent  to  its  abandon- 
ment, I  would  urge  that  these  Amend- 
ments be  assented  to.  I  do  not  wish  to 
reflect  in  any  way  on  the  action  of  the 
Government.  I  think,  as  a  matter  of 
common  justice,  that  if  this  passes  into 
law,  all  of  us  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  it  will  be  very  much  indebted  not 
only*  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
but  also  to  the  Attorney  General,  with- 
out whose  assistance  the  Bill  could  not 
have  been  passed  this  Session.  There- 
fore I  am  not  reflecting  on  the  action  of 
the  Government  when  I  say  I  am  per- 
suaded that  the  majority  of  this  House 
would  decline  to  upset  this  compromise. 
If  this  Amendment  is  not  agreed  to  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  result  will 
be  a  wrangle  between  the  two  Houses 
and  the  inevitable  loss  of  the  measure. 
Under  these  circumstances,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  this  is  a  vexed 
question  upon  which  many  people  just 
as  philanthropic  as  ourselves  take  dif- 
ferent views,  and  that  a  fair  compromise 
has  been  obtained,  I  hope  that  the 
House  will,  as  a  matter  of  wise  and 
judicious  policy,  agree  with  the  Amend- 
ment, and  thus  permit  the  Bill,  which 
will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  children  of 
this  country,  to  become  law  without 
any  further  delay. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments,  considered. 

On  Amendment   with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  children  in  theatres^ 

*Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester):    I  ask  the  indulgence  of 
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the  House  while  I  make  a  few  remarks 
on  this  question.  I  haye  a  very  strong 
feeling  about  the  mistake  which,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  the  House  of  Lords 
have  made  in  introducing  this  particular 
Amendment;  and  I  deeply  regret  the 
course  that  the  House  of  Lords  has 
adopted.  Still  I  recognise  the  enor- 
mous advantages  of  the  Bill,  even 
as  ammidad,  and  I  will  not  take  the 
responsibility  of  any  risk  of  de- 
laying its  passing,  and  am  there- 
fore prepared  to  ag^ee  with  the 
Lords'  Amendments.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Crewe  also  desires  me 
to  state  that  he  will  not  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  iu  his  name.  And  now  I 
wish  the  House  to  allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  moral  question.  I  used 
words  in  this  House  on  a  recent 
occasion  which  I  wish  to  withdraw. 
They  are  incapable  of  absolute  proof. 
There  is  a  g^at  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  matter,  and  I  find  the 
statement  is  considered  exaggerated 
by  many  persons  who  are  as  likely 
to  be  right  as  those  on  whose  infor- 
mation I  based  it.  As  my  words 
caused  a  great  deal  of  pain  to  virtuous 
girls  who  follow  this  employment,  I  wish 
zo  withdraw  the  words  I  used  to  the  effect 
"that  the  great  majority,  when  they 
ended  their  dancing  days,  entered  upon 
lives  on  the  streets."  I  wish  to  withdraw 
publicly  what  I  said  publicly ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  desire  to 
withdraw  my  g^ave  protest  ag^nst 
this  door  being  speoiallv  opened 
to  little  girls  to  enter  a  profession  full 
of  danger  to  their  purity  and  morality. 
With  regard  to  this  Amendment,  I  may 
add  that,  though  it  is  agreed  to  at 
present,  it  will  not  prevent  the  fight 
irom  being  renewed  and  carried  on  until 
the  labour  of  all  children  under  10 
years  is,  without  exception,  prohibited. 

Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to. 

COTTON  CLOTH  FACTORIES  BILL. 

(No.  366.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;    read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL.     (No.  244.) 

Heported  from  the  Select  Committee. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.  [No.  323.] 

Mr.  Winierhotham 


Bill  re-committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  for  to-morrow,  and  to 
be  printed.  [BiU  377.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  House  do  now  adjourn.*^ 

ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  acoordwce 
with  the  promise  I  made  early  in  the 
aftemooay  I  desire  now  to  state  vbtl 
will  be  the  convse  of  business.  To- 
morrow we  propose  to  take  Classes  lY. 

and  y.  of  the  Civil  Service  Bstimttes, 
and  as  soon  after  1 1  o'clock  as  possible 
progress  will  be  reported  to  enable  tlie 
Keport  of  the  Irish  Vote  for  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  sexton  :    When  wiU  the  v»- 
maining  Irish  Votes  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Gorwn 

ment  are   anxious  to  consult  the  ooo- 

yenience  of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  the 

order  of  the  Irish  Vote.  I  prqKMS  te 
take  the  Vote  for  the  Land  Uommiwon 
next,  and  the  remaining  Votes  in  &flit 
order,  if  that  suits  hon.  Gbatlemen  Iroa 
Ireland. 

♦Sib  R.  fowler  (London):  I«  it 
intended  to  have  a  Saturday  Sitting? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  moat 
depend  on  the  course  of  business  t^ 
morrow.  I  am  sure  the  Hoose  i» 
desirous  of  coming  to  a  conclusion  vitb 
public  business  as  rapidly  as  poeeibU 
and  without  appealing  to  the  Qouie,  or 
any  section  of  it,  to  take  any  basuietf 
to  which  they  have  strong  objectioo,  I 
think  it  may  be  necessary  to  aek  bon. 
Members  to  sit  on  Saturday  for  biuioeM 
which  may  not  be  strenaoiLdy  opposed. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  WiB  the 
Tithe  Bill  be  taken  on  Friday? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Yes;  that  i» 
our  intention. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Maylasktb« 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  it 
would  not  meet  the  views  of  all  ssetiofiiS 
of  the  House  to  drop  the  Tithes  BUI? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Honee  adjourned  ai  one  maM^' 
before  SU  a'cio*- 
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FEES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Table  of  the  Fees  of  this  House  now 
charged  in  respect  of  Appeals,  Claims 
of  Peerage,  and  Claims  to  Vote  for 
Bepresentativ-e  Peers:  Ordered  to  be 
laid  before  the  House  (The  Chairman  of 
Committees). 

LUNACY  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  consolidate  the  enactments 
respecting  lunatics — Was  presented  by 
the  Lmrd  Chancellor ;  read  1' ;  and  to 
be  printed.    (I^o.  226.) 

COTTON  CLOTH  FACTORIES  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1', 
and  to  be  printed.    (No.  227.) 

GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMPROVEMENT 
(SCOTLAND)    ACT   (1862)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1*  > 
to  be  printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  To- 
morrow.— (The  Lord  Ker,  if.  Lothian). 
(No.  228.) 

REGULATION    OF    RAILWAYS   (No.  2) 

BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;    read 
l^  and  to  be  printed.     (No.  229.) 

MERCHANT       SHIPPING      (TONNAGE^ 
BILL.    (No.  174.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Imendments  agreed  to. 
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PREVENTION  OF  CRUELTY  TO  AND 
PROTECTION     OF     CHILDEIEN     BILL^ 

(No.  160.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to. 

FACTORS    BILL   (No.  122.) 
Returned  from  the  Commons  with  the 

0 

Amendments  made  by  the  Lords  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
agreed  to. 

COUNTY    COURT   APPEALS  (IRELAND) 
BILL  (No.  104.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  agreed  to,  with  Amend- 
ments: The  said  Amendments  to  be 
considered  to-morrow. 

ARBITRATION    BILL    (No.  97.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  agreed 
to,  with  an  Amendment:  The  said 
Amendment  to  be  considered  to-mor« 
row. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

♦LoKD  DENMAN,  in  moving  "  That 
Standing  Order  No.  XXXIII.  be  sus- 
pended until  an  adjournment  for  more 
than  two  days,  or  until  a  prorogation," 
said,  that  he  did  not  anticipate  much  op- 
position to  the  Motion,  because  in  con- 
sequence of  the  House  not  beings  full 
enough  to  sustain  a  Division  it  }iad  been 
necessary  to  throw  over  business  for  a 
day,  in  the  case  of  one  Bill  which  had 
to  be  re  committed,  which  was  incon- 
venient. 

♦Viscount  CBOSS  did  not  think  there 
had  bean  any  cause  shown  for  this 
Motion,  as  no  difficulty  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  had  arisen. 

On  Question,   resolved  in  the  nega- 
tive. 
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PRIVATE    BILLS    (ALTERATION    OF 
MEMORANDUM  OF  ASSOCIATION.) 

Report  from  the  Select  Oommittee 
conridered  (according  to  order). 

LoBD  HERSOHELL :  I  hare  to  pre- 
sent to  jour  Lordships  the  Report  of 
the  Joint  Oommittee  appointed  by  jour 
Lordships'  House  and  the  other  House 
to  consider  the  subject  of  Bills  which 
inyolved  alterations  in  the  Memoranda 
of  Association  of  Joint  Stock  Oompanies. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  the 
appointment  of  the  Oommittee  arose  out 
of  the  circumstance  that  a  Bill  which 
had  been  read  a  second  time  and  passed 
in  the  other  House,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Ohairman  of  Oommittees,  in  this 
House  did  not  pass  the  Second  Reading, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  thought  that  tho 
matter  should  be  considered  and  dealt 
with  how  far  Joint  Stock  Oompanies  re- 

fistered  under  the  Act  of  1862  ought  to 
e  permitted  to  invoke  the  aid  of  Par- 
liament to  alter  their   Memoranda  of 
Association.    Accordingly,  a  Joint  Oom- 
mittee of  both  Houses  was  appointed  in 
order  that  some  uniform  system  might 
be  laid  down  applicable  to  both  Houses. 
I  have  now  to  present  their  Report. 
The  J  recommend,  in  the  first  place,  gene- 
ral legislation  to  enable  oompanies  with- 
out the  necessitj  of  resorting  to  Parlia- 
ment, under  strictlj  defined  conditions 
and  limitations,  which  are  specified  in 
the  Report,  to  make  alterations  in  their 
Memoranda    of  Association    with  the 
sanction  of  the  Oourt,  giving  full  oppor- 
tunitj  to  all  those  whose  interests  might 
be  affected  to  be  heard,  and  to  show 
cause  against  any  such  alteration,  and 
leaving   the   matter    (subject   to   anj 
opposiuon)  to  the  determination  of  the 
Court.  But  the  Oommittee,  feeling  that 
until  any  such  general  legislation  is 
passed  it  would  not  be  right  that  there 
should  be  an  absolute  barrier  to  com- 
panies obtaining  an  alteration  of  their 
memoranda,   suggest  that    Parliament 
should,  in  the  meantime,  deal  with  the 
matter  upon  the  same  lines  as  those 
which  they  propose  the  Court  should 
deal  with  it  hereafter  in  the  case  of 
general  legislation^that  is  to  say,  that 
the  alteration,  if  it  involyes  the  creation 
of  new  objects,    should  be  only  per- 
mitted where  those  objects  are  co^ate 
with,  or  ancillary  to,  the  existing  objects, 
and  where  the  necessity  has  arisen  or 
the  application  is  based  upon  circum- 


stances which  have  developed  them- 
selves since  the  time  the  company  wu 
originally  formed.  I  think  that  wiib 
the  limitations  which  have  been  laid 
down  by  the  Committee,  and  which  wiU 
now  have  the  sanction  of  a  Oommittee  of 
both  Houses,  the  matter  may  be  safely 
left  in  the  way  they  have  suggested,  t 
therefore,  move  that  your  LordshipB  do 
agree  with  the  Report. 

«Thx  Eael  of  MORLET  :  I  should 
like  to  say  one  or  two  words  on  this 
subject,  as  the  action  which  I  took  wHh 
regard  to  t^e  Belgrano  Qas  Oomptnj 
Bill  (which  is  again  down  for  Second 
Reading  to-night)  led  to  the  appmt- 
ment  of  this  Oommittee.     When  &st 
Bill  first  came  before  your  Lordships* 
House  I  felt,  as  my  noble  Friend  hts 
stated,  that  there  were  no  precedenU 
which  would  allow  me  to  pass  that  BiH 
without  the  knowledge  of  ParliameDt, 
and,  therefore,  I  was  extremely  glidt 
after  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
had    been    suspended,    tiiat   a^  Com- 
mittee    was     appointed     to     inqjaare 
into     the     subject      generally,^  s^d 
to  lay  down    rules  for   the   gaidsnce 
of  Committees  of  this  and  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  in  cases  wh«ce 
companies  dedred  to  alter  their  Memo- 
randum of   Association.      I  had  tile 
honour  of  serving  on  that  Joint  Com- 
mittee, and  I  entirely  endorae  ^^'^ 
from  my  noble  and  learned  Friendl^ 
Herschell.    I  think  that  nnder  the  eoc- 
ditions  laid  down  in  that  Report  the 
House  may  safely  allow  these  altera- 
tions in  the  Memorandum  of  AssooiatioD 
of  companies   under    special    dxcom- 
stances  as  described  in  those  oondltumi. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  ^^'^•[^ 
hope  that  the  general  legislation  wh^ 
is  suggested  in  that  Rej^ort  wiU  not  be 
delay^  longer  than  is  neoessaiy. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR:  This  is 
avery  wide  subject,  and!  amverydoabtr 
ful  whether  in  the  present  condltioD  of 
affairs  it  would  be  altogether  right  to 

assume  that  these  recommendations  of 
the  Oommittee  are  in  accord  with  the 

feneral  opinion  of  Members  of  jW 
lOrddbips' House.  It  must  be  renem- 
bered  that  the  subject  with  whitfi 
one  is  dealing  is  one  very  impor- 
tant, indeed,  to  almost  every  Urn- 
ber  of  the  State.  People  embark  m* 
particiUar  comj^y,  ana  they  have  tJMff 
views  for  so  doing,  and  they  very  ofl» 
take  shares  as  an  investment,  and  WfJ 
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are  responsible  for  any  calls  that  are 
made.  Of  coarse,  I  am  referriog,  when 
I  talk  of  companies,  to  what  is  now 
almost  aniversal,  the  turning  of  various 
businesses  into  limited   liability  com- 

Knies.    People   might    or  might   not 
Ye  adopted  the  sort  of  view  that  they 
oonld   at  all  events,  without  risk   to 
themselves   and   their  future  fortunes, 
invest  in  a  particular  speculation.    It  is 
now  suggested  that  under  certain  con- 
ditions (what  they  are  I  do  not  at  this 
moment  know)  the  objects  with  which 
the    company    was    started    may   be 
changed.    I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Committee  recommend  that  the  share- 
holders should   be  consulted.    In  the 
particular  case  which  has  g^ven  rise  to 
this  Committee  it  was  a  very  strone 
case.  Practically,  every  shareholder  had 
given  his  assent  to  the  change.    There 
was  also  the  question  of  rival  companies, 
and  the  rival  companies  that  might  have 
been  supposed  to  be  interested  in  this 
matter  had   also  not  only  given  their 
eonsent,  but  I   think  urged  that  the 
alteration  of  the  Memorandum  of  Asso- 
ciation should  be  permitted.  Therefore, 
I  am  not  speaking  at  all  in  reference  to 
tiM  Motion  which  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees is  about  to  make  for  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Belgrano  Oas  Bill ;  but 
I  wish  to  guard  myself  against  being 
supposed  to  adopt  the  general  view  put 
forward  by  both  the  noble  Lords  who 
have  addressed  your  Lordships.  I  think 
it  may  well   be  that  merely  to  afford 
opportunity    to    some    shareholder    or 
creditor  or  rival  company  to  come  for- 
ward and  oppose,  would  or  might  not 
be  sufficient  guarantee,  because  every- 
body who  is  oonnected  with  companies 
— at  least  who  has  had  to  deal  with 
them  in  judicial  matters— knows  per- 
fectly well   that  what  is    everybody's 
business  in    such   matters  is  certainly 
nobody's  business,  and  many  persons 
will  allow  thinffs  to  be   done  because 
they  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  inter- 
fere,  and    they  might    be    grievously 
wronged  by  being  compelled  to  enter 
into    business  of  which    they  had  no 
notion  at  the  time  they  became  share- 
holders.    I  do  not,  of  course,  wish  at 
all  to  speak  in  an  adverse  view  of  this 
Beport,  which  is  entitled  to  the  respect 
which  ia  due  to  a  Report  considered  by 
those  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Members  of 
the  other  House  who  formed  this  Com- 
mittee.    All  I  wisb  to  do  at  present, 


having  had  no  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing this  Beport,  is  to  guard  myself 
against  being  supposed  to  adopt  all  its 
recommendations,  and  resei^e  to  my- 
self the  right  of  discussing  the  matter 
in  another  Session. 

Beport  agreed  to. 

ELEOTRIO  LIGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
3\"— ( 7^e  Earl  of  Morloy). 

♦Thb  Eabl  op  CRAWFORD :  I  do 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Third  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  nor  shall  I  oppose  the  other 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders 
Bills  which  are  on  the  Paper;  but  I 
wish  to  say  that,  although  very  great 
care  has  been  exeicised  in  the  drawing 
up  of  these  Bills,  still  I  have  no  doubt 
whatsoever  that  in  a  certain  time  we 
shall  have  to  come  to  you  again 
for  amendments  in  certain  portions 
of  the  Bills.  The  parts  that  I 
refer  to  are  those  dealing  with  the  meter 
clauses  and  the  testing  clauses  which,  in 
my  opinion  and  that  of  those  who  have 
had  anything  to  do  with  electric  lighting, 
are  absolutely  unworkable.  The  whole 
of  them  were  drawn  up  in  the  year  1883, 
within  a  year  of  the  commencement  of 
legislation  on  this  subject.  They  have 
been  copied  verbatim  almost  into  the 
present  Orders.  We— I  speak  now  for 
those  who  are  undertakers  under  the  Bill 
— have  at  no  time  attempted  to  modify 
them  in  any  way,  simply  because  no 
person  knows  how  to  modify  them.  They 
are  quite  unworkable,  and  although 
great  care  has  been  disposed  upon  them, 
I  think  it  right  at  this  stage  to  say  that 
they  must  not  be  regarded  as  final, 
s.  Thb  Eabl  of  LIMERICK:  I  presume 
my  noble  Friend  will  not  expect  me  to 
make  any  remarks  on  what  he  has  said. 
He  will  remember  that  these  were 
opposed  Bills ;  that  they  were  considered 
in  the  Private  Bill  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  Housp,  of  which  I  had  the 
honour  to  be  Chairman.  I  believe  I 
may  say  that  this  question  of  meter  was 
not  raised  before  the  Committee,  and  I 
think,  as  my  noble  Friend  says,  it  is  a 
question  for  the  future. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  order)  aad 
passed  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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POOR  LAW  BILL  (Xo.  195 ) 

Amendments  reported  (aocording  to 
.order) ;  further  Amendments  made ;  and 
•  Bill  to  be  read  3'  to-morrow. 

PALATINE  COURT  jOF  DURHAM  BILL 

(No.*  71.) 
^  Commons    Amendments    considered 
(accordiog  to   order),   and  agreed   to, 
with  Amendments ;  and  Bill  returned  to 
the  Commons. 

OFFICIAL  SECRETS  BILL  (No.  112.) 

House  in  Committee  (on  IRe-commit- 
ment)  (according  to  order)  ;  Bill  re- 
ported without  further  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  A*  to-morrow. 

PAYMASTER  GENERAL  BILL  (No.  203.) 
Amendment  reported   (according    to 
order);    and    Bill    to    be  read  3*  to- 
morrow. 

REVENUE  BILL  (No.  209.) 
Read    3*"  (according  to  order),   and 
passed. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  PAR- 
LIAMENT8  AND  OFFICE  OF  THE 
GENTLEMAN  USHER  OF  THE  BLACK 
KOD. 

Second  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee considered  (according  to  order). 

*Thb  Eabl  of  MORLEY  :  I  think  it 
right  that  I  should  make  a  few  remarks 
-upon  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on 
the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments, because  it  contains  matter  that  is 
-of  rather  more  importance  than  these 
Reports  usually  contain.  The  House  will 
-probably  remember  that  early  last 
Session  a  Sub-Committee  of  the  Black 
fRod  Committee  was  appointed  with  a 
▼iew  to  inquire  into  the  emoluments  and 
.salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House. 
That  Committee  did  not  report  last  year, 
but  the  Sub-Committee*s  Keport  is  em- 
bodied in  the  Report  which  now  lays  on 
jour  Lordships*  Table.  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  go  through 
the  Report  in  detail.  It  has  been  in 
your  Lordships'  hands  for  some  days, 
and  peihaps  it  will  be  sufficient  for  me 
if  I  mention  what  are  the  leading 
changes  recommended.  To  sum  the 
matter  up,  the  changes  will  probably  in 
time  effect  an  economy  of  nearly  £7,000 
a  year  in    the  establishments  of   the 


{  .ORD  }         of  the  ParliameMj  S^.       1296 

House,  but  I  should  say  that  then 
changes  are  not  intended  to  affect,  and 
will  not  aff<>ct,  any  present  occupier  of 
any  post.  It  is  only  intended  that  they 
should  come  into  effect  as  yacandesooear 
in  those  posts,  the  object  being  to. reduce 
the  salaries  of  certain  officers.  The 
ecmomies  chiefly  effected,  I  should  eay, 
are  in  the  Department  of  the  Usher  of  the 
Black.  Rod,  and  to  some  extent  in  the 
Department  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Failit- 
ments.  The  whole  of  these  eoonomiee  will 
be  seen  briefly  in  the  Table  appended  to 
the  Report.  I  think  that  what  I  hare  said 
is  sufficient  to  show  your  Lordships  thtt 
the  Report  has  been  prepared  with  con- 
siderable  care,  as  the  Committee  hsi 
sat  many  times ;  and  I  trust  that  it  may 
satisfy  critics  in  another  place,  who 
hare  of  late  years  criticised  the  Estimstcs 
for  the  House  of  Lords  Offioes.  If 
there  are  any  questions  which  any  nohle 
Lord  wishes  to  put  to  me,  I  will  be 
happy,  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  to 
answer  them ;  but  I  think  I  haTS  ei- 
plained  the  object  of  this  Report  sofi- 
ciently,  and  I  now  beg  to  move  that  it 
be  agreed  to. 

«LoRD  DENMAN :  It  is  a  great  satie- 
faction  to  me  to  see  that  existing  holden 
are  not  to  be  disturbed  in  the  positioas 
which  they  hold ;  and  I  hope  that  t 
future  Parliament  may  not  be  so  illibe- 
rally disposed  as  this  Report  shows  the 
present  to  be.  My  respected  predeceoor 
relinquished  £4,000  a  year  of  his  salary 
and  patronage.  The  Earl  of  Ellen- 
borough  used  to  say  that  his  U£^ 
received  £H,000  a  year,  and  that  he 
gloried  in  doing  nothing.  I  can  only 
tell  you  that  for  six  years  my  father 
granted  me  a  large  income— more  than 
the  fees  amounted  to — and  he  vai 
obb'ged  to  maintain  me  in  ''  that  comely 
Portland  Place,"  as  Lord  BeaconsBeld 
calls  it  in  his  last  novel,  for  six  yeazs, 
and  if  ever  there  was  an  ill  -used  man  on 
the  face  of  the  earth,  that  man  was  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice.  It  was  said  to  me 
by  one  of  the  ushers  of  the  Cout 
(who  went  Circuit  with  the  Ijord  CMrf 
Justice),  "  The  respect  shown  to  Ixsd 
Campbell  in  companson  with  your  father 
is  as  the  'antipodes'  of  light  to  dark- 
ness." I  believe  it  was  the  truth  that 
never  a  more  independent  Judge  sat  upon 
theBench ;  and  his  salary  was  taken  avty 
from  him  within  seven  years  after  it  wse 
•declared  by  Parliament ;  ao  that  he  uA 
his  family  were  actually  robbed.   I> 
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this  case  there  is  notice  given,  but  it 
niust  be  extremely  unpleasant  to  the 
holders  of  the  present  places  to  see  that 
what  they  have  is  gradged  them  by 
anticipated  reforms  on  the  part  of  those 
persons  who,  if  they  came  into  this 
House,  might  accept  'the  title  of  Lord 
Olotores. 

Beport     considered     (according    to 
Order),  and  agreed  to. 

COURT  OP  CRIMINAL  APPEAL. 
QUESTION — 0B8BRVATI0NS. 

LoHD  FITZaERALD,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Prime  Minister  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  take  into 
consideration  during  the  coming  Parlia- 
mentary Kecess  the  que<4tion  of  consti- 
tuting an  effective  Court  of  Appeal  in 
criminal  cases  tried  in  the  Superior 
Courts  of  criminal  jurisdiction  or  at 
Quarter  Sessions;  and,  if  deemed  ex- 
pedient, present  a  measure  to  Parlia- 
ment during  the  next  Session  to  effect 
that  object,  said :  I  have  to  apologise 
for  bringing  this  matter  before  your 
Lordships  in  relation  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  a  Court  of  Appeal  in 
criminal  castas — I  mean  a  Court  of 
Appeal  upon  the  merits,  but  if  your 
liordships  will  refer  to  the  Notice  which 
I  have  put  down' you  will  perceive  that 
it  is  not  calculated  nor  intended  to  pro- 
voke unnecessary  discussion  upon  the 
subject,  and  I  do  not  at  all  intend  to 
revert  to  the  very  prominent  case  which 
recently  occurred  in  Liverpool,  and 
which  has  forced  upon  the  public  mind 
the  necessity  of  considering  this  ques- 
tion of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal. 
Your  Lordships  may  have  seen  a  letter 
of  very  considerable  ability  in  the  Times 
of  Monday  last.  It  is  from  Mr.  Fletcher 
Moulton,  an  eminent  Queen's  Counsel, 
and  he  shows  in  it  a  great  deal  of  scien- 
tific knowledge,  and  argues  his  case 
most  logically.     He  says  : — 

"  So  Long  as  the  conBtitution  of  our  Courts 
prevents  all  appeal  in  criminal  cases,  even  cf 
tho  graTest  kind,  it  seems  both  just  and  natural 
^at  the  results  of  such  a  trial  as  that  of  Mrs. 
^laybrick  for  the  murder  uf  her  husband  should 
be  made  the  subject  of  close  public  criticism.*' 

I  do  not  intend  now  to  criticise  or 
observe  on  that  case  at  all,  save  to  de- 
precate the  renewal  or  continuation  of 
¥^hat  I  may  call  tumultuous  discussion 
sod  proceedings  out  of  Court,  calculated 
to  bring  the  administration  of*  justice 


into  contempt,  to  withdraw  from  it  the 
veneration  and  affectionate  respect  with 
which  it  has  been  ever  regarded  in  Eng« 
land,  and  I  will  add  also,  if  it  will  have 
any  effect  whatever  upon  the  case  of  the 
unfortunate  woman  now  in  gaol,  it  may 
be  an  effect  to  her  prejudice,  and  can 
do  her  no  good.      My  Lords,  the  broad 
proposition  cannot  be  controverted  that 
there  is  no  appeal  whatsoever  provided 
by  the  English  law  in  criminal  cases 
upon  the  merits.     I  use  the  expression 
"upon  the  merite,"    for  I  mean  the 
merits  both  of  law  and  fact ;  but  per- 
haps it  would  be  better  to   say   that 
there  is  no  appeal  whatever  upon  ques- 
tions   of    fact.      The    Judge   at   the 
trial    may    have     gone    wrong  ;     he  > 
may     have     misconstrued     the     evi- 
dence;  he  may  have  misdirected    the 
Jury ;   the  Jury  themselves  may  have  | 
taken  the  most  unsound  view  of  the, 
facts  of  the  case,  and  that  unsound  view 
may  have  led  them  to  a  conviction  ;'  but 
for  all  that  there  is  no  appeal ;   you  ^^ 
can  have    no  new  trial;   there  is  no* 
mode    of    bringing    the    misdirection  * 
under  control,  or  under  appeal,  and  in  • 
fact  (and  it  is  a  fact  beyond  doubt  or 
controversy)  with  reference  to  criminal 
cases  we  have  allowed  life  and  liberty  to 
depend  entirely  and  unprotected  upon  the" 
decision  of  the  primary  Court.    I  may  re-- 
mind  your  Lordships  that  though  there ' 
is  no  appeal  whatever  on  questions  of  fact,  • 
there  is  an  appeal  on  questions  of  law  j ' 
a  twofold  appeal,  although  in  each  in-^ 
stance  of  a  very  unsatisfactory  character ; 
but  if  that  were  the  only  subject  of' 
complaint,     it  would  not    justify    me; 
in  coming  forward  on  the  present  oc-' 
casion,  because,  although  the  appeal  in; 
law   is    defective,   yet  the  appeals  on-^ 
questions  of  law  are  very  few,  and  are- 
disposed  of  in  the  course  of  a  year  by 
two  sitting?,  I  think,  for  two  days  only,; 
of  the  Court  for  Crown  Cases  Reserved  .- 
They  are  defective  in  this  respett,  that 
when  the  appeal  is  not  by  Writ  of  Error, 
it  rests    entirely  in   the   discretion    of 
the  Judge  whether  he  will  reserve  any^ 
I  question  of  the  Court  for  the  consider- 
ation of  Crown  Cases  Reserved.     How*^ 
ever,  confining  my  present  observation e 
to  the  absence  of  an  appeal  on  the  merits; 
I  have  heard  it  said  that,  notwithstand- 
ing that  singular  defect  in  our  criminal 
jurisprudence,    the   whole    thing    has 
worked  satisfactorily,  and  there  is  no. 
necessity  for  the  constitution  of  such 
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a  Oourt.  If  we  look  to  the  oases  that 
liave  taken  place,  I  think  it  will  be 
found  that  that  obserration  is  not  well 
founded,  and  that  the  contrary  is 
really  the  fact.  I  may  refer  to  one  or 
two  cases  to  show  your  Lordships  the 
proceedings  that  take  place,  and  how 
unconstitutional  they  are.  In  the  case 
of  Lord  Dundonald,  in  1814,  he  was 
convicted  of  a  conspiracy  to  commit 
fraud  with  three  or  four  others,  and  he 
was  sentenced  to  fine,  imprisonment, 
and  the  pillory.  I  always  thought  that 
case  a  disgrace  to  criminal  jurisprudence 
in  England.  In  his  autobiography  he 
says — 

'*  This  YiDdictiye  sentence  of  the  pillory  tbe 
€k>Temment  did  not  dare  to  carry  out.  My 
high-minded  colleague.  Sir  Francis  Bordett, 
told  the  Goyemment  that  if  the  sentence  was 
carried  into  effect,  he  would  stand  beside  me 
on  tho  piUory,  and  they  must  look  to  the 
consequences." 

The  result  of  that  intimation  was  that 
the  Oovernment,  though  anxious  to 
carry  out  the  sentence  to  the  fullest 
extent,  abandoned  the  pillory,  and 
after  a  not  very  long  interval.  Lord 
Dundonald's  innocence  was  fully  estab- 
lished, not  by  the  Home  Secretary,  but 
by  independent  inquiry.  He  was 
restored  to  all  the  honours  of  which  he 
bad  been  deprived,  and  I  myself  haye 
often  had  the  pleasure  and  the  honour  of 
seeing  him  in  attendance  upon  the 
Queen  as  one  of  the  officers  of  the 
Oourt.  Another  remarkable  case  was 
that  of  Mr.  Barber,  a  solicitor,  who  was 
oonvicted  of  forging  a  will,  or  being  a 
party  to  the  forging  of  a  will,  and  was 
sentenced  to  transportation.  Four 
years  afterwards  he  was  permitted  to 
return  to  England  with  a  full  acknow- 
ledgment of  his  innocence.  In  1850 
the  House  of  Commons  voted  him,  by 
way  of  compensation,  the  sum  of  £5,000. 
Now  all  thf^  in  juiy,  and  all  that  expense, 
would  have  been  avoided  if  there  had 
been  a  competent  Court  of  Appeal  upon 
the  facts  of  the  case.  A  case  always 
referred  to  in  reference  to  this  desir- 
ability of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  is 
the  case  of  Dr.  Smethurst,  who  was 
convicted  o!«the  murder  of  Isabella,  his 
bigamous  wife.  A  Petition  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Home  Secretary  of  the 
time,  and  be  instituted  an  inquiry;  I 
believe  be  even  took  the  step  of  an  inde- 
pendent examination  into  the  case  by 
fisperts;  but  the  result  was  to  show  that 
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the  whole  proceeding  against  Dr.  SmeW 
hurst  had  been  a  mistake ;  that  hii 
bigamous  wife  was   not    poisoned  by 
arsenic  as  represented,  but  that  she  died 
of  natural  causes.    His  innocence  was 
completely  established  to  the  satisfaction 
of  Sir  Comewall  Lewis,  the  then  Home 
Secretary.      I    think    the    noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  was  one 
of  the  counsel  in  the  case,  and  he  wiH 
remember  that  one  of  the  ludicrous  mil- 
takes  made  by  the  Judge  at  the  trill 
was  to  point  out,  as  the  motive  in  rehr- 
ence  to  which  Dr.  Smethurst  was  at- 
tacked, that  he  succeeded  to  all  the  pro- 
perty of  the  lady  who  was  said  to  ba 
poisoned.    She  did  make  a  will  in  hii 
favour,  but  it  was  after  the  illness  hid 
commenced  which  was  supposed  to  be 
the  result  of    poisoning;   so  that  the 
view  of  the  Judge  that  this  was  a  V617 
important  feature  in  the  case  was  that 
he  first  poisoned  the  woman,  and  then 
afterwards  got  her  to  make  a  will  in  his 
favour.     All   that   would   have  been 
avoided  had  there  been  a  proper  Oonrt 
to  enter  into  and  determine  the  case. 
Then,  again,  I  may  remind  the  nobis 
Lord  opposite  of  a  case  that  occurred 
when  he  was  Home  Secretary,  and  whieh 
was    known    as   the    Penge   murder. 
Five  persons  were  convicted  of  murder, 
and  left  for  execution.    As  to  one  of 
them,  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidenei 
beyond  that  she  had  led  an  immoral 
life.    There  was  nothing  else  in  ths 
case.  Upon  my  noble  Friend's  examina- 
tion she  was  at  once — not  repriersd, 
but  absolutely  discharged ;   and  upon 
consideration  of  the  remainder  of  ths 
cases  the  four  persons  who  where  left 
by  the  learned  Judge  for  execution,  and 
without  any  hope  whatever,  had  thor 
sentences  commuted,  and  they  were  seat 
to  penal  servitude. 

*  VisoouwT  CROSS :  My  noble  Frisiid, 
I  think,  has  not  quite  correctly  statsd 
the  facts  with  regard  to  the  M 
case  that  he  mentioned.  The  womaa 
who  was  reprieved  was  allowed  to  go 
on  this  ground.  The  question  wsfl 
whether  it  was  murder  or  manslaugUs 
— it  was  a  case  of  killing  by  n«gM 
and  I  thought  that  it  was  a  oateof  flM* 
slaughter.  This  woman  was  charged ji 
an  accessory  before  the  fact,  andsheooaid 
hardly  be  guil^  of  being  an  aooasHV 
before  the  fact  of  manalanghtsr.  ^ 
I  was  on  that  ground  that  she  was  ••* 
'  quitted. 
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Lord  FITZGERALD :    However,  I 
am  quite  right  in  stating  that  the  sen- 
tences on  Uie  other  persons  were  com- 
muted, on  the  ground  that  it  was  man- 
slaughter if  anything,  and  not  murder. 
•  But  Alice  Bhodes  had  no  connection 
irith  the  had  treatment  which  the  woman 
xecei?ed :  she  had  no  duty  to  perform 
towards  her:  she  happened  to  he  the 
naramour  of  one  of  the  parties,   and 
her  previous  life  was  the  only  circum- 
stance upon   which  she  was  couTicted 
as  in  conspiracy  with  the  other  parties. 
Possibly  I  may  have  fallen  into  error, 
and  I  am  glad  to  have  heen  corrected 
hy  the  noble  Lord,  for  I  am  only  speak- 
ing from  recollection  as  to  what  took 
eice   on    the    occasion.      These,    my 
rds,  are  but  three  out  of  a  hundred 
eases  that  I  could  havo  cited  for  your 
Lordships'  information.     It  cannot  be 
said  that  a    system  which  allows  of 
euch  cases  is^at  all  satisfactory ;  in  fact, 
it  has  been  for  years  condemned,  and 
condemned  by  successive  Oovernments. 
AOommission  sat  in  1878,  composed  of 
Teiy  able    men.      Lord  Blackoum,  I 
think,  presided  orer  that  Commission ; 
Mr.  Justice  Montagu  Smith  was  another 
of  its  members ;  the  present  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  was  one  also/  and  Lord  Justice 
Barry,  of  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 
land,   repreaentod    Ireland    upon    the 
occasion.    Their  conclusion  was  unani- 
mous, that  this  blot  upon  the  criminal 
jurisdiction  in  England,  which  did  not 
exist   in    any  other  ciTilised  country, 
ought  to  be  removed ;  and  they  actually 
went  so  far  tM  to  state  in  detail  in  the 
Beport  which  was  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment the  measure  that  ought  to  be  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  remedying  this  cry- 
ing eviL     In  addition.  Sir  John  Holker, 
the  then    Attorney    General,  and  Mr. 
Justice    Stephen,    between    them  pre- 
pared a  Bill,  which  was  presented  to 
Parliament  in  1878 ;  and  I  believe  again, 
in  1880,  the  Government  of  which  Lord 
Hersohell  was  Solicitor  General  took  up 
the  subject,  but  the  Bill  was  not  carried 
through.      Itecent    circumstances  have 
/orced  this  question  upon  our  attention, 
and  it  is  in  remarkable  contrast  that 
whilst  life  and  property  are  thus  left  dis- 
regarded, and  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the 
primary  tribunal,  we  cautiously  protect 
and  regard  the  civil  rights  of  property. 
I  may  inata&ce  to  your  Lordships  that 
withm  the  last  year  a  case  came  be- 
fore this  House  in  which  the  whole  sum 


in  controversy  between  the  parties  was 
£11.  No  doubt  it  involved  conse- 
quences beyond  that,  but  not  beyond  that 
to  the  parties  who  litigated  it.  It  com- 
menced in  the  County  Court;  the 
County  Court  Judge  eave  the  plaintiff 
a  decree;  the  defendant  appealed  to 
the  Divisional  Court,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge  was  reversed.  The  plain- 
tiff then  appealed  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  the  Court  of  Appeal 
decided  in  his  favour.  Again  it  was 
brought  before  this  House;  it  was  argued 
here  for  three  days,  and  finally  the 
noble  Lords  who  had  charge  of  the 
case  were  upon  one  point  divided  in 
opinion,  but  upon  the  merits  they 
disposed  of  the  case  affirming  the 
Judgment  of  the  Court  of  AppeaL 
Again  I  may  refer  your  Lordships  to 
Indian  cases.  Doe  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  India  commences  a  suit  in 
which  the  sum  in  controversy  is  500 
rupees ;  he  is  entitled  to  carry  it 
through  all  the  various  Courts  of  Appeal 
that  exist  there,  and  finally  to  come  to 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  and  sometimes  he  succeeds 
in  reversing  all  that  has  gone  before, 
and  turning  various  defeats  into  victory. 
My  Lords,  the  subject — I  do  not  conceal 
from  myself — is  one  of  very  great  diffi- 
culty ;  but  the  difficulties  are  not  insuper- 
able; and  all  lamseekiagnow  to  get  from 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  is  an  assurance 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
consider  this  question  during  the  Recess, 
and,  if  they  consider  it  practicable  and 
advisable,  that  they  will  be  prepared  in 
the  next  Session  to  introduce  a 
measure  upon  the  subject.  Let 
me  for  a  moment  consider  what 
takes  place  uuder  the  present 
system  when  there  id  an  appeal  to  Her 
Majesty  from  any  crimiual  conviction.  In 
some  cdsea  it  is  not  an  appeal  for  mercy, 
because  an  appeal  for  mercy, for  leniency, 
for  the  reduction  of  a  sentence,  is  one 
based  on  the  supposition  that  the  oon- 
victioQ  is  right ;  and  there  you  go  to  the 
Queen  in  the  exercise  of  her  prerogative 
of  mercy,  advised  by  tie  Home  Secre- 
tary, to  either  reduce  the  seutcmce  or  in 
some  way  to  reduce  the  punishment, 
which  you  consider  excessive,  within 
more  lenient  limits.  But  there  are  other 
cases  like  the  case  of  l>r.  8methurst  and 
the  case  of  Lord  Cochrane,  where  the 
appeal  was  not  for  m»-rty,  but  was  for 
the  re-consideration  of  tae  whole  case  in 


1288        Freventfm  of  Cruelty,        {COMMONS  {         ^<^,  to  CkOdfm  BiU.      128* 


as  good  as  have  Assistant   Inspectors, 

and,  therefore,  there  is  no  promotion. 

Not  only  that,  but  I  find  that  180  of 

the  teachers  in  Scotland  have  salaries 

aboye    £100,  which  is    the  maximum 

salary  of  the  Snb-inspectors.  My  ob- 
jection is  that  Assistant  Inspectors 
are  under -paid  and  over -worked, 
and  that  in  point  of  fact  it  is 
a  mere  subterfuge  to  pretend 
that  teachers  ought  to  be  Inspec- 
tors, while  you  practically  deny  them 
the  valuable    appointments  wmch  are 

fiven  to  those  wlbio  have  not  their  quali- 
cations.  I  should  say  that  no  man 
ought  to  be  appointed  an  Inspector  or  a 
Sub- inspector  who  has  not  been  seven 
years  a. teacher  in  an  elementary  schooL 
i*rom  that  class,  and  that  class  alone, 
ought  Inspectors  to  be  taken;  and, 
moreover,  there  ought  only  to  be  two 
grades.  I  think  the  work  is  the  same 
m  all  cases,  and  the  pay  ought  to  be  the 
same. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.):  In 

Scotland  I  find  they  have  some  £25,000 

as  pay  for  40  or  50  Inspectors,  while  in 

Ireland  we  have  83  Inspectors  receiving 

only  £30,000.  I  sympathise  with  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  with 
his  object  to  make  the  appointments  of 
Inspectors  from  the  class  of  persons  who 
have  had  practical  training  in  teaching. 

Db.  OLABK:  The  Assistant  Inspec- 
tors who  do  the  work  of  examining 
schools  begin  at  £150  a  year,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  you  get  young  and 
inexperienced  men  to  review  and  ex- 
amine the  work  of  teachers  who  are  re- 
ceiving double  their  pay,  and  who 
have  had  20  years'  experience.  *  It 
is  a  matter  worthy  the  consideration 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  salaries  of 
these  Assistant  Inspectors  should  not  be 
commenced  at  £200  a  year  in  order 
that  a  better  and  more  experienced  class 
of  men  may  be  obtained.  Their  Reports 
would  not  display  such  ignorance  as 
they  do  at  present,  and  would  have 
more  effect  on  elementary  teachers  than 
they  now  have. 

The  Oonmiittee  divided : — Ayes  103 ; 
Noes  135.— (Div.  list,  No.  306.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr.  Huntor 


Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion, "That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  agam,'^ 
— (£r.  Edmund  BoherUon,) — ^pu^  and. 
agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  iit 
again  to-morrow. 

PREVENTION    OF   CRUELTY  TO  Ain> 
PROTECTION  OF  CHILDREN  BILL 

(No.  872). 

Consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend* 
ment. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Eaws& 
do  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the- 
Lords'  Amendments." 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  E.) :  I  hope  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  state  the  course  which,  on  behalf  of  oj 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the^ 
Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield,  I  pro- 
pose to  take  with  reference  to  these 

Amendments.      The  Amendments  sre^ 
bulky,  apparently,  in  size,  but  they  sre 
easily  divisible  into  three  classes— ver- 
bal Amendments,  Amendments  of  pro- 
cedure, and  Amendments  in  substance. 
So  far  as  the  verbal  Amendmraits  snd 
Amendments  in  procedure  are  c<mcemed, 
they  have  been   inserted  in  the  Bill 
mainly  at  the  instance  and  under  ti^ 
supervision  of  Lord  Herschell  and  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Lord  OhanceOor, 
and  I  think  the  House  may  be  ountent 
to  accept  these  improvements  of  verbal 
phraseology  and  procedure  without  die- 
cussion.     There  miffht,   of  course,  be 
some  criticism  possiUe  on  the  procedure 
Amendments ;  but  I  would  exoeedinj^ 
deprecate  any  friend  of  the  Bill  rsising 
a  question  of  that  kind.     That  brings 
me  to  the  three  Amendments  in  sab- 
stance  which  tbe  House  of  Lords  hare 
made  in  this  Bill.    The  first  is  in  refer- 
ence to  the  hours  in  which  children  are 
to  be  allowed  to  sell  newspapers  and 
other  articles  in  the  streets.    As  the 
Bill  left  this  House,  the  hours  after 
which  children  were  not  to  be  employed 
in  the  streets  were  fixed  at  10  o'dodc  at 
night  in  summer  and  8  o'clock  in  wintv. 
The  House  of  Lords  has  thought  fit  to 
fix  10  o'clock  as  the  hour  all  the  year 
round.      Some    objection    mi^t,    bo 
doubt,  be  made  to  this  alteration ;  bat  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  power  tf' 
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reserved  to  the  Local  Authority  to  fur- 
ther extend  or  restrict  the  hours,  and 
those  of  us  who  are  anxious  that  this 
clause  should  work  with  as  little  friction 
as  possible  will  be  satisfied  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rity. The  next  Amendoient  of  substance 
is  with  regard  to  the  position  of  a  wife 
in  regard  to  giving  evidence  against  her 
husband.    As  the  Bill  left  this  House  it 
provided  that  the  wife  should  be  a  cotn- 
potent  and  compellable  witness.     The 
House  of  Lords  has  seen  fit  to  alter  that ; 
and    as    the     amended*    clause     was 
drawn  bj  Lord  Herschell,  I  think  the 
words  are  entitled   to    great   weight. 
What  is  now  proposed  is  that  the  wife 
shall  be  required  to  attend  the  Court 
and    be    competent    as     a    witness ; 
butf     upon     her     refusal       to      give 
evidence,    shall    not     be  compellable. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  both 
sides,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  express 
any  dogmatic  opinion.     Wjdun  men  of 
the  eminence  of  Lord  Herschell  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  think  this  the  most  de- 
sirable manner  of   dealing    with    this 
point,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  well 
to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  dis- 
agree   with    the    Amendment.     That 
brings  me  to  the  third,  and  really  the 
only,  substantial  alteration  that  has  been 
made  in  this  Bill,   and   that   is   with 
reference  to  the  licensing  of  children 
under  10  years  of  age  for  theatrical 
performances.     The  House  will  recollect 
that  we  carried  by  large  majorities,  both 
in  Committee  and  on    the  Report,   a 
provision    that    no    child    under     10 
should,    under  any   circumstances,    be 
flowed    to    sing    or  play   for    profit, 
either   in   a     theatre    or  in   a  circus. 
We  applied  the  Factory  Act  to  thea- 
trical   performances.     I  am  not  going 
to   justify    what    the    House    did    on 
that  occasion  ;  but  the  alteration  which 
the  House  of  Lords  has  made  is  this — 
although  it  leaves  the  clause  precisely 
as  it  was  with  reference  to  children 
under  seven  years  of  age,  as  to  children 
between  7  and  10,  power  is  given  to  a 
Petty  Sessional  Court  to  grant  licenses 
for  such  employment.    No  Magistrate 
would  be  able  to  grant  a  license  at  his 
residence ;   it  must  be  done  in  a  public 
Petty  Sessional  Court,  and  the  license 
will    be    subject     to     such    conditions 
and   restriotions    as    the    Court    may 
think  fit  to  impose.    Now,  I  regret  that 
Amendment ;   but  we  have  to  deal  with 
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this  matter  as  practical  men.  I  would 
not  only  ask  the  House  to  attach  some 
weight  to  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bright- 
side  Division  of  ShefiB.eld,  but  I  would 
also  urge  them  to  accept  that  of  a 
gentleman  who  is  largely  responsible 
for  the  outside  opinion  which  has  pro- 
duced this  Bill — 1  mean  the  Hey.  Mr. 
Waugh.  I  think,  too,  I  have  some 
claim  to  be  heard  on  this  question;  for 
when  it  was  originally  proposed  to 
exempt  theatrical  performances  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  I  led  the 
revolt.  Of  course,  my  sympathy  goes 
in  the  direction  of  extending  this 
clause  as  far  as  possible ;  but,  look- 
ing to  the  state  of  public  business 
and  the  fact  that  this  Amendment  had 
the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  G-pvern- 
ment  in  the  other  House  and  that  they 
are  not  likely  to  assent  to  its  abandon- 
ment, I  would  urge  that  these  Amend- 
ments be  assented  to.  I  do  not  wish  to 
reflect  in  any  way  on  the  action  of  the 
Government.  I  think,  as  a  matter  of 
common  justice,  that  if  this  passes  into 
law,  all  of  us  who  are  deeply  interested 
in  it  will  be  very  much  indebted  not 
only' to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
but  also  to  the  Attorney  General,  with- 
out whose  assistance  the  Bill  could  not 
have  been  passed  this  Session.  There- 
fore I  am  not  reflecting  on  the  action  of 
the  Government  when  I  say  I  am  per- 
suaded  that  the  majority  of  this  House 
would  decline  to  upset  this  compromise. 
If  this  Amendment  is  not  agreed  to  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  result  will 
be  a  wrangle  between  the  two  Houses 
and  the  inevitable  loss  of  the  measure. 
Under  these  circumstances,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  this  is  a  vexed 
question  upon  which  many  people  just 
as  philanthropic  as  ourselves  take  dif- 
ferent views,  and  that  a  fair  compromise 
has  been  obtained,  I  hope  that  the 
House  will,  as  a  matter  of  wise  and 
judicious  policy,  agree  with  the  Amend- 
ment, and  thus  permit  the  Bill,  which 
will  be  a  great  boon  to  the  children  of 
this  country,  to  become  law  without 
any  further  delay. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lords'  Amendments,  considered. 

On  Amendment  with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  children  in  theatres^ 

*Mr.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester):   I  ask  the  indulgence  of 
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mind.  Bat,  at  the  sametimA,  one  must 
remember  that  in  thii  countr;  it  too 
often  happens  that  it  is  impoasible  to 
obtain  attention  to  the  neoessitj  of  any 
partioular  reform  except  when  the  public 
mind  is  excited  on  Uie  aubjeot  and  by 
reason  of  that  excitement.  If  there  is 
no  anch  excitement,  a  reform  of  thia 
tdiaracter,  vhich  is  not  one  likely  to 
arouse  any  great  popular  feeling,  is  only 
too  likely  to  be  allowed  to  aleep,  even  if 
it  be  a  desirable  one.  It  seema  to  me 
that  there  are  reasons  other  than  those 
^ven  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend- 
namely,  the  time  of  the  year  and  the 
state  of  the  House — which  render  it 
impossible  to  disouaa  the  question  ex- 
hauetiTely  at  the  present  moment.  I 
would,  howeTer,  like  to  say  that  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  question  of  the 
expediency  of  SBtablisbini;  a  Court  of 
Onrainal  Appeal  is  one  which  might 
well  be  considered  independently  of 
and  without  reference  to  the  case  now 
occupying  public  attention,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  those  who  differ  diametri- 
cally in  thair  yiews  of  this  particular 
case  Ejay  yet  be  agreed  that  it  would 
be  better  if  some  tribunal  existed 
which  would  render  possible  a  review 
of  criminal  oases.  Such  a  tribunal 
might  go  far  to  arrest,  or  at  any  rate 
diminish,  those  manifestations  of 
opinion  to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Ijord  has  alluded.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  it  would  be  likely  to  get  rid  of  such 
manifestations  altogether,  because  there 
are  many  persons  who  wonld  be  quite 
as  ready  to  criticise  the  decision  of 
a  Court  of  Appeal,  however  ably  con- 
^tuted,  as  they  now  appear  to  be  to 
.criticise,  often  with  very  little  knowledge 
or  consideration,  the  decision  of  a  Judge 
and  jury.  I  certainly  entertain  the 
view  most  strongly  that  any  decision 
of  a  Court  of  Justice,  whether  it  be  the 
decision  of  a  Judge  and  jury,  or  of  any 
other  tribunal,  may  be  rightly  made  the 
aubjeot  of  public  criticlim.  It  is  the 
right  of  the  public  to  criticise.  But 
those  who  undertake  the  task  of 
criticism  have  a  serious  duty  incumbent 
on  them  to  be  very  careful  to  inform 
themselves  as  to  all  the  facts,  and  exhibit 
that  modesty  and  self-control  which 
every  one  should  exhibit  who  differs 
from  those  who  have  seriously  considered 
and  solemnly  decided  any  question. 
While  I  admit  this  right  of  public 
criticism,  I  must  say  that  a  good  deal 


ISOB 

of  lanffuage  has  been  recently  nsid 
which  I  mast  unite  with  my  noUe  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  in 
deprecating.  There  appears  to  hsvs 
'  the  minds  of  some  penoni  a 
difficulty  in  diatlDguishing  between  ori- 
ticism  and  abuse.  These  penoni, 
possibly  more  wisely,  posaibly  mot« 
tooliahly,  have  arrived  at  a  £fFeMat 
conclusion  to  that  arrived  at  by  thoss 
ho  decided  this  case,  and  they  have  (s 
that  account  indulged  in  condemnatiai, 
execration,  and  abuse  of  them,  thus  ex- 
hibiting a  state  of  mind  very  far  remoT«d 
from  that  which  can  produce  say  whids- 
some,  and  useful,  and  sound  critidmL 
I  do  nut  propose  to  say  more  thsn  ( 
word  or  two  on  the  subject  that  has  bea 
brought  forward.  Ibavelong  thonght 
that  some  change  in  the  direotiOB 
snmeeted  was  necessary  and  deaiisbla 
I  admit  the  difficulties  of  the  qusitios; 
but  it  bss  always  appeared  to  ms  to  b* 
indefensible  that  while  in  ciril  euM, 
however  small,  there  should  he  a  ii{^ 
of  appeal,  in  criminal  oases  thtn 
should  be  none.  I  do  not,  hov- 
ever,  share  the  view  appaKBllj 
entertained  by  my  noble  and  Imom 
Friend  that  the  existence  of  such  aOomt 
would  prevent  the  occurrence  of  smi^  i 
ous  convictions.  There  are  caaas  is 
which  wrong  convictions  are  obtaiati  | 
but  I  believe  that  this  occurs  hut  asIdoB, 
I  have  had  a  good  deal  of  exparisBse  is 
Criminal  Courts,  and  have  watcbsd  thi 
administration  of  justice  there  *ilk 
some  care,  and  I  believe  ttaatitiabst 
seldom 
though 
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ferred  I  am  by  no  means  certain  that,  if 
the  conviction  had  been  reviewed  at  the 
time,  the  conviction  wonld.  have  been 
altexH»d.  I  do  not  think  that  it  wonld 
be  right  to  expect  as  mnch  from  the 
creation  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  as  appears 
€o  be  expected  by  my  noble  Friend.  At 
the  same  time,  for  the  reasons  I  have 
giren,  I  hope  that  the  matter  will  be 
serioualy  considered  by  the  Qovemmert 
during  the  Hecess,  because  undonbtedly 
there  is  a  widespread  feeling  that  it  is 
not  just  that  in  the  administration  of  our 
Criminal  Law  alone  should  be  the  one 
deoiaion  which  is  incapable  of  review,and 
I  believe  that  any  solution  of  this  case 
with  due  and  satisfactory  safeguards 
would  give  a  general  feeling  of  satisf ac- 
tion and  security  to  the  community. 

♦VisoouKT  CBOSS :  My  Lords,  during 
tiie  time  that  I  had  the  honour  of  hold- 
ing the  office  of  Secretary  of  State  for 
the   Home  Department  my   attention 
was  naturally  enough  called  very  much 
to  this  question,  and  I  shall  be  prepared 
to   state  my  views  to  your  Lbraships 
when  the  matter  comes  up  for  discussion ; 
but  X  agree  with  my  noble  and. learned 
Friend  on  the  W^oolsack  that  this  is  not 
the  best  opportunity  that  might  have 
been  dioeen.   I  merely  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  making  two  observations.    I 
quite  agree  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Xord  who  has  just  sat  down  that  what- 
ever Court  of  Appeal  may  be  established 
vou  must  not  expect  too  much  from  it. 
X  am  not  at  all  certain  whether  prisoners 
do  not  get  better  treated  in  the  way  of 
getting    their    sentences    remitted    or 
reduced  under  the  present  system  at  the 
hands  of  the  Home  Secreta^  than  they 
wonld  receive  from  any  Court  of  Appeal. 
TSmb  Secretary  of  State  is  always  guided 
bj    the    riew   that   considerations   of 
merely  so  far  as  they  can  be  resorted  to 
oonslstently  with  justice,  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of,  and  prisoners  get  the  ad- 
vantage of  this  view,  which  they  would 
no(   gpet  from  a  strictly  legal  Court  of 
Appeal.     The  only  other  observation  I 
wSb  to  make  is  this — that  whether  a 
Court  of  Appeal  is  established  or  not,  it 
vill  be   absolutely  necessary  that  the 
pi^rogative  of  mercy   in   the   Crown 
flji0iild  still  be  maintained,  and  not  simply 
as  to  the  diminution  of  punishment  as 
ffyggttsted  by  the   noble  and  learned 
Xios<i  who  brought  forward  this  discus- 
iiiofiy    but  also  as  to  the  question  of 
jjuipeenoe  or  guilt ;  because  there  is  no 


doubt  that  it  does  sometimes  happen 
that,  perhaps  years  after  the  supposed 
offence  haspeen  committed  and  the  man 
has  been  convicted,  somethingisbrought 
to  light  which  shows  that  that  conriction 
is  an  error  which  no  Court  of  Appeal 
could  by  any  possibility  have  taken  con- 
sideration of,  and  for  which  there  is  no 
remedy  except  in  the  prerogative  of 
mercy  which  must  rest  in  the  Crown 
administered  on  the  advice  of  the 
responsible  Minister  at  the  Home 
Office.  I  know  that  there  is  a  feeling 
that  that  administration  of  justice 
by  a  single  Minister  is  not  satisfactory, 
but  in  the  nature  of  things  it  must 
remain,  and  the  principal  reason  of  my 
rising  to  address  your  Lordships  was 
that  1  might  correct  a  feeliog  which  is 
wide-spread  upon  that  point.  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  clearly  understood  that, 
Court  of  Appeal  or  no,  the  exercise  of 
the  prerogative  of  mercy  by  the  Crown 
must  be  maintained  for  the  benefit  of 
the  liberty  of  the  subject. 

LoBD  DENMAN:  My  Lords,  the 
misfortune  of  the  present  day  is,  that 
the  eridence  for  the  prosecutor  is  pub» 
Ushed;  and  perhaps  for  two  or  three 
days  the  whole  public  are  judging  the 
case    beforehand,    which    is   certainly 

Erejudicial  to  the  prisoner.  My  brother 
as  always  sat  later  than  almost  any 
other  Judge  in  order,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  avoid  this.  Speaking  to  me  about  a 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  he  said  that 
the  noble  Viscount  who  has  just  sat 
down  was  the  best  Home  Secretary 
that  he  had  ever  had  to  deal  with.  I 
have  witnessed  the  struggles  of  the 
present  Home  Secretary  in  the  case  of 
an  unfortunate  Jew,  who  afterwards 
confessed  that  he  was  guilty.  The 
pressure  that  was  put  upon  the  Home 
Secretary  was  something  extraordinary ; 
and  I  am  quite  certain  that  until 
we  can  see  clearly  a  much  better 
system  than  the  present,  we  had  much 
better  not  cast  a  slur  upon  the  existing 
authority.  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the 
present  Home  Secretary  will  consult 
with  the  noble  Lord  and  with  Lord 
Cranbrook,  who  formerly  held  the  same 
office,  you  would  have  a  better  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal  than  any  formal  Caur 
d$  Casiaiion  could  possibly  be. 

Lord  FITZGFEEALD  :  I  know  I  am 
not  in  order  in  again  speaking,  but  I  am 
sure  your  Lordships  will  give  me  in- 
dulgence to  say  a  word  or  two  in  what 
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I  may  call  self-defeocd.  I  oommence 
by  saying  that  I  agree  with  every  word 
that  has  been  spoken  by  Viscount  Gross. 
Now,  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  has  thought  it  necessary 
to  read  me  rather  a  severe  lecture  for 
the  indiscretion  I  have  shown  upon  this 

5 ^articular  occasion.    He  seems  to  have 
(Oirgotten  that  I  commenced  by  depre- 
cating   any  discussion  of,   and  that  I 
told    the    House   that    I    should   not 
make  a  single  observation  or  comment 
upon,   the    case    that    now    occupies 
public    attention     save    to    deprecate 
the     tumultuous     proceedings     which 
have  taken  place,  which  were  injurious 
to  the  very  unfortunate  person  whom 
they    were    intended    to    serve.     And 
all    through   the    course   of    the   few 
observations  that  I  made  your  Lordships 
will  recollect  that  I  adhered  to  what  I 
aaid  at  the  commencement,  and  not  a 
word  dropped  from  me  in  reference  to 
the  case  now  pending.   My  noble  Friend 
has  said  that  discussion  of  any  kind 
upon  the  present  occasion  is  indiscreet. 
Now,  my  notice  was  put  upon  the  Paper 
t>n  Monday  last;   and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  knows  me  well  enough 
to  know  that  if   he  had  conveyed  to 
me    the    slightest    hint    that    in    the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or    in    his    individual     opinion,     the 
discussion  was  injudicious,  1  should  have 
been  the  last  one  to  press  it  forward.    I 
should  have  left  everything  that  I  have 
eaid  unsaid,  and  withdrawn  the  notice  I 
had  given.      But  1  received  no   such 
intimation.     I   cannot    conceive,    not- 
withstanding all  that  I  have  heard  from 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  upon  the 
Woolsack,  that  I  have  been  guilty  of 
any  indiscretion.     My  question  points, 
not  to  the  present  but  to  the  future — to 
something  that  is  to  be  done  by  the 
Government  during  the  Becess  in  order 
to  remedy  what  is  a  grave  and  patent 
error.     1  wish  only  to  a^d  that  the 
answer  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
upon  the  Woolsack  on  the  part  of  the 
GK)vernment  has   been  so  highly    un- 
satisfactory— holding  out  no'hope  even  of 
consideration — that,  driven  mto  a  corner, 
if  it  become  necessary,  and  should  I  be 
(to  use  an  Irish  expression)  "  to  the  fore 
here,"  I  will  even  undertake  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  myself  on  the  subject, 
though      possibly      I      will       receive 
little     support    from     Her    Majesty's 
Gt)vemmeDt. 

Lord  Fitagerald 


ELECTRICAL  UGHTING  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (METROPOLIS)  IKQUIET, 

♦The    Earl   of   CRAWFORD,    io 
rising  to  move — 

*'  That  the  Mioates  of  Evidence  and  Fro* 
ceedings  in  the  local  inqaiiy  on  the  Electric 
lighting  Provimonal  Orders  (Metropolis),  held 
by  Major  Marinden,  R.E.,  by  direction  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  be  laid  before  theHoose,** 

said  :  I  gave  notice  of  this  Motion  two 
or  three  days  ago  for  this  reason— that 
upon  this  evidence  has  practically  beeo 
based  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  bringing  forward  and  promoting  the 
Electric  Lighting  Bills  which  your  Lord- 
ships have  read  this  evening  a  third 
time.  There  has  naturally  been  a  rerf 
great  desire  by  all  those  interested  is 
this  new  branch  of  industry  to  obtain 
the  facilities  of  seeing  the  evidence  and 
of  knowing  thoroughly  what  went  on 
during  the  18  days  that  Major  Marin- 
den  sat  hearing  the  evidence.  I  no 
sorry  to  say  that  I  have  receifed  i 
courteous  letter  from  the  Board  of  Trade 
saying  that  although  they  hsTe  no 
objection  from  a  Departmental  point  of 
view,  nevertheless  the  evidence,  soch  i» 
it  is,  is  very  voluminous ;  and  therefore 
they  think  it  desirable  that  it  shoold 
not  be  printed  on  the  score  of  expense. 
They  also  say  that  that  evidence  and 
the  appendices  were  printed  from  day 
to  day,  and  that  any  persons  mig^t 
have  had  a  copy  upon  payment.  It  i> 
perfectly  true  that  any  person  might 
have  had  the  evidence  if  he  had  ohoean 
to  pay  for  it;  but  he^  would  ha?e  hrf 
from  the  commencement,  to  enter  iiit» 
an  undertaking  to  take  the  whole  of  Ih* 
evidence  from  beginning  to  end,  in 
each  copy  of  that  book  cost  the  unfoHi* 
nate  holder  of  it  £37  I63.  Very  W 
copies,  as  your  Lordships  may  imagn^ 
were  printed ;  I  think  not  more  thii 
about  46,  of  which  my  business  abwtM 
10.  The  consequence  is  that  there  ii  A 
very  large  demand  for  this  etide** 
which  it  is  impossible  to  supply,  sal  V 
impression  was  that  it  would  have  bSM 
an  economy  of  the  Board  of  Trade  # 
allow  this  evidence  to  be  printed,  te^ 
cause  I  feel  pretty  oonfident  myself  tig 
the  possession  of  the  evidence  iKjIi 
save  the  Department  very  largely  !•■• 
future  by  giving  absolute  gmdattWJI 
those  who  will  promote  Fnmskm 
Orders  in  the  future.  However,  tfW 
Department  do   not   fed  dispMod  w 
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f^^ant  mj  r€»que6t,-  I  will  not  press  the 
Motion. 
«Thb  Eabl  of  LIMEEIGK  :  My  noble 
Friend  has  stated  the  reason  of  the  De- 
partment for  deprecating  this  Motion. 
There  is  no  Departmental  objection  to  it : 
the  objection  is  solely  on  the  ground  of 
expense.  The  eyidence  lasted  18  days, 
and  there  were  1,300  pages  of  printed 
matter,  and  it  was  considered  that  un- 
less a  very  stron;^  case  was  made  out  of 
this  large  mass  of  matter  being  printed 
and  circulated  to  your  Lordships  it 
urould  be  incurring  a  very  heavy  ex- 
pease  indeed  without  sufficient  cause. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  House)  with- 
drawn. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1' ; 
to  be  printed ;  and  referred  to  the  Ex- 
aminers.   (No.  230^) 

House  adjonitied  at  a  qoartAr 
before  Six  o'dook,  till 
To-morrow,  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Thm-iday,  I5th  August,  1899. 


PRIVATE:  BUSINESS. 


'0' 


STANDING  ORDERS. 

Th:b  chairman  op  WAYS  and 
MEIANS  (Mr.  CoixnTNET,  Cornwall, 
Bodaiin) :  I  have  to  move  a  series  of 
alterations  in  the  Standing  Orders  which 
relate  to  private  Bills.  Thej  have  been 
rendered  necessary  by  the  disappearance 
of  tompike  roads,  the  substitution  of 
the  I>ondon  County  Council  for  the  Met- 
ropolitan Board  of  Works,  and  the  inter- 
poaition  of  tramroads  as  an  inter- 
mediary between  railways  and  tram- 
irays. 

Standing  Order  1  was  read,  and 
unended  : — ^In  line  19,  by  leaving  out 
^ter  the  words  "  Letters  Patent,^  the 
words  "  confirming,  prolonging,  or 
lansferring;"  in  line  51,  by  inserting 
liter  the  word  "  port,"  the  words 
'  public  carriage  road ; ''  in  line  71,  by 
emYtng  out  after  the  word- "tunnel," 
lie  words  "turnpike  or  other  public 
^nirngB  road." 


Standing  Order  8  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  1,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "  for  confirming  or  prolonging  or 
otherwise." 

New  Standing  Order  to  follow  Stand 
ing  Order  8.    - 

Ordered — 

"  That  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  noticef, 
notice  of  the  intention  to  apply  to  Parliament 
for  a  Bill  relating  to  letters  patent  shall  be 
published  twice  in  the  Official  Journal  of  the 
Patent  Office,  before  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  in  this  House;  and  the  total  amount  of 
fees,  including  the  prescribed  free  for  enlarge- 
ment, under  17  of  *  T\\e  Patents,  Designs,  and 
Trade  Marks  Act,  1883,'  due  and  to  become 
due  on  the  patent  shall  be  deposited  with  the 
Comptroller  before  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  BiU,  and  such  deposit  proved 
before  the  Committee.*' 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Order  he  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  9  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  3,  by  leaving  oat  the 
word  ''and,"  and  inserting  the  word 
''  or ; "  in  line  84,  hy  leaving  out  after 
the  word  "days,"  all  the  words  to  the 
word  "and,"  inclusive,  in  line  86. 

Amendment  moved,  in  Standing  Order 
22,  line  10,  after  "  ISYO,"  tp  insert—  ^ 

**  Except  that  in  the  case  of  tramways  situate 
within  the  area  of  the  county  of  London,  the 
London  County  Council  shall  be  substituted  for 
the  MetropIiUn  Board  of  Works." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  thosd  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  MUEPHT  (Dublin,  St 
Patrick's) :  I  quite  understand  the 
meaning  of  this  alteration  of  the  Stand- 
ing Order,  but  I  should  like  to  have  an 
explanation  from  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  As  I  understand  Standing 
Order  22,  it  provides  that  the  Local 
Authorities,  under  the  Tramway  Act  of 
1870,  should  give  their -assent  to  the 
promotion  of  anv  Bill  for  the  laying  down 
of  a  tramwav  before  such  Bill  can  be 
introduced  into  Parliament.  In  that 
Act  the  authority  for  London  is  described 
as  the  Metropob'tan  Board  of  Works.  I 
understand  that  in  London  the  practice 
has  been  to  require  not  only  the  assent 
of  the  Metropoutiin  Board  of  Works,  for 
whom  the  London  County  Council  is 
now  substituted,  but  also  the  assent  of 
the  Local  Authorities,  such  as  the 
Yestries  and  Local  Boards.  What  I 
wish  to  know  is  whether  this  dual  assent 
will  still  be  required  in  the  Metropolis. 
It  does  not  appear  to  be  a  requirement 
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in  reference  to  any  other  part  of  the 
kingdom,  and  I  wish  to  know  if  the 
new  Standing  Order  will  make  anj 
alteration  in  the  old  practice. 

Mb.  GOUBTNEY:  The  first  part  of 
the  Standing  Order  will  remain  nn- 
alteredi  and  it  requires  the  assent  of  the 
Boad  Authority,  where  in  any  district 
there  is  a  Boad  Authority,  distinct  from 
the  Local  Authority. 

Amendment  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  28  was  read,  and  re- 
pealed. 

New  Standing  Order  to  follow  Stand- 
ing Order  27 : — 

Ordered — 

'*  That  where  the  work  or  any  part  thereof 
will  be  sitoate  within  tiie  Administratiye 
County  of  London,  or  where  powers  are  sought 
to  take  any  lands  within  the  said  County,  a 
copy  of  so  much  of  the  plans,  sections,  and 
book  of  reference  as  relate  to  lands  within 
^he  said  County  shall,  on  or  before  the  30th 
day  of  November,  be  deposited  at  the  Office 
of  the  London  County  Obuncil." 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Order  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  34  was  read  and 
amended  :— 

In  line  8,  by  leaving  out  the  words 
«  Metropolis,  as  defined  by  '  The  Metro- 
polis Management  Act,  1855,'  "  and  in* 
sorting  the  words  *'  Administrative 
Oounty  of  London." 

In  line  4,  by  leaving  the  words 
"Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,"  and 
inserting  the  words  '^London  Oounty 
Council. ' 

Standing  Order  35a  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  7,  by  inserting  after 
the  words  ''in  all  cases,"  the  words 
« other  than  those  of  Companies  re- 
gistered under  '  The  Companies  Act, 
1862/  " 

Amendment  moved,  in  Standing  Order 
37,  line  2,  after  ''Tramway,"  insert 
"  Tramroad." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Tramroad 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  MUEPHY:  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  explain  the  neces- 
sity for  this  alteration.  The  word 
"  tramway  "  is  a  well  understood  defini- 
tion, and  in  some  recent  decisions  it 
has  received  a  distinct  interpretation. 
Why  should  "  tramroad  "  be  substi- 
tuted? 

Mr,  Murphy 


Mr.  OOTTBTNEY:  It  is  not  pio- 
posed  to  substitute  "tramroad"  to 
*' tramway,"  but  simply  to  add  "trim- 
road."  There  is  a  distinction  between 
the  two ;  the  "  tramway  "  rone  iloiig 
an  existing  road,  whereas  the  "tram- 
road"  may  make  a  way  for  itself. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  43  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  1  by  leaving  oat  the 
the  words  "  turnpike  roads." 

Amendment  moved,  in  Standing  Order 
45:— line  38,  after  "planp,"  add  the 
following  new  paragraph  : — **  The  pre- 
ceding paragraph  should  apply,  in  the 
the  case  of  a  Tramroad,  wherever  it  is 
carried  along  a  street  or  road." 

Question  proposed, "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  MURPHY:  The  words  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  propoaee 
to  add  to  this  Standing  Order  do  not 
square  with  the  definition  he  gave  * 
moment  ago.  He  said  that  the  dii- 
tinction  between  a  tramway  and  a  trtm* 
road  was  that  one  runs  along  an  exist- 
ing road,  whereas  the  other  mikes  i 
road  for  itself.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
introduction  of  a  new  word  which 
actually  means  the  same  thing  will  only 
lead  to  confusion. 

Mb.  COUfiTNEY:  I  fearthatldil 
not  make  myself  properly  understoodr 
I  did  not  say  that  a  tramroad  for  the 
whole  of  its  way  is  made  independenl^ 
of  a  public  highway.  Part  of  it  mij  he 
on  its  own  road,  and  part  of  it  npos  t 
highway,  and  the  object  of  this  stoft- 
tion  of  the  Standing  Order  is  to  ptcfidl 
that  if  it  runs  alon^  a  portion  of  a  stieil 
or  a  highway  it  AbXL  oome  within  the 
Standing  Order. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  47  was  read,  ni 
amended,  in  line  9,  by  leaving  otil  b* 
words  "  turnpike  or  other,"  and  iaiMV 
ing  the  word  "  public." 

Standing  Order  51  was  resdt  ^ 
amended: — In  line  1,  by  leafiaj  •• 
the  words  "  turnpike  road ; "  ia&iMi 
by  leaving  out  the  words  "tut^"* 
road." 

Standing  Order  53  was  rea^  ^ 
amended: — ^In  line  2,  by  leavisf  ^ 
the  words  "  turnpike  road; "  inhaa^'r 
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by  leaving  out  the   words  *' turnpike 
wad  OP.** 

Standing  Order  62  was  read,  and 
amended,  by  adding,  at  the  end,  the 

words— 

^So  ^  aa  aay  sach  Bill  relates  to  a  separate 
undertaking  ia  any  Company  as  distinct  from 
tlie  general  undertaldng,  separate  meetings 
shall  be  held  of  the  proprietors  of  the  Ck>mpany, 
and  of  the  separate  undertaking,  and  the  pro- 
nnona  of  this  Order  applioable  to  meetings  of 
proprietors  of  the  Company  shall  mutati* 
■sinuftif  apply  to  meetings  of  proprietors  of 
the  Mparaie  undertaking." 

Standing  Order  75  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  2,  bj  inserting  after 
the  word  •*  Oompany,"  the  word 
**  society." 

Standing  Order  ISis  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  2,  by  inserting  after 
the  word  •*  Company,"  the  word 
"society." 

Standing  Order  145  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  2,  by  leaving  out  the 
word  ''tnrnpike,"  and  inserting  the 
words  ''pablic  carriage." 

Standing  Order  155  was  read,  and 
amended :— In  line  3,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "turnpike  road,"  and  inserting 
the  word  "  Tramroad  " ;  in  line  4,  by 
leaving  out  the  word  "other"  ;  in  line 
4)  by  leaving  out  the  words  '*  carriage 
way,"  and  inserting  the  words  ''  carriage 
'oad  " ;  in  line  6,  by  inserting  after  the 
word  "Beport,"  the  words  "and 
hearing  the  officer,  if  the  Committee 
think  It" 

Standing  Order  157  was  read,  and 
amended: — In  line  9,  by  leaving  out 
the  words  "  turnpike  road "  ;  in  line 
9»  by  inserting  ad^er  the  word  "  Bail- 
▼V,"  the  words  "Tramway,  Tram- 
road." 

Standing  Order  158  was  read,  and 
wnended : — ^In  (b)  line  26,  by  inserting 
After  the  word  "  passengers,"  the  words 
'/  and  to  such  Clause  the  Committee  may, 
if  they  think  fit,  add  a  proviso  to  the 
IbUowing  effect ; "  in  (d)  line  7,  by  in- 
•ttftmg  after  the  word  "years,"  the 
words  "of  a  new  Tramroad  three 
r^ars";  in  (d)  line  10,  by  inserting 
ifter  the  word  "years,"  the  words  "  of 
^  Tramroad  two  years." 

New  Standing  Order,  to  follow  Stand- 
ng  Order  166  :— 


Ordered — 

"That  eyery  Bill  hy  which  a  Railway, 
Canal,  or  Tramroad  Companv  is  incorporated 
shall  contain  a  Claase  to  Uie  following  effect : — 

''Section  24  of  <The  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act,  1888,"  and  any  enactment  which 
may  he  passed  in  the  present  or  any  future 
Session  of  Parliament  extending  or  modifying 
that  enactment  shall,  with  any  necessary  modi- 
fications, apply  to  the  Company  in  all  respects 
as  if  it  were  one  of  the  Companies  to  which  the 
provisions  of  the  said  enactment  in  terms  ap- 
plied. Provided  that  the  time  within  which 
the  yjvised  schedule  of  maximum  rates  and 
charges  prescrihed  by  the  said  section  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  be  three 
years  from  the  date  of  the  passing  of  this  Act» . 
or  such  further  time  as  the  Board  of  Trade 
may  permit." 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Order  be  a- 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  167  was  read,  and 
amended : — 

In  line  37,  by  inserting  after  the  word  • 
"  otherwise  "  the  words— 

<'  And  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  shall  report 
to  the  House  whether  or  not  they  have  allowed  - 
such  interest." 

By  leaving  out  lines  47  to  52* 

Standing  Order  168b  was  read,  and- 
amended,  by  leaving  out,  in  line  4,  the ' 
words  "  Begulation  of  Railways  Acts, 
1873    and    1874,"    and    inserting    the 
words  "Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Acts, 
1873  and  1888." 

New  Standing  Order  to  follow  Stand- 
ing Order  168b: — 

1680.    Ordered — 

<<  That  in  every  Tramroad  Bill  the  length  of 
so  much  of  any  Tramroad  as  is  to  be  con- 
structed along  any  street  or  road,  or  upon  any 
street  or  road,  or  upon  any  waste  or  open 
ground  by  the  side  of  any  street  or  road,  shall 
be  set  forth  in  mUes,  furlongs,  chains,  and 
links  or  yards,  or  decimals  of  a  chain,  in  the 
clause  describing  the  works." 

Ordered,  "  That  the  said  Order  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House." 

Standing  Order  175  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  1,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "  confirming  of,"  and  inserting 
the  words  "  restoring  any." 

Standing  Order  194  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  1,  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works," 
and  inserting  the  words  "  London 
County  Council." 

Standing  Order  202  was  read,  and 
amended,  by  leaving  out  from  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Order  to  the  word  "  and," 
inclusive,  in  line  6. 
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Standing  Order  207  was  read,  and 
amended,  in  line  3,  by  inserting  after 
ihe  word  *'  amendment,"  the  words  ''  or 
any  Motion  relating  to  a  Private  Bill." 


ARRESTS  FOR  DRUNKENNESS. 

.  Sir   J.     CORRY    (Armagh,    Mid), 
moved  for  a  Return — 

*'  Giving  the  number  of  Arrests  for  Drunken- 
ness within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District  of 
Dublin,  the    cities  of    Cork,    Limerick,  -and 
Waterford,  and  the  town  of  Belfast,  on  Shn- 
da}  8,  between  the  1st  day  of  May  1SS8  and  the 
doth  day  of  April   1889/ both  days  inclusire, 
the  Arrests  to  be  given  from  8   a.m.  on  Sun- 
days until  8  a.m.  on  Mondays ;  and  similar 
Returns  for  the  rest  of  Ireland  from  the  30th 
day  of  April  1887  to  the  30th  day  of  April 
1888  (in  continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
Ko.  881,  of  i^ion  1888.'*; 

«•  Me.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.) :  In 
connection  with  this  subject',  I  think  it 
would  be  convenient  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the-First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury would  state,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ireland) 
Bill  is  included  in  the  schedule  of  the 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  what 
«re  the  intentions  of  the  Government  in 
xegard  to  the  former  Hill? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment sincerely  hope  they  may  be 
able  to  pass  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ire- 
land)  Bill  this  Session.  But  they 
have  provided  against  the  contingency 
by  inserting  it  in  the  schedule  of  the 
Expiring  Laws  Ctmtinuanoe  BiU.  In 
case,  theref'^re,  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
is  not  passed  it  will  be  thus  continued 
for  another  year. 

Return  ordered. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPIN'G   ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT   BILL.    (No.  339.) 

Lords'  Amendments  to  he  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  t3. 

MAaiSTRACY  (IRELAND). 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.)  moved  for  a  Return  showing  prece- 
dents for  appointing  public  officers  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  for  purposes  con  - 
nected  with  the  discharge  of  their  public 
duties. 

Mr.    SEXTON:   This   is   a  Return 


temporarily  evacuated.  The  ^^J 
which  has  been  put  down  by  the  Chief  the  4th  Hussars  will  ba  qo*rts«sMjl 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  a  demand  j  the  cavalry  barrack ;  and  probal^T  •* 


made  some  time  ago  for  information  m 
regard  to  the  extraordinary  course  vbicli 
has  been  pursued  in  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  certain  public  offiosn  to 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace.  The 
House  is  aware  that  some  time  ago  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  discharged  certain 
gentlemen  from  the  position  of  Beudent 
Magistrates  and  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  thereupon  appointed 
them  upon  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
so  that  by  a  side  wind  they  continae  to 
receive  their  salaries  without  being  snb- 
jected  to  the  constitutional  review  of  this 
House. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:   If  there  ii  any 
opposition  to  this  Return  it  most  stand 
over. 
Mr.  SEXTON :  Then  I  oppose  it 

Motion  postponed. 

QUESTIONS. 


FACTORY  INSPECTORSHIPS— ME.  6E0 

BATEMAN. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincoli, 
Spalding) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  Mr.  George  Bateman  has  made 
an  application  for  an  inspectorship  of 
factories;  and,  whether  there  \b  anj 
prospect  of  his  obtaining  such  an 
appointment  ? 

♦Thb  secretary  of  STATE  wi 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.):  The  an- 
swer to  the  first  paragraph  of  the  qaeatioB 
is  in  the  affirmative,  but  at  the  P****^ 
time  there  is  no  vacancy  on  the  staff  « 
the  Inspectors  of  Factories. 

THE  4th  hussars. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I  H 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  the  -ith  Hussars  are  aboat  t) 
be  quartered  in  Royal  Barracks,  ^^^ 
and,  whether  the  sanitary  conditiea  k^ 
the  barrack  is  nov  considered 
factory  ? 

♦The  SEORE  TARY  of  STATE  imI 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stawhope,  IinooIiiA«%| 
Homcastle) :  There  has  been  no  ^i 
tion  recently  as  to  the  healthtfii>| 
of  the  cavalry  barradL  ia 
Royal  Barracks.  The  other  poc^f^j 
Royal  and  Palatine  Square,  have^ 


m\ 


Ccu  e  I  ofih$  {AuoLtT  16,  1889}  L,d%tn  Empire.  13-2 


regiment  itself  will  be  moved  in  at  the 
o1oi>e  of  the  drill  season,  about  the  end 
of  September. 

IRELAND— FAIR  RENTS. 
Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  bej?  to 
afk  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  whether,  although 
the  necessary  notices  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  have  been  served  by  certain  tenant 
fanners  in  Dromin  Division,  Ardee 
Union,  County  Louth,  so  far  back  as 
October,  1887,  the  cases  remain  unheard, 
while  cases  connected  with  other 
divisions  of  the  same  union  in  which 
originating  notices  are  of  more  recent 
date  have  been  already  decided ;  whether 
there  is  any  special  reason  for  the  dis- 
tinction thus  made ;  and,  whether  any 
arrangement  can  be  made  by  which  the 
cases  from  Dromin  can  be  heard  at  the 
approaching  Land  Court  Session  in 
Orogheda  ? 

Ma,  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  list  of 
cases  from  the  union  of  Ardee,  which 
was  issued  about  two  months  ago,  con- 
tained all  the  cases  in  which  applications 
had  been  received  from  that  union  up 
to  and  includiiig  October  31,  1887.  The 
eases  on  the  list  were  grouped  according 
to  the  electoral  divisions  in  which  they 
were  situate  for  convenience  of  inspec- 
tion ;  but  otherwise  no  special  distinction 
was  made  either  in  the  selection  of  cases 
or  in  arran^in^  the  order  in  which  the 
^iloetoral  divimons  were  placed.  The 
Sub-Commission  sat  on  July  31  and  took 
up  the  hearing  of  some  of  the  oases  in 
the  order  in  which  they  appeared  on  the 
^  ff  but  time  did  not  permit  of  all  the 
<)Mes  listed  being  heard  at  the  sitting 
referred  to.  The  chairman  then  pro- 
poted  to  fix  another  sitting  during  the 
month;  bat  the  solicitors  engaged 
almost  unanimously  objected  to  have  a 
Airthw  sitting  before  the  vacation,  and 
tt  their  request  the  remaining  cases  on 
the  list  were  postponed  until  after  the 
vication* 

COUNCIL   OF    THE   INDIAN    EMPIRE. 

Ub.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  lor  India  whether,  when  the 
Queen  was  proclaimed  Empress  of  India 
at  the  Demi  Assembly  held  on  1st 
January  1877,^  it  was  stated  by  Lord 
I^tton,  theu  Viceroy  of  India,  that  Her 
Hajes^ — 

VOL.  CXXXXXXIX.  [thikd  sibdm.] 


-"  Being  dcsirons  of  sinking  from  timA  to  tim  e 
the  counsel  and  advice  of  the  Princes  and  Chiefs 
of  India,  and  of  thas  associating  them  with  the 
paramount  Power  in  a  manner  honourable  to 
themselves  and  advantageous  to  the  general 
interests  of  the  Empire,** 

as  one  mark  of  the  notable  occasion,  oh 
which  the  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India 
were  assembled  together,  constituted  a 
Council  of  the  Empire  to  which,  amonfj^ 
others,  20  feudatory  Princes  were 
nominated ;  whether  the  Council  has 
ever  met  for  the  transaction  of  business  ; 
and,  if  so.  whether  he  lay  upon  the  Tabid 
of  the  House  a  record  of  its  proceed- 
ing^ ;  if  not,  whether  the  (Secretary  ol 
State  will  explain  why  a  solemn 
promise  of  the  Queen  Empress  has  been 
wholly  ifpiored,   and  a  reform    whicH 

E remised  to  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
enefit  in  securing  the  stability  of 
British  rule  in  India  has  not  been 
carried  out ;  and  whether,  in  yiew  of  the 
loyal  and  patriotic  spirit  displayed  l)y 
the  Princes  in  making  provision  for  the 
defence  of  the  North-  Western  Frontier  of 
India,  the  Secretary  of  State  will  tak^ 
immediate  steps  to  give  effect  to  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  desire  to  associate 
the  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India — 

<*  With  the  paramount  Power,  io  a  manner 
honourahle  to  themselves  and  advantageous  to 
the  general  interests  of  the  Empire  P  '* 

Thb     under    8E0EETART    or 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Qorst,  Ohat« 
ham) :  At  the  Delhi  Assembly  on  the* 
1st  Janoary,  1877,  the  Yiceroy  appointed' 
20  Counsellors  of  the  Empress.  Of  these 
eight    only    were    natives,    12    beings 
Europeans.    The  title  of  Counsellor  St 
the  EUnpress  was  honorary.  The  holders 
were  not  to  form  part  of  any  organiseS^ 
body,  and  were  not  to  be  summoned  for 
coUeotiye  delibwation,  though  on  ocoa* 
sions     of     emergency      oonsaltation» 
between  the  Viceroy  and  one  or  more  of 
the  Counsellors  might  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Executive   Qovemment. 
The   Council   have,  according   to   the 
original  design,  never  met  for  the  trans*: 
action  of  business ;  but  the  Seoretavy  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that  sQe*> 
cessive  Viceroys  hare  failed  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  advatitage  of  consulta- 
tion with    the    individufll   Counsellors 
when    occasion    has   arisen   for    their 
advice.     It  is  the  settled  policy  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  associate  the 
Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India  with  the. 
Oovemment  of  Her  Majesty,- and  no 
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more  oonspicious  instance  of  the  saccess 
of  this  policy  can  be  cited  than  the 
recent  arrangements  repecting  the 
Native  Armies  and  the  defence  of  the 
North- West  Frontier. 

Mb.  BRADLAUQH:  Do  I  under- 
atand  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  saj  that 
there  are  now  any  native  Princes  and 
Chiefs  who  are  Councillors? 
.  Sib  J.  GORST :  No,  Sir ;  I  did  not 
say  so.  I  said  there  were  eight  ap- 
pointed in  1877. 

.  Mb.  BE  ADLAUGH :  Are  those  eight 
fdive  now  or  not  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST:  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man wants  information  upon  that  sub- 
ject, perhaps  he  will  give  notice  and  put 
another  question. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  beg  to  say 
thaty  in  reference  to  the  answer  of  the 
bon.  Gentleman  to  my  question,  I  will 
|:enew  the  subject  on  tbe.Indian  Budget. 

THE  CHANDALIN  MAHARANI  OF 

REWA. 

.  Mb.  BEADLAIJGH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
irhether  the  Secretary  of  State  is  aware 
thiit  the  Chandalin  Maharani  of  Bewa 
presented  in  June  last  a  Memorial  to  the 
viceroy  of  India,  setting  forth  her  per- 
sonal Bufiierings  and  the  serious  g^eiy- 
ances  endured  by  her  since  the  death  of 
her  late  husband,  particularly  in  regard 
to  the  control  and  society  of  her  son 
the  ininor  Maharaja,  and  also  setting 
out  -in  detail  alleged  excessive  in- 
^Maae  of  cost  in  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  the  State  without  corre- 
qKuiding  benefit  accruing;  and,  whether 
he  can  inform  the  House  wheAer  any,  or 
wkaty  answer  has  been  made  by  the 
Tioeroj  to  sac^  Memorial  ? 
.  Sib  J.  GORST :  A  Memorial  of  the 
Viceroy^  would  be,  in  regular  course, 
deak  with  in  India,  and  not  forwarded 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has,  therefore,  no  official  in- 
formation on  the  subject.  The  Maha- 
nni  of  Bewa  could  appeid  to  the  Seere- 
taiy  of  State  if  dissatisfied  with  any 
(order  passed  by  the  Viceroy  on  her 
memorial ;  bat  no  aueh  appeal  has  been 
receired. 

Mb.  BBADLAirOH:  The  hon. 
Gentlotnan  says  that  the  Secretary  of 
Stato  has  no  information«  Sarely  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  knows  officially,  or 
otherwise,  that  such  a*  Memorial  was 
presented  to  the  Viceroy  of  India,  and 

SirJ.^orit      *     '    ^ 


■if  so,  is  that  consistent  with  the  answer 
given  to  me  the  other  day  in  rej^aid  to 
the  position  of  the  Maharani  of  Rewt  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST :  It  is  quite  con- 
sistont. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  inquiries  t)  be  made 
as  to  this  particular  Memorial,  becaaM 
I  shall  deem  it  my  duty  to  raiie  the 
question  again  ? 

SiK  J.  GORST :  The  attention  of  tiie 
Government  of  India  will  be  directed 
to  the  matter  by  the  hon.  Member*! 
question. 

DEGOEtATIKQ  HER   MAJESTTS  SHIFB. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  id* 
miralty  if  it  is  true  that  some  Ntnl 
Officers  are  in  the  habit  of  paintiiigtnd 
decorating  the  outside  of  Her  Majeit/l 
ships  at  their  own  privato  expense ;  and, 
if  so,  will  he  prohibit  a  practice  whiflf^ 
may  constituto  a  heavy  tax  on  the  pooier 
Officers. 

♦Thb  first  LORD  op  thb  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Gbobob  Hiiantni, 
Middlesex,  EaUng):  The  estsbUiii- 
ment  of  paint  material  allowed  to  Ea 
Majesty's  ships  is  sufficient  to  paiat  tilt 
whole  of  the  outside  surfaces  Ares 
times  a  year;  and,  in  addition  to  tt& 
the  Oommanders-in-Ohief  are  authaniad 
to  allow  an  extra  supply  wl^ea  ft9 
haTO  satisfied  themselTes  of  the  mcm- 
^^  for  it  I  am  not  prepared  to  xntsiAn 
with  the  discretion  of  xealoua  oSov^ak 
their  wish  to  supplement  the  allowiAl 
at  their  own  expense. 

OoLOKSL  IfOLAN:  Will  the  wA 
Lord  give  a  direct  answer  to  Ae  qvp 
tion  f  He  has  ^ven  a  very  nipe  asstv^ 
but  it  has  no  bearing  upon  theqUBitti* 
WiU  the  noble  Lord  Idndty  wknt 
speciically  whether  officers  do  ftiat^ 
^LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  I  ^m^J 
had  answered  the  question  of  tirtlM 
Gentleman,  and  had  supplemenll^ll 
with  f^hte  information.  I  be&eiwf 
certain  naval  officers  are  in  the  hd^j 
supplementing  the  public  funds  .^_ 
to  them  for.  the  purpose  of  ^^^^^KffJK- 
their  ships,  and  th6se  most  prott^  lS|^ 
practice  are  unmarried  men. 

IBKLAND-THB  BXTBLIN  T7KI09B  JOV 
THB  CATTLE  BliSEABK.       '"^ 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY 
I  beg  to  aalt  the  Chief 
Lord  Lieutonant  ofXrelaKid 
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would  be  possibly  to  throw  the  £8,000 
demanded  by  the  Privy  Counoil  from 
the  Dublin  Uaions  on  the  General 
OattU:  Diseases  Fund,  oonsidering  that 
it  was  in  the  interests  of  the  entire 
ooontzy  that '  the  Dublin  cattle  were 
tbnightered  by  lOrder  of  the  Privy 
Ooanml?  ^ 

-Mb.  a.  J.  BAlS*OtTR:  Even  if  the 
6&fktM  sogg^eeted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  were  deemed  advisable,  in 
i^egard  i6 '  which  I  eannot  now  express 
imy  6p!ni6n,  it'  eould  only  beamed  out 
bj  further  legislation.  But|  as  stated 
hj  mj  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury;  in  reply  to  a  qnestion 
pilt4p  him  on  July  1$|  the  general  sub- 
ject WtU  be  <k>nsidered  by  the  Govern-- 
moi|t  during  the'reoess.' 

InrepIxtaMr.  Snxxoir,,  ... 

Ifn.  ^^.  BAIiFOUBaaid e  I  do  noi 
thinlrw»ca»  treat  Huaqnestioneniinely 
apatt  fimni  die  ^enecai  quasliiQa  of  how 
in  tik^'JJjAotin  are  to  be  made  lespoi^. 
mbil0  whtoylenrdfc-pneomtoma?  is  emsting 
in  the  district. 

Mb.  it,  tt :  H^AliT:  Z  beg  to  give 
notU3«  that  I  will  call  attention  to  the 
«abj€»t  on'the  Esiinliit«s. ' 

SEIZURIS  OF  FISHIKO  NETS; 

I  b^iP  Mk  the  Lord  A4?ocafe  whether 
hiavW^ipobas^been  called  to  the  sei;;ure^ 
of  fl^e^fiahingJivets,  belonging  to  Martin 
JSCennedy  and  Lachlan  Ournr,  fishermen, 
in  jl^Qcli-in-daal,  on  the  nignt.7uly  2$rd-' 
Mtiby  i>y  ICajor  Wise,  a  lessee  of  certain 
SmtdMifB  in^I^ay  s  ^hefb^  itds  true,  as 
ct<McC.tbftt  tliia  smi^ure.pf  nek  referred 
io  took  place  half  .a  mile  beyond  the 
line,  and  was  consequently 
^;  :ifheth^.^  h'  ^^  thatr  A  foi?t^ 
i^ter  the  seizure.  ojt^l^e,a^i0  Iti^or 

„  ^»A  iWJ^  V>dg^  \  %Sy:  cpno^plau^t 

wW^  ^ihe  criminal  authoriCies>  put  re- 
^t^lM^A^^  ^etji,  apd,  r^Qfnsed.  to  deliver 
JimfML.  p,  the]];  pwners;  and  if,,  on  in- 
vaxs^m  iti  appears  that  the  appropriation 
Lii4, retention  of  the  nets^as  illegal,  in 
i^V-  of  t^^iJfroa'l^^cj^  9i  riinilar  treat- 
i^oot  of 'fisheroe^  bjT,  fishing  tenants  in 
l|0  gi^bianas^  he  will  instruct  the  Pro- 
j^j^m/tf^K  It W  t9  in/BtitutQ  procetediiijgs  in 

»x>^  uinv  A,Dyoq4TE  (ifr, ;.  p. 

L7.3ftQB«ai»«r  vPttte)  :,  .Jnquirief  are 
madt  I  intft    the  .dmixnBtancefl. 


of  this  seizure  of  nets,  but  I  am  not  yet 
in  a  position  to  answer  the  question.  I 
would  therefore  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  repeat  the  question  next  week. 

UNITED  STATES  CONSULAR  CHAUGE&' 

Mb.     OOTAVIUS     V.     MORGAN 
(Battersea) :  I  beg  to  ask   the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed- 
to  the  leading  article  in  the  New  Tarh 
Ecening  Poit,  of  18th  July,  on  the  sub- 
ject of-  XTnited  States  oonsulai:  charges 
on  shipments  from  this  country  to  the' 
United  States  of  America,  in  which  it  is 
stated:— 

<*  No  Consular  officer  makes  aay  mention  of , 
tHe  charge  of  24,  6d.  for  declaration  fee  io  the 
reports  ol  fees  received.  .  .  ,  It  is  the  gossip 
that  the-  Brittsh*  notary,  ka  a  oondition  of  his 
.seleetion  to  he  the  notary  at  .the  American' 
.QpTUiiili|te»  diWdfiS  th^ese  large  aggregate  fees, 
with  the  Consul,  and  they  go  to  swell  the  great 
perquisites  of  Uiat  officer,  of  which  so  much 
has  heen heard  of  late;  " 

r 

wh^tbspr  ho  U  aware  that  on  shipments 
frQm  Qermwy  to  the  United  States  no 
declaration  fee  is  charged ;  whether  he- 
is  aware  that  the  total  ameuat  levied  on 
shipments  from  this    country    exceeda 
J^2,50Q  a  year;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that' 
last  ye^  tiiie  American  Consuls  ceased 
, charging  t^.  fee  of  2s.  6d!,  but  that 
shortly  ^ifter  the  appointment  of  fresh. 
Oonsuls  a' few  months  back  the  charge* 
waa  re  imppsed ;  and  what  steps  he  pro* ' 
poses  tQ  take  to  relieve  British  shi^percl 
o|  th^se  i^i^r  charges  ? 

♦TpK    trNDER    SEOHETAIiY    of 
STAIE  FOR  yORHJlGN  AFFAIJRS  (Sir, 
J.yjBaoussqi(,|4anchMter,N.E.);  lam, 
indebted  jU>  the  hqn.  Member  fof  sending  ^ 
me  the  article  referred  to.  According  to 
the  information  in  our  possession  and 
the  statementa^oC  tfce  Ainerifan.Ghqyeqn. 
ment,  no  ded^atien  fee  is  charged  in 
<Jerpaiiy  ^^^  it  is.  ^practically  impos- 
sible  to  pfociv^  the  attendance  of  a 
functionary q^ualifi^d  to  administer  oaths. 
We  do  not  know  the  total  amount  levied , 
on  shipments  in  this  country;  nor  are  we 
aware  that  last  year  the  Amerlcaa  Can« 
su^s  ceased,  po  eharge  the,  fee;    this, 
according  to  what  I  have  before  stated, 
would  meaa  that,  they  had  ceased  to 
insist  upon  ijh^, sworn  declaration.    It 
does  not  appear  t)iat  any  changd  in  the  ' 
existing  stato  o^  things  can  be  effected 
without   tif   modification    of   American 
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patting  Up  a  gate ;  and,  ii  he  awm 
that  the  said  John  Oalwer  goea  iboot 
accompBaied  hj  two  amwd  polioemtD; 
and,  ii  BO,  what  is  the  nsson  il&ttjti 
foT  this  protection  P 

Ub.  A.  J. BALFOtTB:  lamMamiA 
that  the  newspaper  nport  refsmd  tSH 
not  aoourate,  ont  metel;  a  ^tsiy  iinw* 
feet  snmmarj  of  the  nrooeediagi.  Hi. 
Qalwer  sammoned  jb.  Deme  in 
trespase  on  a  field  wUeh  he  cUinu  u 
his  property,  but  hia  right  to  vhioh  i» 
dispntea  oa  behalf  of  the  towaip»>pt*<it 
CharlBTille.  A  JMid/Us  question  of  titl» 
having  arieen,  the  Magistrates  mi^ei 
the  case  "no  jnriadictioa."  nufdid 
not  diaousa  it  in  the  eenae  sngxsttsd  is 
the  qnastian.  The  police  report  thst  it 
ienot  a  fact  that  on  the  next  as;  Odw^ 
BSBBulted  a  mason  who  was  engtgtdm 

EntUng  up  a  gate,  but  that  he  put  U> 
and  on  the  gate  post  and  threalmsi  to 
pull  it  down.  He  was  aeeon^aaisd  bf 
two  poUeemen,  one  «l  whom  M  a 
reTolver.  Ur.  QaJwey  is  thus  ^otstM 
when  he  goea  to  thia  fi^— hut  wt  w 
othn  oooanona. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Is  this  msa  Oilm 
entitled  to  police  protectioB,  and  to  w 
eaoorted  bj  armed  poHcemeD,  vUa 
engaged  on  the  assertion  of  a  ffhsl* 
claim  P 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOXJB :  I  canet  l>r 
down  a  general  propoaition  of  t^ 
oharacter,  but  it  is  partot  theds^" 
the  police  to  see  that  the  paaes  ii  {<*- 
serred  if  they  sre  of  opinion  tiut  ^ 
brpaoh  of  it  is  threatened. 
In  reply  to  a  farther  question  bj  »y 


IRELAND— LAW  AND  POLICE— CASE 
OF  JOHN  EINSELLA. 

Ub.  FLYNH(Oork,N.):  Ibevtoash 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  it  he  will  make 
inqnin  into  the  case  of  a  prisoner 
named  John  Kiasella,  of  Moume  Abbey, 
near  Hallow,  who  was  sentenced  to  20 
years'  penal  servitude  in  Aagust  1882, 
for  a  violent  assault  on  John  Sullivan, 
of  Kilavullen,  during  a  drunken  brawl, 
and  whoiBnowconGned  in  Downpatrick 
Convict  Prison ;  if  he  is  aware  that 
John  Sullivan  has  been  in  good  health 
ever  since;  and,  in  view  of  this  fact  (if 
true),  and  that  the  said  John  Sullivan 
signed  a  memorial  in  1882  to  the  then 
Lmd  Lieutenant,  Earl  Spencer,  praying 
for  the  prisoner's  release,  and  that  Kin- 
Bella's  aged  father,  of  whom  be  was  the 
sole  support,  is  now  in  Uallow  Union 
Workhouse,  and,  further,  that  he  has 
already  a^ent  seven  years  in  penal  ser- 
vituda,  will  he  bring  the  case  under  the 
notice  of  His  Excellency  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, witb  a  view  to  the  prisoner's 
release? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  oonvict 
John  Kinsella  was  sentenced  with  three 
others  for  the  attempted  murder  of  John 
SnllivaiL  They  beat  him  on  the  head 
with  iron  barn  and  sticks,  and  left  him 
as  dead.  I  am  not  aware  of  Sullivan's 
present  condition  of  health.  No  memo- 
rial on  behalf  of  this  convict  was  under 
the  consideration  of  Lord  Spencer. 
Memorials  on  his  behalf,  however,  were 
considered  by  Lord  Carnarvon  and  Xiord 
Londonderry,  the  decision  in  each  case 
being  that  the  law  should  take  its 
oonrse.  I  oannot  undertake  to  act  aa 
Kiggested  with  a  view  to  fais  release. 

POLICE    PBOTECnON-OASB  OF 
JOHN  OALWET. 

Ub.  FLTNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  has  seen  the  reports  in  the 
Cork  papers  of  the  9th  inatant  nf  a  sum- 
mons for  trespass  brought  by  Mr.  John 
Oalwey  against  Mr,  John  Devane 
Cbarleville,  County  Cork,  from  which  it 
appears  that  the  summons  was  diamiaaed 
by  the  Magistrates ;  is  he  aware  that  on 
the  day  foUowing  the  trial,  John  Oalwey 
went  to  the  field  [which  was  the  subject 
of  the  aummoDs)  accompanied  by  two 
police  constables  armed  with  revolvers, 
and    assaulted    a    mason    engaged    in 
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candidate,  the  Senate  of  the  Boyal 
Univernty  directs  a  re-perasal  of  his 
examination  papers  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOOH:  The  secre- 
taries of  the  Boyal  University  Beport 
tkat  there  is  no  general  all-round  stan- 
dard—-the  marking  varying  according 
to  the  general  character  and  difficulty 
ol  the  subject.  Neither  honour  nor 
P988  degrees  are  awarded  on  all-round 
per-centages.  The  secretaries  cannot 
tale  it  upon  themselves  to  say  whether 
the  questions  set  at  the  various  degree 
examinations  this  year  were  more  or 
less  difficult  than  those  set  last  year, 
bat  they  are  of  opinion  that  degrees 
were  not  granted  on  a  lower  standard 
this  year.  The  Senate  has  not  on  any 
occasion  found  it  necessary  to  direct  a 
re-perusal  oi  the  answer  of  any  candi- 
date. 

BEFUSAL-TO  HOLD  AN  INQUEST. 

Mb,  T.  W.  BXJSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  b^  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  Dr.  M'Ghrath,  coroner  for  County 
^I^ne,  refused  to  hold  an  inquest  on 
the  body  of  a  woman  named  Murphy, 
who  died  suddenly  at  Caledon  on  12th 
July  last,  and  under  what  circumstances 
the  refusal  was  made  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  am  informed 
that  the  coroner  expressed  himself  as 
satisfied  that  the  death  was  due  to 
natural  causes  and  that  no  inquest  was 
necessary.  As  I  understand,  the  police 
^d  not  consider  that  there  was  the 
^htest  suspicion  of  foid  play,  although 
^er  the  circumstances  of  the  death 
^^  were  anxious  that  an  inquest  should 
k«  held. 

LABOUJEUSBS'  ALLOTMENTS. 
lla,  COBB  (Warwick,  8.  B.  Eugby) : 
I  heg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
^OTsrnment  Board  whether,  on  18ih 
jyjy  the  honourable  Member  for  the 
IwiKs  DiTiaion  (Mr.  Long),  as  Secre* 
^y  to  the  liocal  QoYemment  Board, 
^note  to  the  Banbury  Board  of  Guar- 
^•ns,  acting  as  the  Bural  Sanitary 
^Aathority,  calling  their  attention  to  the 
gsatisfied  demand  for  allotments  at 
Book  Norton,  and  to  the  fact  that, 
«»der"The  Allotments  Act,  1887,"  it 
u  the  duty  of  the  Sanitary  Authority  to 
pOTide  a  sufficient  number  of  allotments 
vy  purchase  or  hire,  and,  if  they  cannot 


be  obtained  by  agreement,  to  purchase 
land  compulsprily ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  it  appears  from  the  report  in  the 
Banbury  Guardum  of  8th  August,  that, 
upon  such  letter  being  read,  the  Chair- 
man  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  said— 

**  I  woald  send  the  Board's  oompliments  to 
the  Local  Qovemment  Bo-ird,  and  say  we  are 
oerfectly  aware  of  eyery  thing  in  that  letter. 
It's  a  mo»t  ridicnloua  letter  ....  We 
are  perfectly  aware  about  the  Act.  We  have 
read  it  till  we  are  sick  of  it;" 

whether  he  is  aware  that  not  only  at 
Hook    Norton,    but   at   Famborough, 
MoUington,  Horley,  and  other  villages 
in  the  Banbury  Union,  there  still  exist 
admitted  demands  for  allotments,  which 
have  repeatedly  been  urged  upon  the 
Sanitary  Authority,  but  which  now  re« 
main  unsatisfied  in  consequence  of  the 
majority  of  the  Authority  having  refused 
to  put  the  powers  of  the  Act  into  force ; 
and  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to 
induce  the  Chairman  of  the  Banbury 
Board  of  Guardians  to  treat  communi- 
cations  from   the    Local    Government 
Board  in  a  more  respectful  manner,  and 
to  compel  the  Guardians  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and  to  provide 
allotments    at    Hook    Norton,    Fam- 
borough,  MoUington,  and  Horley,  and 
in  every  parish  in  the  Banbury  Union 
in  which  there  now  exists  an  unsatisfied 
demand  for  allotments  ? 
♦The  president  op  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RrroHiB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  is  the 
case  that  a  letter  was  written  to  the 
Banbury  Rural  Sanitary  Authority  in 
reply  to  their  statement  that  there  was 
a  desire  for  allotments  by  the  labouring 
population  of  Hook  Norton,  but  that , 
there  were  considerable  difficulties  in 
obtaining  suitable  land  in  a  convenient 
position.     In  that  letter  it  was  pointed 
out  that  if  there  was  a  demand  for  allot- 
ments,  and  such  allotments  could  not  be 
obtained  at  a  reasonable  rent,  and  on 
reasonable  conditions  by  voluntary  ar* 
rangements,  it  became  the  duty  of  the 
Sanitary  Authority  under  and  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Allotments  Act, 
1887,  to  purchase  or  hire  suitable  land 
which    might    be    available,    whether 
within  or  without  their  district,  adequate 
to  provide  a  sufficient  number  of  allot- 
ments ;  and  further,  that  if  the  Autho- 
rity could  not  procure  land  by  agree- 
ment   for    the    purpose,    they    might 
under  Section  8  of  the  Act  apply  for 
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olmses  of  th«  Landvdaiuee'  Oomolida- 
tion  Acts  in  order  to  obtuQ  Buoh  land. 
X  hKTe  no  tDformation  astotbe-obBurva- 
tions  said  to  hard  been  made  b;  the 
Chainnaa  oi  tfae  Sanitary  AuthOTity 
vjb«n  thalstter  of  tbe  Board  was  nad. 
Tks  reply  vUidi  tb»  Bo«trtl<eo^ved  wa* 
to  the  vBaBt  tkst  the  Benitaty  Authority 
had  endeavoured  to  obtain  auitable  land 
for  allotDMDtB  at  Hook  Iforton,  and  that 
they  would  continue  to  do  bo.'  I  am 
informed  that  &e  Ohairman  Ims  been 
indefatigable  hi  bh  endeaTOnrs  io  pro- 
oare  land '  for  aUotments,  and  that  at 
HomtoB^  vith^  view  to  prevent  diffi- 
onlty,  h»took  land  himself  and' let  it  ont 
in  allotments,  and-  further  that  when 
some  land  waa  offered -for  eale  aK^tiy- 
don  he  ironM  fasve  purobaeed-it  with 
the  same  view  had  the  price  been^  isfais 
opinion,  reaaonable.  ApplicationB  for 
allotmente  hare  been  made  by  persons 
liTing  at  Hook  Norton,  Farnborough, 
MoUinffton,  Horley;  and  other  villages 
in  the  TTnion,  and  I  am  informed  that 
tfae  Sanitary  Authority  have  made  great 
efforts  to  procure  land  for  this  purpose, 
but  withent  success.  It  is  stated  that, 
no  doubt,  allotments  would  be  accepted 
iD  the  Tillages  if  they  could  be  taken  in 
Gl>eeproxtmi^to  the  dwellings  of  the- 
api^icants,-  and  at  very  modeMte  tvUts.-' 
It  ia  satiafaotory  to  be  able  to  add  that, 
aa  I  am  informed,  the  Act  has  been'the 
means  of  calling  the  attention  of  lauded 
proprietors  to  the  desire  for  allotments, 
and  thai- in  several  pari^es  in  the 
tjnionlaadhas  been  let  to 'applicants  iit 
allotments. - 

Us.  COBB ;  Do'  thei  Inspectors  who 
go  down  to  make  inquiries  iu  tliese 
oases  see  any  people  who  are  dissatis- 
fied in  the  matter,  or  only  the  authori- 
ties f 

*Mb.  HITCHIE  :  They  see  all  people 
who,  in  their  opinion,  can  throw  any 
light  on  the  subject. 

Mk.  COBB :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  the  Inspector  who  goes 
down  to  make  inquiries  to  see  me 
before  be  goes  there  ? 

•Ms.  RITCHIE :  No,  Sir ;  that  would 
be  ^uite  unusual. 


*Mb.  EITOHIE  said :  On  the  whole, 
I_  believe    that    the    Sanitary   Autho- 
rity endeavonied  to  do  its  duty. 
Mr.  RiuhU 


,      iLINEOFA&TT^BEUFS.— - 

SibJOHN  COLOlfBCTowerHamliiti 
Bow^A«.)r  Ibw«)U4c4rtBWLatSef 
the  Admiitelty  lAM  Sri»Hh«'^f^! 
total  complement,  offloara  iindftar^of 
line  of  battlo  ^iM  % 'l«5e-ft^''9filt' 
was  Oie  avdra^  WM^itiodGrarliffiU' 
pay  and  adlowaoetkof  (he  o  AtM^iMI^^ 

ahips  ih  18«8-9i  whrt  £■'  'vH'^Sf- 
average  'total  ooitiptUMif^'ttflMM-ni' 
men,  of'battla'-flht^B';  aifd.  Mtf-ffW* 
averaze  totd'  'Kaiaiiht'  ^  MntlPW' 
aiutal)ow«)iceff<rth6  Bffli^^'itiH'htt'- 
of  the  accoiMthitt't>»tt^6li  hdWb^i  tt' 
thoseshipsF"  '  ^  '  '  •'  ■-■-■'■■•'  "■*  •■'■■''• 

Lord  GI,  H41tttttl"3lV>.<>^^ 

give  the,  oompariwja,  beli^ew  Mf-PV 

and  alloWancesof  the  acoonntantwsil^, 

1S5S-9  and  the  present  time  I  hsn 

selected  tll0  M»»»i>^  KSdAiiMkr 

representative    shipa.    of  the  tvo 

periods.    The  complement  ol  tli^^^tf'' . 

SoraiyA  was  1,100  officers  ajJA  mM  w 

that  of  tha   7}ra/alaar  is"  ^S.  .%.  &» 

former  ship  the  number  ofoAeeisud 

men  in  the  aooouotant  brfvuch  «s*.9i*t 

annufd  opst  of , £1.199,;  in- t&e'Ul|tff 

ship  the  number  is  7,  ^  ka,  uutulMit. 

of£i;202,  ,,  ,   ,_, :. „  -,,-.-,,.1 

Sia  J.  00LOMBVHwe-nBiiw«" 
penaes-bcen  doubled  J    -  -  -      ;   .■,  i  . 

TiOKD  Gr.  HAMILTON':"Th»V[p««*' 
are  about  double'^erknan.'  * ' 

THE  SCOTCH  JflsritejlT  BOAK^^  ' 
Ma.    MABJORERANKS    (Berntt- 
sLire) :  I  beg  to«a^'tb»'Lord  J^^^*"''^'  I 
whether,  siitoa  the  diaausMtwwhithtoM 
place  in  December  last  on  the  Estiaatu    | 
the  posltioa  of  the  officers  unda  the 
Sootoh  -Fishery  Board  h»M  h9tn-Mm 
the  oonaideration  of  th^Treastuy)  Wr    | 
whe 
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Thb  SOLIOITOB  QENEBAL  .  Yo^ 
IBELAND  (Mif.  MABbior,  tJhiT^irsity  o( 
Dublin) :  The  fiiotd  ate  correctly  stated 
in  the  queBtion. .  I  find  that  the  opurs^ 
sugfi^ested  in  the  oonoluding  paragraph 
of  the  qaestion  wa9  taken  in  1893  by 
the  Government  of  the  day.  The  Boaril 
of  Works  eistimated  the  costs  of  the 
building,  including  the  purchase  of  th^ 
site,  at  £40,00jD.  Of  this  sum  tb0 
Government  agreed  to  pay  £13,^00,  or 
a  little  over  one^hird. .  Qaving.obtaiaea 
Beturns  of  the  number  of  cases  entered 
at  Green  Street,  from  the  city  ana 
county  respectively,  the  Government 
proposed  that  thd  remainder  of  the  cpstf 
should  be  borne  in  the  proportion  o| 
one-third  by  the  county  and  two-thirds 
by  the  city,  and  agpreea  that  twp^thirds 
of  the  amount  so  contributed  should  b^ 
advanced  by  the  Board  of  Works  by 
way.  of  loan.  The  Grai^d  Jury  of  the 
county  accepted  the  proposals  of  th6 
Government,  which  were  also  in  the 
first  instance  acceded  t6  by  the  Gorpora- 
tion  of  the  city.  Subsequently  differ* 
ences  arose,  into  Which  I  cannot  entet 
in  detail,  the  result  of  which  was  the 
proposals  were  ultimately  rejected  by 
the  Oorporation.  A  Memorial  on  th6 
subject  has  been  recently  addressed  t6 
thd  Lord  Lieutenant  by  the  Licorporated 
Law  Society,  and  I  venture  to  express  li 
hope  that  some  arrangement  may  be 
coifie  to  with  the  Corporation  which 
would  enable  the  Government  to  carry 
into  effect  some  such  proposal  as  that 
which  was  made  in  1883. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  Dublin  have  to  pay  the  Becorder 
and  other  officers  who  are  required  to 
sit  in  the  Court,  is  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  of  opinion  that  they 
should  have  some  voice  m  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  That  portion  of  the 
expenditure  which  is  not  borne  by  the 
Treasury,  is  allocated  between  the  city 
and  the  county,  and  it  is  based  on  the 
amount  of  business  contributed  by  each 
respectively.  I  venture  to  hope  that 
some  arrangement  may  be  possiole. 


<  BANK.  •'!  .  , 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  (London- 
dernrOtty):  Ibe^  to'askthrOtranc^llor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  has  heard 
aiif  complaints  as  to  the  management  of 
ftd  Limavady  Savings  'Bdmk,  to  the 
effect  that  moneys  are  ptdd  out  some- 
times without  authors^  :  from'  those 
whose  names  are  registered'  as  the 
depositors,  and  that  moneys  are  lodged 
in  the  nanies  of  persons  47ithout  their 
knowledge,  with  the  dbject  of  enabling 
iadiridualB  to  have  large  sums  of  money 
in  the  Bank  and  at  their  disposal  under 
various  names;  and,  whether,  he  will 
order  some  inquiry  tb  be  made  ? 

Thb  OHANCELLOB  of  thb  £X- 
OHEQUEB  (Mr.  Gosohen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  I  have!  heard  no 
each  coo^plaints  as  ihose  to  *  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  If  he  has  any  in- 
formation  on  the^subject  and  will  eom- 
mnnicate  either  with  me  or  with  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  .inquiries 
shall  be  made. 

MR.  HORACE  TOWNSENP. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  he  can  state  in  what  capacity 
Mtt.  Horace  Townsend  acted  when  he 
wrote  the  letter  regarding  the  Poosonby 
eitate  to  the  secrecy  of  the  Land  Cor- 
pontion,  Ireland,  which  contained 
eiatements  as  to  the  excess  of  the  rents 
above  the  value  of.  the  land  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  no 
infermation  on  the  subject. 

GRERN  STREET  COURTHOUSE. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
die  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
observations  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Justice 
Harrison  as  to  the  state  of  Green  Street 
Ooorthoose,  and  to  the  fact  that  the 
learned  Judge  suffered  from  blood 
poisoning  after  a  prolonged  Assize  there; 
is  it  the  case  that  for  years  complaints 
have  been  constant  as  to  the  unsuitable 
and  unsanitary  condition  of  this  Court ; 
that  the  strongest  feeling  prevails  as  to 
its  inoonvenient  situation ;  and,  will  the 
Government  obtain  an  estimate  of  the 
eoet  of  providing  for  the  erection  of  a 
ioitable  Court  near  or  in  the  Four 
Oeurts? 


LAND  OOMMISaiON— OASES  AT  ATHYv 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that  on 
13th  August  the  two  lay  Sub-Commis^* 
sioners  sat  for  land  cases  at  Athy  with^ 
out  the  legal  Commissioner,  who  was 
absent  through  illness  in  his  family, 
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lind  thafc  the  professional  gentlemen 
^DgARed  in  the  cases  protested  against 
the  arrangement ;  can  he  explain  why 
the  Chief  Commissioner  did  not  send  a 
substitute  for  the  legal  Commissioner ; 
Is  there  any  precedent  for  the  two  lay 
members  of  a  Sub-Commission  deciding 
legal  questions  by  themselves  >  and, 
will  steps  be  ta^en  to  preveot  a  recur- 
rence of  this  practice  when  fatality  pre- 
Tents  the  legal  Sub  -  Commissioner 
acting  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  in  the  un- 
ayoidable  absence  of  the  legal  Sub- 
ICommissioner,  Mr.  Kane,  two  lay 
Sub-Commissioners  attached  to  his 
pom  mission  sat  to  bear  oases  under  a 
special  delegation  at  Athy  on  the  ISth 
inst.  The  Chief  Commissioners  did  not 
jsend  a  substitute  for  Mr.  Kane,  as  no 
other  legal  Sub  -  Commissioner  was 
available  at  the  time.  The  two*  lay 
members  were  not  authorised  to  hear 
cases  involving  legal  questions,  which 
they  were  directed  to  postpone  until 
]they  were  joined  by  a  legal  Sub-Com- 
missioner. This  course  has  been  fre- 
.quently  adopted  under  similar  circum- 
stances.  There  is  nothing  either  in  the 
Act  or  the  rules  to  render  necessary  the 
presence  of  the  legal  member  of  the 
pub- Commission. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  great  dis- 
satisfaction has  been  created  among 
practitioners  in  consequence  of  the 
appointment  of  two  lay  Commissioners 
only  ? 

*    Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  could 
^ot  be  so  in  a  case  where  the  arjrange- 
,;  ment  was  entirely  by  the  consent  of  the 
.parties  concerned. 

CHRISrS  HOSPITAL. 
\  Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
.beg  to  ask  the  Yice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
when  the  day  school  for  400  girls,  pro- 
vided by  Sections  64  and  6i  of  the 
Christ's  Hospital  Scheme,  approved  by 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Eklucation 
mpre  than  a  year  ago,  is  likely  to  be 
.proceeded  with;  and  whether,  seeing 
that  middle  class  schools  for  girls  have 
lately  been  approved,  one  for  250  at 
JStamford  Hill  (actually  commenced), 
.and  another  by  Scheme  660,  for  400  at 
or  near  Bishopsgate  Without,  it  is  still 
intended  that  the  said 

Mr.  T.  J/.  n$dy 


"  Girls*  day  school  shall  be  iiiaintiia«d  m  tha 
County  of  Middleses  at  a  distance  of  not  more 
than  three  miles,  measured  in  a  straight  lino, 
from  the  Royal  £zdiange ;  *' 

notwithstanding  the  great  needs  of  the 
Metropolis  south  of  the  Thamas,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Memorial  presented  to  him 
by  the  24  Members  of  Parliament  for 
South  London,  and  which  up  to  the 
present  has  been  ignored  ? 
♦Thb  vice  PBESIDENT  of  THi 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dykb,  Kwit, 
Dartford) :  The  Memorial  to  which  die 
hon.  Member  refers  did  not  reach  me 
until  the  scheme  had  been  sanctioned  by 
the  Department.  The  further  progrees 
of  the  scheme  is  now  beyond  the  contiol 
of  the  Committee  of  Council,  and  most 
await  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Gom- 
mittee  in  respect  of  those  points  which 
were  the  subjects  of  the  recent  appetL 

THE  SALVATION  ARMY. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Oieen. 
S.W.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  t'ecretaiyof 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  (lot 
that,  on  the  9th  instant,  four  membeif 
of  the  Salvation  Army,  who  bad  been 
convicted  of  causing  an  obstruction  by 
preaching  in  the  square  at  Whitchardi, 
were  handcuffed,  and  were  in  that  eoa- 
dih'on  conveyed  ftrom  Overton  to  Wis- 
Chester  Prison,  notwithstanding  the 
protest  of  the  defendants*  solicitor  to 
Mr.  Joseph  Waters,  the  Superinteodest 
of  Police  at  Kingeclere,  who  was  preeeit; 
and  whether  he  will  take  effectosl  slepi 
to  secure  obedience  to  his  own  deeliis* 
tion  that,  unless  the  polioe  had  reaioft* 
able  grounds  for  fearing  the  SalvatfoMli 
would  run  away,  handcuffs  shoold  Bot 
be  used? 

Mr,  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir.  Im 
informed  by  the  Chief  Constable  tbit 
the  fact  is  as  stated,  and  that  the  Sap<^ 
intendent,  in  the  exercise  of  his  &* 
cretion,  handcuffed  the  prisoners,  beeane 
it  came  to  his  knowledge  that  the  ftteadi 
of  the  prisoners  had  telegraphed  le 
Winchester  that  they  were  coming,  asa 
he  feared  a  repetition  of  what  had  lata 
place  on  the  16th  of  July,  on  whtt 
occasion  an  escort  of  police  ooaTO|^( 
two  Salvationists  from  Whitchurn  !■ 
Winchester  had  great  difficulty  i&  P^ 
venting  a  reecue  of  the  priaonersly^ 
large  crowd  of  sympathisers.  OaWl 
occasion  a  complaint  was  made  to  WM> 
to  the  use  of  handcufiCs,  and  I  callei  W 
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attention  of  the  Chief  Constable  to  tiio 
declaration  quoted,  so  that  he  is  in  pos- 
session of  my  views.  I  can  only  lay  down 
general^  principles  for  the  gaidance  of 
the  police,  who  must  act  according  to 
&e  drcumstances  of  each  case. 

OONSEKVATIVE   REGISTRATION 
AGENTS. 

Vb^LABOTTOHEBE  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr. 
Charles  Panton,  an  official  in  the  Pro- 
late Court  at  Lincoln,  and  in  receipt  of 
a  salary  from  Somerset  House,  is  the 
secretary  of  the  Conserratire  Association 
of  that  town,  and  that  he  has  been  in 
the  hi^it  of  attending  the  Bevising 
Barrister's  Oonrt  at  Lincoln  as  the 
registration  agent  of  the  Tory  Party ; 
tnd  whether  Mr.  Panton  is  justified,  as 
a  Ci?il  servant,  in  acting  as  the  secretary 
and  as  the  registration  ag^nt  of  the  Tory 
Far^? 

*Mb,  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  aware 
what  post  Mr.  Charles  Panton  holds  in 
the  Probate  Court  at  Lincoln,  or  whether 
he  is  or  is  not  a  Civil  servant ;  but 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  sajring  that 
tto  permanent  member  of  the  Civil 
Service,  who  is  required  to  give  his 
thole  time  to  the  country,  should  act  as 
eecretary  or  registration  agent  to  any 
political  Party. 

TYPHOID  IN  INDIA. 

Sir  OEOBOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
^dy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  India ;  (1 )  whether  the 
Oovemment  of  India  have  discovered 
Anything  throwing  light  on  the  causes 
of  the  great  spread  in  Indian  European 
cantonments  in  recent  years  of  adise&se 
ibrmerly  unknown  in  India — namely, 
typhoid,  and  its  prevalence  last  cold 
aeason  in  the  camps  of  exercise  at  places 
hitherto  deemed  the  most  healthy;  (2) 
whether  the  disease  has  at  all  extended 
to  the  Native  Army  and  Native  popula- 
tion ;  and  (3)  whether  anything  is  being 
done  to  combat  it,  and  guard  against  its 
recurrence  next  season  r 

SiE  J.  GORST :  (1)  No,  but  the  latest 
returns  show  that  the  disease  received 
a  check.  (2)  The  Native  Troops  are 
particularly  exempt  from  the  ^sease. 
(3)  In  consequence  of  the  recent  epi- 
demic of  typhoid  fever  at  certain  stations, 
the  Government  of  Inlia,  in  March  last, 


appointed  a  Medical  Committee  to  in- 
Quire  on  the  spot  into  the  cause  of  the 
disease. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  ROUTE  TO  HONG 

KONG. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  by 
what  calculation  it  is  stated  in  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  18th  July  that  the 
new  Canadian-Pacido  route  to  Hong 
Kong  saves  several  days,  as  compared 
with  the  Suez  route,  for  postal  purposes ; 
what  is  the  present  contract  time  for 
letters  from  London  to  Hong  Kong  via 
Sues,  and  what  will  be  the  time  by  the  new 
route,  the  Atlantic  voyage  and  stoppages 
included;  who  are  the  parties  who 
have  continually  pressed  on  the  Trea- 
sury the  importance  of  the  new  route 
for  military  and  naval  purposes;  and 
whether  the  Seoretarv  of  State  for  War 
and  Board  of  Admiralty  have  done  so ; 
if  so,  for  what  particular  purposes; 
what  the  cost  of  each  soldier  or  sailor 
sent  by  the  new  route  is  calculated  to 
be,  in  addition  to.  the  subsidy ;  and, 
whether  to  India  the  alternative  route 
by  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  is  quicker, 
much  easier,  and  infinitely  cheaper  than 
the  Canadian  ? 

♦Thb  SECRETARY  to  the  TRBA- 
SUR Y  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 
afraid  that  in  the  desire  to  be  concise  the 
Treasury  Minute  is  not  quite  so  clear  as 
it  might  be ;  the  saving  of  time  referred 
to  is  really  on  certain  sections  of  the  line 
-^namely,  between  Ijondon  and  Shang« 
hai,  and  London  aod  Yokohama.  The 
times  are:  Shanghai— eastern  route, 
shortest  37^  days ;  longest,  42^ ;  western 
route,  shortest,  30^ ;  longest,  32^ ;  the  sav* 
ing  being  seven  and  ten  days  respectively. 
H()ng  Kong — eastern  route,  shortest, 
32^  days ;  longest,  37^ ;  western  route, 
shortest,  31 ;  longest,  36.  To  Yokohama 
— the  eastern  route  is  15  to  18  days 
longer  than  the  western  route ;  but  the 
P.  and  0.  service  is  not  a  contract  ser- 
vice to  Yokohama.  The  importance  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  route  for  military 
and  naval  purposes  was  urged  upon  the 
Government  by  Members  of  Parliament, 
public  bodies,  and  members  of  both  pro* 
lessions,  and  was  one  of  the  factors  that 
led  Her  Majesty's  Government,  includ- 
ing the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  to  agree 
to  the  grant  of  a  subsidy.  I  am  afraid  that 
I  should  be  travelling  outside  the  limits 
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Standinff  Order  207  was  read,  aod 
amended,  in  line  3,  by  inserting:  after 
tiie  word  "  amendment."  the  words  "  or 
any  Motion  relating  to  a  Private  Bill." 

ARRESTS  FOE  DRUNKENNESS. 
*  Sw   J.     COEEY    (Armagh,    Mid), 
moved  for  a  Betum — 

"Giving  thBDumhorof  ArrMtiforDruolten- 
neas  within  Lhn  Metropolitan  Police  District  o; 
DaMin,  the  cities  of  Cork,  Limerick,  «nd 
^Bteiford,  and  the  town  of   Belfut,  on  " 


tbe  Aireeta  lo  be  giyan  from  8  a.m.  on  Sao- 
dayi  unlit  8  a.m.  on  Uondayi;  and  nmilar 
Returni  for  the  reat  of  Irelsnd  from  the  30th 
day  of  April  18ST  to  the  30th  day  o(  April 
18BS  (in  coDtiDiut40D  of  Pitrliamentuj  Paper, 
Mo.  SSI,  of  iJewoD  18SS."; 

«-Mr.  sexton  (Belfart.  W.);  In 
connection  witb  this  aubjeot,  X  think  it 
would  be  convenient  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the-First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
Borjr  would  state,  in  view  of  the  foot 
that  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ireland) 
Bill  is  included  in  the  schedule  of  the 
£xpiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  what 
ore  the  intentions  of  the  QoTommeat  in 
Tegard  to  the  former  Dill? 

*Ibe  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  sincerely  hope  they  may  be 
able  to  pass  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ire- 
land) Bill  this  Session.  But  they 
hare  provided  against  the  contingency 
by  inserting  it  in  the  schedule  of  the 
Expiring  I^ws  C'lnttnoanM  Bill.  In 
case,  thersf'^re,  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill 
IB  not  padsed  it  will  be  thus  continued 
for  another  year. 
Return  ordered. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPISQ  ACTS  ASIESD- 
UENT   BILU    (No.  339.) 
Lordb'  Amendments  to  he  considered 
forthwith;  considered, and ftgroed ti. 

MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND). 

The  CEIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  S.  Balfodr,  Manchester, 
£.)  moved  for  a  Return  showing  prece- 
dents for  appointing  public  officers  to  the 
CommissionofthePeiace  for  purposes  con- 
nected with  tbediscbargoof  their  public 
duties. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  This  is  a  Return 
which  has  been  put  down  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  a  deoiand 


made  some  time  ago  for  infonn&tian  \a 
regard  to  the  extraordinary  conrse  which 
has  been  pursued  in  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  certain  public  oScanto 
the  Couimisston  of  the  Peace.  The 
House  is  aware  that  some  time  ago  tht 
Lord  Lieutenant  discharged  ceittln 
gentlemen  from  the  position  of  Beudoit 
Magistrates  and  that  the  Lord  Ciitii. 
cellor  of  Ireland  thereupon  apptnatad 
them  upon  the  Commission  of  the  Pmm 
so  that  by  a  aide  wind  they  oontmne  to 
receive  their  salaries  without  being  sab- 
jected  to  the  constitutional  review  of  thii 
House. 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  there  it  uj 
oppositioa  to  this  Retom  it  mnst  itud 
over. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Then  I  oppose  it 

MotiOD  postponed. 

QtrsaTioirs. 


FAOTOBT  INSPE0T0B3HIP3-ltB.  GEO 
BATEMAN. 
Mb.  HALLEY  STEWART  (IdDooh, 
Spalding) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  8eer€liiT 
of  State  for  the  Home  DaportmeDt, 
whether  Mr.  George  Bateman  bu  ns(l« 
an  application  for  an  inspectorship  ol 
factories;  and,  whether  there  is  uj 
prospect  of  his  obtaining  such  u 
appointment  ? 

•Thi  SECRETARY  o»  STATE  m 
THB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  («r. 
Matthsws,  Birmingham,  E.):  The  u- 
swerto  the  first  paragraph  of  the  quattini 
is  in  the  afflrmatire,  but  at  the  pnM^ 
time  there  is  no  vacancy  on  the  staff  of 
the  Inspectors  of  Factories. 


THE  4tk  HDSSABS. 
Majob  RASOH  (Emox, 


S.E.):Ib«g 


to  ask  the  Secretary  of  St&te  for  Wti 
whether  the  ^th  Hussars  are  aboit  t) 
be  quartered  in  Royal  Barracks,  Dohlisj 
and,  whether  the  sanitary  cooditiea  of 
the  barrack  is  nov  considered  •(■»■ 
factory? 
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regiment  itself  will  be  moved  in  at  the 
c1oi>e  of  the  drill  season,  about  the  end 
of  September. 

IRELAND— FAIR  REXTK. 

Mb.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.) :  I  bejj  to 
afk  the  Chief  S«>cretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland  whet  her,  although 
the  necessary  notices  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  have  been  served  by  certain  tensnt 
farmers  in  Dromin  Division,  Ardee 
Union,  County  Louth,  so  far  back  as 
October,  1887,  the  cases  remain  unheard, 
while  cases  connected  with  other 
divisions  of  the  same  union  in  which 
originating  notices  are  of  more  recent 
date  have  been  already  decided ;  whether 
there  is  any  special  reason  for  the  dis- 
tinction thus  made ;  and,  whether  any 
anangement  can  be  made  by  which  the 
cases  from  Dromin  can  be  heard  at  the 
approaching  Land  Court  Session  in 
Drogheda  ? 

Ma,  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  list  of 
cases  from  the  union  of  Ardee,  which 
was  issued  about  two  months  ago,  con* 
tained  all  the  cases  in  which  applications 
had  been  received  from  that  union  up 
to  and  iQcludiiig  October  31,  1887.  The 
eases  on  the  list  were  grouped  according 
to  the  electoral  divisions  in  which  they 
were  situate  for  convenience  of  inspec- 
tion ;  but  otherwise  no  special  distinction 
was  made  either  in  the  selection  of  cases 
or  in  arran^in^  the  order  in  which  the 
^^^ctoral  divisions  were  placed.  The 
Sob-Commiasion  sat  on  July  31  and  took 
vp  the  hearin|r  of  some  of  the  cases  in 
the  order  in  which  they  appeared  on  the 
list;  but  time  did  not  permit  of  all  the 
cases  listed  being  heard  at  the  sitting 
referred  to.  The  chairman  then  pro- 
poted  to  fix  another  sitting  during  the 
B^nth;  bat  the  solicitors  engaged 
almost  unanimously  objected  to  lutve  a 
wther  sitting  before  the  vacation,  and 
at  their  request  the  remaining  cases  on 
the  list  were  postponed  until  after  the 
▼Bcation* 

COUNCIL   OF   THE   INDIAN    EMPIRE. 

Ub.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether,  when  the 
Queen  was  proclaimed  Empress  of  India 
at  the  Delhi  Assembly  held  on  1st 
January  1877,  it  was  stated  by  Lord 
Lytton,  theu  Viceroy  of  India,  that  Her 
Majesty — 

VOL.  CCOXXXIX.  [thibd  sibdm.] 


-"  Beiof^  dcsiroQS  of  sinking  from  timA  to  tim  e 
the  counsel  nnd  advice  of  the  Princes  and  Chiefs 
of  India,  and  of  thus  associating  them  with  the 
paramount  Power  in  a  manner  honnurahle  to 
themselves  and  advantag^us  to  the  general 
interests  of  the  Empire,** 

as  one  mark  of  the  notable  occasion,  on 
which  the  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India 
were  assembled  toprether,  constituted  a 
Council  of  the  Empire  to  which,  amoufj^ 
others,  20  feudatory  Princes  were 
nominated ;  whether  the  Council  has 
ever  met  for  the  transaction  of  business  j 
and,  if  so.  whether  he  lay  iipon  the  Tabid 
of  the  House  a  record  of  its  proce^- 
ings ;  if  not,  whether  the  Secretary  ol 
State  will  explain  why  a  solemn 
promise  of  the  Queen  Empress  has  been 
wholly  ignored,   and  a  reform    whicH 

Eromised  to  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
enefit  in  securing  the  stability  of 
British  rule  in  India  has  not  been 
carried  out ;  and  whether,  in  yiew  of  the 
loyal  and  patriotic  spirit  displayed  by 
the  Princes  in  making  provision  for  the 
defence  of  the  North- Western  Frontier  of 
India,  the  Secretary  of  State  will  tak^ 
immediate  steps  to  give  effect  to  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  desire  to  associate 
the  Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India — 

"  With  the  paramount  Power,  io  a  manner 
honourahle  to  themselves  and  advantageous  to 
the  general  interests  of  the  Empire  P  " 

Thb  under  secretary  or 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst,  Ohat^ 
ham) :  At  the  Delhi  Assembly  on  the> 
1st  January,  187 7,  the  Viceroy  appointed* 
20  Counsellors  of  the  Empress.  Of  these 
eight  only  were  natives.  12  beings 
Europeans*  The  title  of  Counsellor  of 
the  Empress  was  honorary.  The  holders 
were  not  to  form  part  of  any  organises' 
body,  and  were  not  to  be  summoned  for 
ooUectiTO  delibwation,  though  on  oooa^' 
sions  of  emergency  consultations 
between  the  Viceroy  and  one  or  more  of 
the  Counsellors  might  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  ExeoutiTO  Qovemment*. 
The  Council  have,  according  to  the 
original  design,  never  met  for  the  trans*: 
action  of  business ;  but  the  Seoretavy  of 
State  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that  sua*, 
cessive  Viceroys  have  failed  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  advantage  of  oonsnita* 
tion  with  the  individuiu  Counsellors 
when  occasion  has  arisen  for  their 
advice.  It  is  the  settled  policy  of  the 
Government  of  India  to  associate  the 
Princes  and  Chiefs  of  India  with  the. 
Qovemment  of  Her  Majesty,-  and  no 
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arranged .  vi^  Belfast  Harbonr  Oom> 
miesioners;  and  wlien  the  work  will  b« 
coiQiDeQoed  ? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON: 
Money  bae  been  voted  in  the  OiTil 
Service  Eetimstea  for  this  year  for  tha 
erection  of  a  Xaval  HeaerTe  DiiU 
Battery  at  Belfast,  bat  the  lease  of  Ha 
site  has_not  yet  been  finally  arranged. 
On  the  strong  repreeentations  of  tlis 
Admiral  Superintendent  of  NhU 
Beserves  the  commencoment  of  die  «i)rl( 
has  been  saspended  for  a  time,  asqnea- 
tions  have  arisen  vhioh  might,  in  ths 
future,  render  the  site  a  leae  deuiabll 
one  for  the  battery  than  was  at  Gnt 
SQppoBed.  Under  these  circamstaaoHi 
the  Admiralty  are  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  more  prudent  to  make  furttar 
inquiries  before  actually  ---!— 

the  work. 


«itber  to  the  Lord  Lieatenant  or  to  him* 
self,  asChlef  Secretary,  on  certain  official 
ivegularities  of  Kr.  R.  G.  FUkington, 
TnepectOT,  in  the  Colleotor  General's 
Office,  of  vacant  and  otherwise  unrato- 
able  premises,  the  irregularities  oon- 
Hsting  of  his  giving  his  official  certificate 
-that  the  rates  on  certain  premises  were 
irrecoverable,  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  said  rates  had  been  twice  paid, 
onoe  by  landlord  of  premises  and  once 
by  tenant  of  same,  to  a  collector  of 
rates,  who  fraudulent! j  retained  them  ; 
whether,  if  no  such  Beport  has  b^on 
nade  either  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or 
liimself,  he  will  call  upon  the  Colleotor 
Oeneral  of  Bates  to  report  on  such 
crave  official  irregularities  as  above 
■ndicated,  and  direct  a  general  inqiury 
into  the  matter ;  and,  whether  the 
defaulting  collector  above  alluded  to 
vas  ever  prosecuted,  or  his  sureties 
proceeded  against. 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  Neither  the 
Colleotor  General  nor  the  'Auditor  has 
made  a  Beport  to  the  Government  of 
the  irregularities  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Klkington  other  than  the  Iteport  re- 
«eived  from  the  former  in  reply  to  the 
hen.  Member's  question  a  few  days  ago 
when  it  appeared  that  in  the  opinion  of 
hia  Department  there  was  nothing 
in  Kr.  Filkington's  official  conduct 
oftUing  for  censure.  The  Acting  Col- 
lector General  reporte  that  a  warrant 
was  obtained  for  the  arreat  of  the 
defaulting  collector,  who,  however, 
managed  to  leave  the  country  before  bis 
4WTest  could  be  effected.  His  surety 
was  proceeded  against,  and  has  paid 
the  amount  of  the  defalcations  in  full, 
together  with  the  costs. 

Da.  KENNY:  Is  it  the  fact  that  the 
rates  were  twice  paid  on  these  premises  ? 

~Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  believe  that 
flomethine  of  the  kind  did  occur,  but  an 
«rror  of  this  kind  is  sometimes  inevit- 
able. 

Db.  KENNY :  Was  a  Beport  made  to 
4he  Lord  Lieutenant  ? 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  no 
cognisance  of  tho  fact. 

NAVAL  RESERVE  DRILL  BATTERV  AT 
BELFAST. 
Sib  JAMES  COBBY:  I  beg  toaak 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
money  has  been  voted  for  the  Naval 
Beserve  Drill  Battery  at  Belfast; 
whether  the  lease  of  a  site  has  been 


THE  HIQELAND  UAIU. 
Ma.       ANGUS       SDTHBHLAND 
(Sutherlandshire) :    I  beg  to  atk  the 
Postmaster  General  what  is  the  amonat 
of  the  annual  eubndy  paid  to  the  Hi^- 
land  Bailway    Company  for    oanjBtf 
Her  Majesty's  mails;  whether  there  hai 
been  a  recent  increase  of  that  sabvdf, 
and.  if  so,  what  is  its  date  and  amoiBl; 
whether  the  Highland  Bail  way  Oompsi/ 
has  given  an  adequate,  or  any,  iocreasaol 
postal  facilities  in  consequence  of  hA 
increase    of   subsidy;  whether  poatil 
facilities  on  that  part  of  the  Hi|^lnd 
Bailway  system  to  the  north  of  Tau  *(• 
not  lesa   now  than  they  wereatxTsH 
ago  through    the    withdrawal  of  As 
sorting  van ;  and  whether  he  will  uas  tt 
influence  to  get  ba^  for  the  pablie  of 
the  district  referred  to  the  postal  baSr 
ties  which  they  enjoyed  before  the  ii- 
orease  of  the  sud  aubaidr  f 
*lHa 
(Mr.  Ej 
The  pa 
Bailwaj 
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award  i 
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facilities  of  places  north  of  that  town  are 
now  somewhat  less  than  they  preriously 
were.  The  outlay  already  incurred  in 
oonreying  the  mails  to  the  North  of 
Scotland  is  so  large  that  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  prepared  to  incur  further  expense 
in  proyiding  facilities  which  the  amount 
of  correspondence  to  be  benefited  would 
not  warrant  in  view  of  the  enormous 
snms  DOW  paid  to  the  Highland  Railway 
Company. 

Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND :  I  will  call 
attention  to  this  matter  on  the  Post 
Office  Estimates. 

THE  HOLYWOOD  FORESHORE. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  has  observed  that 
the  deposit  of  seaweed  enfiltrated  by 
sewa^  on  the  Holywood  foreshore  was 
described  by  a  medical  man,  in  evidence 
given  before  the  Holywood  Petty  Ses- 
sions on  the  22nd  ultimo,  as  most  offen- 
sive, sickening,  and  dangerous,  and  that 
the  Magistrates  dismissed  the  sum* 
mons  brought  by  the  Belfast  Board  of 
Ooardians  against  the  landlord,  and 
intimated  that  they  considered  it  the 
duty  of  the  Board  of  Ouardians  to  re- 
move the  nuisance ;  and,  whether  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board  may  now 
be  expected  to  take  any  effective  steps 
in  the  case  for  the  protection  of  the 
pnhlio? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  facts  are 
AS  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
question.  The  Ouaridians  appear  to 
have  referred  the  matter  to  their  solici- 
tor on  the  13th  instant,  to  advise  as  to 
their  liability  and  power  to  abate  the 
nuisance  complained  of. 

la  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 

SjEZTOK, 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  said:  I  do  not 
faiow  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
ha?e  any  power  to  interfere. 

BVIOnONS  ON    THE     CLONGORBY 

ESTATE. 

MB.OAREW(KUdare,N0:  Ibegtoask 
theChiet  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  fact  that 
the  Believing  Officer  for  the  Clongorey 
IMstriot  was  on  6th  Aup^ust  served 
with  notices  that  five  families  on  the 
Ckmgorey  Estate,  against  whom  decrees 
for  possession  of  their  holdings  were  ob- 
tained  at  the  Summer  Asuzes,  i^re  to  be 


evicted ;  whether  the  evictions  about  to 
be  enforced  owe  their  origin  to  the  non- 
payment of  arrears  of  rent  which  ac- 
crued due  before  the  fixing  of  judicial 
rents;  whether  Mr.  Barrington,  the 
valuer  appointed  by  Judge  Darline,  the 
County  Court  Judge  of  County  Kildare, 
reported  recently  that,  in  his  opinion^ 
the  rents  on  this  estate  should  be  re- 
duced by  29^  per  cent;  whether  the 
original  demand  of  the  tenants  was  30 
per  cent  abatement,  and  the  abatement 
offered  by  the  landlord  10  per  cent; 
whether  Judge  Darling,  acting  on  this 
Report  of  his  Court  Valuer,  asked  the 
agent  in  open  Court  at  the  last  Quarter 
Sessions  at  Naas  to  consent  to  grant  the 
reductions  recommended,  and,  on  his 
refusing  to  do  so,  whether  the  Judge 
stayed  the  execution  of  the  decrees 
until  October,  1891 ;  andxWhether,  having^ 
regard  to  these  facts,  he  will  permit  the 
forces  of  the  Crown  to  be  employed  ia 
carding  out  these  evictions  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Oentleman  to  postpone  th» 
question  for  a  few  days. 

MOUSSA    BEY. 

Mr.  OHANNINO  (Northampton^ 
E.) :  I  beg  to  ask]the  Under  Seoretuy  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  statement 
that  a  Petition  was  presented  to  th» 
Grand  Vizier  at  Constantioonle  by  a 
deputation  of  Armenians  on  behalf  of 
600  Natives  of  Moush,  temporarily  re- 
siding in  Constantinople,  praying  for  the 
punishment  of  Moussa  Bey,  and  that 
six  Armenian  members  of  this  deputa- 
tion have  been  arrested  and  tlirowii 
into  prison ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  inquired  into  th» 
matter,  and  received  confirmation  of  all 
or  any  of  the  particulars  of  this  state* 
ment? 

•SiB  J.  FERQUSSON :  Liquiry  has 
been  made,  and  the  report,  according- 
to  information  from  trustworthy  souroesy 
is  without  foundation. 

ABMENIA. 

Mb.  CHANNING:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  have  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  obtain  the  release,  or,, 
failing  that,  a  fair  and  open  trial  of  th» 
Armenians,  several  of  tnem  teachers  of 
schools,  who  were  exiled,  without  trialf 
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*8iB  J.FEBanSSON:  Itii  somewhat 
diffloult  to  identifv  the  partioular  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refeia ;  but  he 
probahly  alladee  to  a  case  mentioned 
at  page  85  of  Turkey,  No.  I  [1B89), 
where  Hei  Uajssty's  Coasnl  at  Yan 
reports  that  the  Vali  was  said  to  bs 
about  to  request  tiiat  certMD  exiles 
should  be  allowed  to  return  home, 
and  three  of  these  exiles  ore  stated  to 
be  at  IripolL  As  regards  the  inter- 
ventioa  of  Her  Majesty's  GoTenunetit, 
Her  Usjes^'i  Ambassador  is  authorisod 
to  make  reiwesentatioiiB  to  the  Forte 
whenerer,  in  his  jadgment,  he  oan  do 
•0  with  adraqtage  to  those  ooaoemed; 
bat  Hmr  Majes^'s  Oareranieat  hare 
no  ooBtrol  over  tiie  action  of  the 
TutUdi  Ooremmeot  in  refarenee  to 
tha  adminidtration  of  th«  law  r«^ud- 
iog.Torkiah  Hibjeots.. 

THE  IKL&I'b  ItEVENUB  DERARTUBHT. 
.  Ma.HATDKN  (Leitdm,  B.)c  I  bag 
to  ask  tile  Ohanorilor  of  the  Jlxc^eqner 
if,  in  the  absence  of  the  bo  often  pro- 
mised Treaanrj  Minute,  he  will  explain 
why,  after  the  Kidley  OaiimliaiQa  had 
mode  their  Seoodd  Beport,  and  before 
any  action  had  been  taken  thereon, 
the  Treaanry  sanctioned  a  schema  of 
alattifioation  for  a  anbordiiiato  I^part- 
ment'of  the  Inland  !Ete?enuo— ^namely, 
the  "Stampa  and  Stores  Department," 
last  NovemiMr,  with  salaries  largely  in 
esoees  of  tiuwe  of  th«r  oolleagoes  of 
equal  length  of  serrice  in  mora  impor- 
tant branches ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
is  prepared  to  any  that  any  sclieiBe  for 
tha  ratelioration  of  the  position  of  the 
elerks  in  the  mwe  important  brandiea 
of  the  Service  will  date  from  the  aame 
period  as  that  adopted  in  (ha  Stampa 
and  Stores  Department. 

Ml.  009CHBK :  Hiava  savar  mtdd. 
tained  that  no  nform  in  any  Depart- 
ment, however  urgent,  ought  to  be 
carried  ont,  until  the  Ooveroaest  had 
taken  a  general  decision  upon  this  very 
valuable  Beport.  There-organisation 
«f  the  Staanpa  and  Stores  IMpsrtaitat 
was  randerod  naoesaaiy  by  lagialation 
whieh  threw  inoreaaed  work  npoit  that 
Departnibnt,  and  it  saamed  batter  to 
meet  the  exiganoiea  of  the  ease  by  re- 
amngeaiant  than  by  simply  adding 
n«w-«lefka,.and  diedaby  ineraasing  tu 

W        Mr.  ChanHutj 


vanta.  The  scheme  sanctionsd  by  ths 
Treasury  was  an  economical  one.  It 
not  only  provided  (or  the  addtdoul 
work,  but  effected  aredacticn  of  £1,400 
a  year  on  the  maximum  cost  of  ths 
establishment.  With  r^;ard  to  olher 
(I  demur  to  the  expression  "mon 
important")  branches,  I  am  notprt- 
pared  to  give  the  pledge  which  ths 
hon.  Member  asks  ti».  The  quettbA 
of  re-organising  each  separate  D^^ait- 
ment  must  :be  dealt  with  on  its  on 
merits  aa  t^  naoesuty  uises. 

D».  KIOHABD  NICHOLW. 

*Dk.  KBNirr:  Z  beg  to  sdc  th* 
SeoretaiT  of  State  for  War  whetlitf 
Dr.  BioWd  Nicholls,  of  Nsvas,  «ho 
waa  for  over  17  years  Giril  Hsdictl 
Officer  to  the  rsgolar  troops  statinui 
in  that  town,  and  also  for  some  tmh 
Medical  Officer  to  the  Meath  lm<iK 
haarsouttly,  under  eoma  newis^nUliai, 
baas  dqwived  of  these  ^Momtowlt 
wi^out  oompensation;  anX  vhatliit, 
considering  the  length  of  Dr.  Ni^i^ 
aervioe,  he  will  reoommend  his  out  to 
the  Treasury  for  oompenaation  ? 

*Mk.  E.  SPAN  HOPE:  Dr.NiohoDi 
held   no    appointment.    He   was  «B> 

Eloyed,  as  medical  men  are  all  owt  tks 
iogdom,  to  attend  at  ooatraot  ntaad^ 
tachments  of  troops  when  no  IS^ItUI 
Medical  Officer  shoold  be  pretsuL-A 
Military  Medical  Officer  having  bM; 
stationed  at  Naran,  the  nMesKtylbc  lit-' 
Nioholls's  servioe  ceased.  Itha»al«q> 
been  a  oobdition  of  theemplojoMBtM 
a  aivilian  medical  practitiouar  thst  U' 
employment  might  oaase  at  any  tU*' 
withoat  notjoo  and  witfaont  the  oiaatioi 
of  any  dum  to  compensatioa. 
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oiwxitB  of  fisrt  facias  for  the  recovery  of 
fheir  anredaced  rents? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    The  Land 
Oommissioners  report  that  there  are  at 
present   66    applications  in  leasehold 
oases  to  fix  judicial  rents  ontstanding 
in  that  part  of  the  Union  of  Water- 
lord  in  the  County  of  Kilkenny.     Of 
these,  45  were  receiyed  before  and  11 
sinee  the  29th   of  September,    1887. 
No  lessehold  cases  for  the  district  re- 
ferred to  have  yet  been  heard,   as  it 
was  necessary  to  hear  a  large  number 
of  applications    in  respect  of  yearly 
tenancies    which    had     been     earlier 
reoaiFed.      A    Sub-Commission   is   at 
present  sittina    in    the   County    Eal- 
leni^y,  ^d  w31,   it  is  proposed,  con- 
tinue its  sittings  there  after  the  vaca- 
tion, takingthe  Waterford   Union  in 
its  tom.     The  Commissioners  are  un- 
aware  whether  the  landlords  in  the 
cases  referred  to  have,  since  the  date 
of  the  tenants'   applications   to  have 
judicial  rents  fixed,  exacted  the  fortner 
rente  from  which  relief  was   sought ; 
Imt  if  so,  and  if  these  rents  are  re- 
duced   when    the    judiciad   tent^    are 
fixed,   the^  IaBdk>r&  will  have,  pur- 
suant to  the  5th  section  -of  the  Land 
Iaw    Ac^     1887,    to   allow    to   their 
tenants    the    difference-  between    the 
^onot  reoeived  mnd  the  judicial  rent 
for  ^^  period  which  has  elapsed  since 
OiB  date  of  the  tenant's  application^ 
It, has  ^een   decided  by  tiici  Queen'^ 
Bench .  I)iyisi|oa  that  in  the  ease :  where 
a  temmt'n  holding  or  holdings  is  or 
ttie  valued  at  inore  than  £50  a  year, 
the  Oqurt  has   not  jurisdiction   under 
the  eoth  section  of  the  Act  of  1887  to 
Ktay  execution  of  writs  of  fieri  faaui. 

ELEMENTARY  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  OOJ^  WAT.fljmtrim,  N.)  ^  I  beg 
»  ask  the  JTioe  !Presiaent  of  the  Com- 
mttee  \ot  Vbunoll  on  Education  whether, 
Q  new. of  ^8  expressed  intention  to 
>rees  upon  the  attention  of  the  OoTcm- 
oent  a  Superannuation  Scheme  for  the 
enefit  oC  Publio  Elementary  Teachers, 


ie  has  ai^  objection  io  gire  the  Seturn 
f  whfcli  potico  has  lieen^ren 


for  to- 


ay? 


•am  W^B^T  BJCKEf  I  regret  to 
^y  that  it  would.be.  altc|gethei^  out  of 
le  Mwep  ot  the  Department  to  furnish 
le  jb^urn  asked  fof^  All  the  ii^orma-^ 
oi^lq/f.  i^llae.  whioh^^e  Department 
ire  on  the   subjeoi  is  te<to4^4at#ftjtle*twi  iii^j^^  haH{u;rt]itVC^Da^ti«U94V  fM^^, 


Qeneral  Beport  annually  submitted  to 
Parliament,  and  will  be  found  this  year 
on  pages  20-22  of  that  Beport. 

THE  SOIENOB  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  CONWAY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  (>)mmittee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  has  f\illy 
considered  the  effect  that  portion  of 
Begulation  12,  printed  in  italics,  page. 
56,  of  the  Seienceand  Art  Directory  lot 
1889-90  is  likely  to  have  in  Ireland,' 
where  so  few  boys  can  remain  at  the 
National  Schools  until  they  have  passed 
the  second  stage  of  the  sixth  class; 
whether  the  rule  up  to  the  present  has 
been  for  pupils  to  nave  passed  the 
second  stage  of  the  fifth  class  before 
presentation  for  examination  in  the 
prindjples  of  agriculture ;  and,  whether 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  will 
re-consider  the  part  of  Bule  12,  which  is 
specified  in  the  first  paragraph,  and  let 
the  House  know  the  result  of  such  cbn- 
sideration  before  the  Science  and  Art 
Vote  comes  on  for  discussion  ? 

Sib  W.  HABT  DYKE  :  The  rule  was 
modified  in  the  form  suggested  by  the 
National  Board  of  Education  in  Ireland 
in  order  to  meet  the  objection  made  by 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  to 
the  duphcation  of  payments  in  respect  of 
certain  children  examined  in  affriculture. 
I  do  not  think  the  change  will  have  any 
iU  eSeot,  as.  the :  National  Board  have 
stated  their  opinion  that  tibe  oourse  ot 
instruction  in  agr^nlture  prcjseribed  in 
their  programme  is  suitabie  and  suffi« 
cient  for  the  pupils  of  national  schools, 
and  the.  ^teratjum.  will  only  affept  th^se. 

pupils.  -:  / 

IRELAND— DUBUK  POST  OFFICE. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre^> 
tary  of  Stete   for  the  Home  Depart-, 
ment  whether  it  is  by  his  authority  that 
letters  addressed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City,  indudingletters addressed, 
to  him  by  his  mother,  Mrs.  Paraell,> 
from  America,  are  opened  in  the  post 
office  ;  and,  if  so,,  whether  this  is  done 
by  a  general  warranty  or  by  a  particular 
order  for  each  letter  openel;  whether 
it  was  b^  his  authority  that  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  L(nrd  Mayor  of  Dublin 
by  the  President  of  the  United  Stetes, 
was  reeently.opened  in  the  post  office ; 
a^   whether  this  system,  of .  ope]^ing. 
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if  BO,  whether  he  vill  enable  persons 
whose  letters  are  opened  in  the  post 
office  to  protect  themaelves  by  being 
present,  eitfier  in  person  or  bj  deputy, 
at  the  opening  in  the  post  office  of 
letters  adareBxed  to  or  by  them  F 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  bog  l^ave  to 
state,  in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Member, 
that  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
any  letters  addressed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber lor  Cork  have  been  opened  in  the 
post  office,  and  I  hare  given  no  aulho- 
lit^  for  such  letters  to  be  opened.'  The 
fame  answer  applies  to  the  alleged 
opening  of  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
Xiord  Mayor  of  Dublin  by  the  President 
of  tbe  United  States;  but  I  have  con- 
sulted the  Postmaster  General,  who 
infonns  me  that  in  this  case  he  is  msking 
inquiry.  There  is  no  system  of  opening 
the  letters  as  saffgested  ia  the  question. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  ceased  to  exercise  his 
functions  are  we  to  understand  that  if 
letters  have  been  opened  it  was  without 
official  authority  F 

Uk.  MATTHEWS:  If  opened  they 
ha*e  been  opened  without  any  authority 
from  the  Home  Office,  or,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  from  any  other  Got  era  meat 
Department  in  this  country. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  there  any  authority 
to  direct  the  opening  of  letters  but  the 
Home  Secretuy  F 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  In  this  country 
only  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  But  j»  Ireland? 

No  answer. 

THE  LOWEJt  FB0VINCE8  OF  BENGAL. 
Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :   I  beg  to  ask 

*•■-  TTn,»^j  Secretary  ol  State  for  India, 
^d  to  the  statement  of  the 
f  of  State,  in  his  Letter,  No. 
)d25th  May  1889,  to  the  Go- 
t  of  India,  that  he  had  received 
irials,  lettsrs,  &o.,  from  associa- 
blic  meetings,  and  the  like,  in 
a  Provinces  of  Bengal,  praying 
ttions  in  the  Constitution,  and 
rection  that  "the  memnriaiists 
ned  that  their  repreEBntatiune 
ive  the  careful  attention  of  the 
T  of  State,"  whether  be  is  now 
idon  to  state  his  decisions  os 
n crisis  7 

QOBST;  I  am  not  able  to 
f  statement.  The  Constitution 
is  still  under  eonsideratiDn. 
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Mr.  BKADLAUQH:  Bstitbubeea 
under  consideration  since  the  eari;  pirt 
of  1887. 

Sib  J.  QOBST :  The  hon.  GesUeau 
must  be  aware  that  the  Censtitation  o! 
India  can  only  be  altered  by  Act  of 
Parliament ;  and  when  thsrs  i<  a  ^ 
prospect  of  paamng  it  through  Fs^  i 
liament  the  Secretory  of  State  vift 
embody  hie  views  in  a  Bill.  ' 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH :  Does  the  boD. 
Qentleman  intend  to  convey  by  tint 
answer,  that  the  Secretary  of  fltttsbw 
some  legislation  in  contemplation  T 

Sir  J.  G0B8T:  No,  Sir;  the  Seen- 
tary  of  State  has  no  legislation  in  (nn- 
templation.  In  the  present  stats  iX 
public  buNness  it  would  be  hopelus  t» 
expect  to  pass  a  measure  through  Fu- 
liament. 

Mr.  BBADLAtTQH :  Has  that  bm 
the  state  of  affairs  since  1 BHT  ?  i 

Sib  J.  QOBST:  Ye^  Sir. 

FOSTAQE  UPON  OBDEBS  FOB  GOODS. 
Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.}:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  QeiRil 
whether  orders  for  goods  fromCcM>pm- 
tive  Stores  in  London  are  treated  m 
circulars,  and  pass  at  halfpenny  I•ts^ 
subject  to  the  right  ezpreidly  itMcnd 
of  keeping  them  back  if  there  it  a 
pressure  of  bosiness ;  whether  nA 
orders  in  any  way  differ  from  Btitnj 
advices  of  goods  and  notices  of  dd^ 
by  loan  fbnd  banks  io  Ireland,  lAa^  , 
are  held  to  be  letters ;  and,  whethir  k> 
oan  eee  hia  way  to  treat  both  aha*  i 
•like?  I 

*Mb.RAIX£S:  Orders  for  goodaWit 
no  nrivileffe  aa  oircalar  lattara.  bat  Me-  I 
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at  ooceto  inquire  into  the  present  exercise 
of  Grown  rights  of  salmon  fishing  in 
Scotland,  and  on  the  coast  and  in  the 
sea  adjacent  thereto,  and  their  effect  on 
the  preservation  and  supply  of  fish, 
and  to  report  the  evidence. 


Sir  JOHN  COLOMB  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
his  attention  has  been  calleid  to  the 
fiublication  of  information  by  certain 
rress  correspondents  with  the  Fleet  of 
ioformation  as  to  the  results  of  trial 
speeds  of  ships  and  disguises  to  be 
adopted  by  certain  vessels;  and,  whether 
he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  stop  the 
eiromation  of  information  calculated  to 
defeat  some  of  the  objects  of  the 
Manoeuvres  ? 

LoiD  O.  HAMILTON :  I  have  read 
the  statements  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  think  that  lAey  would 
convey  to  the  Admiral  commanding  the 
opposing  Fleet  information  which  would 
he  useful  to  him.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
such  was  not  the  object  of  those  who 
wrote  the  letters  referred  to,  and  that 
Iheir  attention  having  been  directed  by 
the  question  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  the 
prolMible  consequences  of  their  indiscre- 
tion they  will  be  more  careftd  in  the 
Aitore. 

SCHOOLS  IN  CAITHNESS  AND 
SUNDERLAND. 
Db.  OLABK  (Oaithness) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Lord  Advocate  what  has  been 
the  result  of  the  reference  to  the  Law 
Officers  in  regard  to  payments  under 
Section  32  (a)  to  schools  in  Caithness 
and  Sutherland. 

*Me.  J.  P.  B.  E0BBET80N:  The 
^w  Officers  are  of  opinion  that  the 
^eral  terms  of  the  Statute  cannot 
cofely  be  held  to  authorise  the  inclusion 
of  other  counties  than  those  named  in 
the  67th  sectiQu  of  the  Act  of  1872. 
7be  Government  are  wilting  to  introduce 
^  Tory  short  Bill  to  settle  the  matter  in 
favour  of  Oaithness  and  Sutherland; 
hut  this  can  only  be  done  provided  there 
u  00  opposition,  and  if  we  have  the  help 
of  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  in  enabling 
^  to  do  it  in  the  short  time  available. 

CROWN  RIGHTS  TO  SCOTCH 
SALMON  FISHINGS. 

Ub.  MARJOBIBANKS  :  I  beg  to 
*«k  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  when 
H  is  proposed  to  appoint  the  Boyai  Oom- 
niasion  promised  by  the  ^Gbvemment  to 
n^aire  into  Crown  rights  to  salmon 
fi«hings  in  Scotland  ? 
♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  (Strand,  West- 
kiioster):  A  Commission  will  be  appointed 

VOL.  COCXXXIX.  [third  series.] 


CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  PICKERSaiLL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  is  now  in  a  position  to  state, 
definitely  when  the  Treasury  Minute 
respecting  Civil  Establishments,  which 
was  promised  'on  the  26th  ultimo  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  in  a  few  days, 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House? 

Mr.  OOSCHEN  :  I  will  lay  the 
Minute  on  the  Table  this  evening. 
When  the  House  is  in  possession  of  the 
Minute,  and  sees  the  numerous  and  oom- 

Elicated  questions  with  which  it  has 
een  necessary  to  deal,  there  will,  I 
think,  be  no  surprise  at  the  delay  in  its 
production. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  CATTLE  COM- 
PULSORILY  SLAUGHTERED. 

Mr.  H.  FARQUHARSON  (Dorset, 
N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  if  the  Government  has  come 
to  any  decision  as  to  from  what  source 
compensation  is  to  be  paid  in  the  future 
for  cattle  slaughtered  owing  to  pleuro- 
pneumonia. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  can  only  refer 
my  hon.  Friend  to  the  answer  I  gave  on 
the  16th  ult.  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  South-East  Essex  and  Saffron 
Walden.  which  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
question  ^ould  be  considered  during  the 
recess. 

THE  COMMISSION  ON  ROYALTY 

RENTS. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbech) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  whether  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Royalty  Rents  has  been 
finally  constituted ;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  when  it  is  likely  to  enter  upon  the 
discharge  of  its  duties  ? 

Mr.  OLDROYD  (Dewsbury) :  May  I 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  has  received  any  represen- 
tations from  colliery  owners  aad  work- 
men in  the  Midland  districts  complain- 
ing of  the  non-representat'on  of  their 
interests  on  the  Commission  ? 

3  B 
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*Ub.  W.  H.  SUIIH  :  The  Oommis- 
Bion  has  beeu  constituted,  and  includes 
some  rep r seen ta tiros  of  thg  Midland 
diatricto,  nhich  it  was  suggested  were 
not  sufEcientljr  represented.  The  Com- 
tnission  will  be  gazetted  in  the  oourie 
of  a  da;  or  two. 

THE  CRINAN  CANAL. 
Ma.  BUCHANAN  (Edinbrnxh,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advooate  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  dues  of  traneit  of 
the  Crinaa  Canal  are  nearly  aa  heavy 
as  the  dues  of  transit  of  the  much  greater 
length  of  theCaledonian  Canal ;  whether 
he  will  consider  whether  the  dues  on 
the  Grinan  Canal  can  be  redaoed ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  lock  gates 
of  the  Crinan  Canal  are  not  opened  to 
passing  vessels  bj  the  tmpUyit  of  the 
canal,  as  ia  the  case  on  the  Caledonian 
Canal,  and  that  it  ia  the  practice  of  the 
authorities  of  the  Crinan  Canal  to  insist 
Upon  each  vessel  taking  an  extra  hand 
on  board  to  open  the  lock  gates,  to  whom 
the  owner  of  the  vessel  is  obliged  to' 
pay  a  fee  of  I  Os. }  whether  this  practioe 
is  legal ;  and,  whether  the  authoritiee 
of  the  canal  are  bound,  on  payment  of 
the  transit  dues  by  a  passing  vessel,  to 
provide  without  further  charge  for  the 
opening  of  the  lock  gates  ? 
*Me.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEIffSON:  The 
dues  on  the  Crinan  Ganal  are  regu- 
lated by  bye-laws  approved  by  the  Com- 
missioners, and  are  according  to  Statute. 
The  dues  are  proportionately  higher 
than  those  on  the  Caledonian  Ganal, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  Crinan  Canal 
passes  through  no  natural  lakes,  and  so 
requires  an  artificiat  water  anpply.  No 
geuwal  rednctioD  of  dnes  can  be  given ; 
but  from  time  to  time  reductions  are 
mode  when  it  ia  clearly  proved  to  en- 
courage iraffiu  and  to  be  of  advantage 
to  the  Bevenue.  The  lock  gates  are 
Wened  by  the  tmployii,  and  it  Is  not 
uie  practice  of  the  authorities  to  insist 
ou  extra  hands  being  employed,  as  they 
are  bound  to  provide  for  the  opening  of 
look  gates  without  further  charge  than 
the  payment  of  duea. 


THE  TirnB  EKNT-CHABOE  BILL. 
Sia  W.  HAEOOURT  (Derby) 


to  make  an  appeal  to  the  i^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  leader  of  the  House  with 
reference  to  the  business  of  to-morrow. 
He  was  kind  enough  to  consent  to  a 


motion  yesterday  to  report  piogrMi,  in 
order  that  we  might  see  fte  Arnold- 
ments  of  the  Qovemment  to  tk»TitluB 
Bill.  I  have  had  on  oppoitonitjr  of 
brie&y  looking  at  these  Amendawnti, 
and  I  find  that  the  effect  of  them  i*that 
of  the  old  Bill  two  Unea  renuia.  Bnt 
that  is  not  all.  In  the  fora  in  wUdi 
the  Paper  atands  atipreaeat,>  we-hin 
not  only  the  Govern  meat -AmedAmati 
on  the  now  Bill,  bufroho  on  the-oliftil, 
which  still  remain,  and  I  iwregottlw 
two  put  together  as  thej  nmnataiA.ixk 
the  Paper,  and  they  DonBtitutesKBSfaidi 
— that  ia  to  aay,  the  Auiflndiaeitoat4ilie 
Home  Secrataiy  to  tfae'old  BiUaod'.ths 
Amendments  of  the  Att«raey8en>nlta 
the  new  Bill.  Now,'th&ti8B0t<them)« 
convenient  form  in  whieb  we  Baa  <M 
with  them,  and  in  the  erdinHyiiBKW 
it  would  be  the  onatott  ol>  th«  Smie 
that  the. Oavemment,  makuig.-BKtmil 
dterationa  in  a  BiU,-  diatM'  niVft 
formally  that  the  Bill  ba  r 
in  order  to  insert  the  A^ran 
desire  to  insert  and  to'  elidnds' tiuw 
parts  they  do  not  desire  to  retun. .  Un- 
fortunately there  ia  an  obatacle  in  tha 
way  of  that— namely,  -that'  all  tli« 
Amendmenta  upon  the  Fc^r  are  ei- 
olnded  by  tjie  ruling  of  the  Qhur  apDO 
the  inatructiona-reieoted  by  the  Qoran* 
meat.  The  Chavman  ol  CommittMt 
laid  it  down  that  nailii&g  ooold  ba 
admitted  which  sought  to  lay  die  haiin 
on  the  owner  only.  Now-,  these  Amaail- 
mentsrdo  that.  IharelerQ  the  wbl* 
of  the  Amendmenta  propoasd,  bj  tba 
Qovemment  are  Amendmants  tiiat  md- 
not  be  put.  In  these  circamataiMiB  I 
woddaak  the  First  Lord  irf  the  I(MH? 
at  all  events  not  to  attempt  to  go  on  vA 
the  Bill'to-mfwrow.  It  ia  quite  imponU* 
in  a  Bill  of  this  magnitude,  affeetiag  > 
great  interest  and  many  miltiM<^ 
what  has  been,  called,  and  I  ^oak 
properlv-.  natinnal .  nnMMvtv.  and  W' 
taining 
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ibe  Bill  may  not  be  met  to  morrow  with 
a  Motion  that  the  Bill  shall  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  It  woaldbe  maoh  better  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  arrange 
to  set  down  other  businees  which  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  it  is  necessary  to 
go  on  with.    If  the  House  will  indulge 
me,  I  will  not  go  into  any  argumenta- 
tire  matter  except  to  point  out  that  this 
fiiU  includes  eitremely  important  matter 
which  we  should  be  allowed  to  consider 
Mly,  BO  that,  if  necessary,  we  might  be 
able  to  put  down  Amendments.    We 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  at  24  hours' 
notice  to  take  this  Bill  into  considera- 
tion.   It  is  x)ne  of  our  rules  of  legisla* 
tion  that  we  do  not  deal  with  property 
of  any  kind  without  giving  the  owner 
notioe.    With    reference    to    this  new 
BUlf  1  do  not  speak  adversely  to  its 
principle.    I  should  be  very  glad  to  see 
that   principle  carried  out;  but  it   is 
absolutely    necessary    that  the  House 
should  be  placed  at  least  in  as  good  a 
position  as  it  would  be  in  after  a  Serond 
reading.    If  I  were  adverse  to  the  Bill 
I  should    certainly    demand    that  we 
should  have  a  Second  Keading  discus- 
Bion,  but  all  I  now  say  is  this,  that  the 
House  must  be  placed  in    as   good  a 

Ki^on  as  it  would  be  in   after  the 
ond  >  Beading  of  a  new  Bill— that 
hon.  Members  should  be  able  to  move 
such  instructions  as  are  necessary  for 
dealing  fully  with  the  Bill  in  Committee. 
GenereJly  speaking,  it  seems  to  me  per- 
fectly dear  that  we  cannot  go  on  with 
this  Bill  to-morrow.     We  have  no  time 
to  put  down   Amendments  which  are 
necessary   for  dealing  with  it  and,  on 
the  whole,  theee  are  matters  a»  to  which 
gentlemen    ought    not    only  to  know 
what  they   think  themselves,  but  also, 
I  venture  to  say,  what  their  constituents 
think  of  the  provisions  of  a   Bill   so 
utterly  novel  as  this.    Therefore  I  ven- 
ture to  Bubmit  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  it  is  quite  idle  to  endeavour 
to  go  on  with  Ck>mmittee  on  this  Bill  to- 
morrow, and  I  would  suggest  that  he 
ahould  postpone  it,  at  all  events  until 
next  week.     I  would  also  submit  that 
instead  of  endeavouring  to  cobble  up  a 
Bill  by  striking^  out  all  except  two  lines 
and  putting  in  Amendments,  it  would 
be  far  better  to  withdraw  this  Bill  and 
ntroduce  to-morrow  a  new  Bill,  and  then 
X)  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  that 
lew  Bill  in   the  proper  manner.    That 
vould  be  by   far  the  most  convenient 


course,  because  practically  we  shall  have 
to  deal  with  the  Bill  in  that  manner, 
however  the  question  is  put  before  us. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  highly 
satisfactory  to  hear  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
principle  of  the  Amendments  the 
Government  have  put  on  the  paper  in 
reference  to  this  Bill.  He  must,  there- 
fore, be  most  desirous  that  the  Bill 
should  be  proceeded  with  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  I  gladly  recognise  the  ex« 
tremely  kind  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  has  objected  that 
the  Government  are  proposing  a  new 
Bill.  What  the  Government  are  doing 
is  simply  this.  They  are  inserting  and 
giving  effect  to  an  instruction — a  De- 
bate, which  was  supported  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  and  by  almost 
every  Member  on  *that  side  of  the 
House — an  Instruction  that  the  Bill 
should  place  the  liability  on  the  owner. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  supporting 
the  proposal,  obviously  saw  his  way  to 
giving  practical  effect  to  it  in  the  Bill,  or 
he  would  not  have  supported  it.  Now, 
following  up  that  desire  he  says  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  have  more 
than  48  hours  to  consider  a  proposal 
which  all  who  desire  that  the  Bill 
should  be  effectual  think  should  be 
at  once  ratified  by  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Sir  W.  H  AROOURT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  quite  understood  me. 
What  I  said  was  that  you  must  revoke 
the  decision  of  the  House  rejecting  the 
Instruction. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is,  I  think,  incorrect  in  his 
views.  I  think  he  will  find  it  is  possi- 
ble for  the  Committee  to  entertain  the 
Amendments  put  on  the  paper  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General.  At  all  events  it  does  not  rest 
with  him  or  me  to  determino  whether 
that  is  so  or  not.  It  was  understood 
that  the  Amendment  which  stood  on  the 
paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Essex,  and  several  other  Amend- 
ments which  put  the  liability  on  the 
owner,  would  have  been  accepted. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  Chair- 
man of  Committees  laid  emphasis  on 
the  point  that  no  Amendment  which 
sought  to  put  the  liability  on  the  owner 
would  be  admissible. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  shall  see 
when  the  time  comes  what  the  Chair- 
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man  of  Committees  think?.  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  think  I  should  not  be 
justified  in  responding  to  the  appeal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  wiph  to 
piosecute  this  Bill.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  had  48  hours  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Amendments  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  because  they 
were  indicated  as  clearly  as  they  could 
posf-ibly  be  by  my  hon,  and  learned 
Fiiend  yesterday.  They  are  admitted 
by  the  right  hon  Gentleman  himself  to 
be  valuable,  useful  Amendments,  in- 
volving all  the  principles  required  for 
the  settlement  of  this  question,  and  we 
shall  ask  the  House  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  to  deal  with  it  without 
any  loss  of  time. 

*JIr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Sir.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  stated  to 
the  House  that  the  Amendments  now 
placed  on  the  Paper  are  Amendments  to 
carry  out  an  Instruction  which  was  de- 
feated by  a  majority  of  four.  That 
being  so,  I  ask  you  whether  the  In- 
struction moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maiden  having  been  negatived  on  Mon- 
day night,  it  is  competent  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  place  on  the  Paper  Amend- 
ments practically  in  the  spirit  of  that 
Instruction  ? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  hardly  a 
question  that  ought  to  be  addressed  to 
me,  but  I  do  not  think  the  Committee 
would  go  baok  on  the  Instruction, 

♦Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  Will  it  be  possible  to 
issue  a  Memorandum  showing  the 
Amendments,  and  giving  a  clear  idea  of 
the  alterations  intended  to  be  made  in 
the  Bill  ? 

•Tub  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webstbb,  Is!e  of  Wight) :  For  the 
convenience  of  Members  I  have  directed 
that  a  number  of  copies  of  the  Bill  show- 
ing my  Amendments  shall  be  deposited 
at  the  Vote  Office  by  5  o'clock. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
On  a  point  of  order,  Sir,  I  would  put  a 
question  to  you  in  reference  to  a  deci- 
faion  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  in  1880. 
When  Mr.  Forster  introduced  a  clause 
into  the  Irish  Relief  Bill  as  a  new  means 
of  dealing  with  relief  —  namely,  that 
the  tenant  should  be  compensated  for  cer- 
tain cises  of  disturbance— the  Speaker 
ruled  that  a  now  Bill  was  required,  and 
a  n^w  Bill  had  to  be  introduced.  Now 
the  House  has  decided   to  reject  the 
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In  t  Miction  carrjing  out  the  prioeiple 
which  the  Government  are  embodjiog 
in  their  Amendments.  In  these  dnsum- 
stances,  I  ask  whether  it  ia  not  neces- 
sary that  an  entirely  new  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  which  the  House  may  hafe 
the  opportunity  of  passing  under  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair?  And  if  the 
Amendments  of  the  Government  are 
proposed,  will  not  the  Honse  be  de- 
prived of  the  rulings  of  the  Speaker  and 
— I  am  not  making  any  complaint— left 
entirely  t3  the  rulings  of  the  Cludraiin 
of  Committees? 

*SiB  R.  WEBSTER:  On  the  point  of 
order,  Sir,  I  desire  to  call  your  attentioa 
to  the  fact  that  yesterday  there  stood  on 
the  Paper  a  series  of  Amendments  pro- 
posing to  change  the  word  "occopier" 
into '*  owner/'  and  as  far  asloouldl 
ascertained  these  Amendments  would 
not  be  ruled  out  of  order.  The 
statement  I  made  yesterday  was  that  I 
should  be  prepared  to  accept  those 
Amendments.  My  present  Amendmenti 
are  to  the  same  effect. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  :  I  also  rise  to 
the  point  of  order.  The  Attonej 
General  has  missed  the  point  Itwaa 
indeed  ruled  that  the  word  **  owner*' 
might  be  substituted  for  <'  ooonpier,"  if  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  being  the  owner  o^jt 
instead  of  the  occupier,  as  an  altamatife. 
In  the  same  way  the  ruling  was  in 
respect  of  distress — that  distress  eoold 
not  be  struck  out  of  the  BiU ;  it  mut 
remain  in  the  Bill  aa  an  alteraatife. 
But  the  (Government  Amendment  pro- 
pose to  strike  out  distress  without 
alternative,  and  to  leave  the  re^on* 
sibility  on  the  owner  only.  But  as  the 
right  ho  a.  Gentleman  insists,  I  now  beg 
to  give  notice 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  crdtr!  We 
must  decide  upon  the  point  of  order 
first.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
asks  me  a  question  whelher 
an  Instruction  having  been  re- 
fused by  the  House,  the  Amend- 
ment might  not  contravene  that 
Instruction.  It  will  be  for  the  Ghainnan 
of  Committees  to  decide  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee,  whether  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  are  sndi  as 
can  be  moved,  notwithstanding  the 
refusal  of  the  House  to  grant  the 
Instruction  at  an  earlier  stage.  I  do 
not  anticipate  any  discrepancy  between 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  and  my  own* 
The  Chairman  in  Committee  is  widiin 
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his  jurisdiotioQ  and  considers  what  is 
proper  and  right,  and  I  have  every  con- 
fidence  that  he  will  give  a  right  and  fair 
decision. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Perhaps,  Sir,  I 
have  not  made  myself  clear.  What  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  on  the  occasion 
of  the  ruling  to  which  I  have  referred 
the  House  was  in  Oommittee,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  decided  that  the  particu- 
lar Amendment  was  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  The  corresponding  question 
is— the  House  having  refused  a  particu- 
lar Instruction,  and  the  Government 
having  put  down  an  Amendment  within 
the  scope  of  that  Instruction — is  it  in 
order  to  submit  to  the  Speaker  whether 
the  proposed  action  in  Committee  can,  as 
a  matter  of  order,  be  taken,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  particular  Amendment 
in  Committee  on  the  Irish  Bill  was  sub- 
mitted to  Mr.  Speaker  Brand. 

♦Mr.  8PEAKEE  :  This  matter  is,  if  I 
may  respectfully  say  so,  rather  im- 
properly brought  before  me.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  say  whether  the  ruling  of  my 
predecessors  affords  an  exact  parallel  to 
this  case.  But,  as  I  have  said,  I  am 
quite  content  to  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
who  will  deal  with  the  question  when  it 
anses.  I  do  not  think  that  any  case  has 
been  made  out  for  reference  to  me  as 
Speaker. 

SiH  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  leave  to 
gi?e  notice  that  I  shall  oppose  proceed- 
ing with  the  Tithe  Rent  Charge  Bill 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton] :  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  would  not  be  more 
decoroui*,  not  to  say  more  decent,  as  the 
Bill  affects  the  whole  agricultural  in- 
terests, to  wait  until  the  new  Miuister  of 
Agriculture  is  present  to  give  us  his 
▼lews  of  the  matter. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 
That  they    be    agreed    to— Palatine 
Court  of  Durham   Bill    [Lords']    with 
Amendments. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL  [RE- 
OOMMITTED].    (No.  377.) 
(In  the  Committee. ) 

Clauses  1  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 
•  Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  divide  the 


Committee  in  regard  to  the  new  clause. 
I  will  only  say  that  I  think  the  position 
taken  up  by  those  of  us  who  raised  a 
Debate  on  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill  is  at  least  justified  by  the  action  of 
the  Committee  upstairs.  I  am,  of  course, 
glad  to  find  that  some  concession  has 
been  made,  to  our  demands  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  London.  I  am  not  satis- 
fied with  the  extent  of  that  concession  ; 
but,  under  the  circumstances,  we  do  not 
offer  further  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COINAGE  LIGHT  GOLD  BILL    (No.  321.) 
As    amended,    considered     (Queen's 
consent  signified);  Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY- CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £285,376,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1890,  for  Public 
Education  in  Scotland." 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.): 
There  are  one  or  two  points  I  desire 
to  touch  upon  before  we  come  to  a 
decision.  I  observe  from  the  Keport 
of  the  Department  that  the  Technical 
Education  Act  of  1887  has,  after  its 
two  years'  test,  proved  an  absolutely 
dead  letter.  I  predicted,  as  the  Bill 
was  passing  through  the  House,  that  it 
would  prove  a  useless  measure.  The 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Kullox  is,  I  think, 
right  in  criticising  the  statistics  of  the 
Department,  in  making  the  comparison 
with  the  state  of  things  in  1872.  The 
figures  are  undoubtedly  misleading, 
and  it  is  worth  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Department  whether 
they  should  not  in  future  give  the 
information  the  hon.  Member  suggested. 
There  is  one  other  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  refer.  The  Department  is  very 
anxious  to  encourage  the  attendance  of 
children  in  schools.  The  children  in 
Scotland  do  not  go  to  school  at  quite  so 
early  an  age  as  tlxu  children  in  England. 
But  I  find  in  this  Report  two  statements 
which  in  reality  neutralise  each  other. 
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man  of  Committees  thinks.  I  aoi  sure 
the  House  will  think  I  should  not  be 
justified  in  responding  to  the  appeal  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  wiph  to 
piosecute  this  Bill.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  had  48  hours  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Amendments  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  because  they 
were  indicated  as  clearly  as  they  could 
posfibly  be  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Fiiend  yesterday.  They  are  admitted 
by  the  right  hon  Gentleman  himself  to 
be  valuable,  useful  Amendments,  in- 
volving all  the  principles  required  for 
the  settlement  of  this  question,  and  we 
shall  ask  the  House  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  to  deal  with  it  without 
any  loss  of  time. 

*JlR.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Sir.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  stated  to 
the  House  that  the  Amendments  now 
placed  on  the  Paper  are  Amendments  to 
carry  out  an  Instruction  which  was  de- 
feated by  a  majority  of  four.  That 
being  so,  I  ask  you  whether  the  In- 
struction moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maiden  having  been  negatived  on  Mon- 
day night,  it  is  competent  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  place  on  the  Paper  Amend- 
ments practically  in  the  spirit  of  that 
Instruction  ? 

*Mb.  speaker  :  That  is  hardly  a 
question  that  ought  to  be  addressed  to 
me,  but  I  do  not  think  the  Committee 
would  go  baok  on  the  Instruction, 

*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.) :  Will  it  be  possible  to 
issue  a  Memorandum  showing  the 
Amendments,  and  giving  a  clear  idea  of 
the  alterations  intended  to  be  made  in 
the  Bill  ? 

•The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Wbbstbb,  Is!e  of  Wight) :  For  the 
convenience  of  Members  I  have  directed 
that  a  number  of  copies  of  the  Bill  show- 
ing my  Amendments  shall  be  deposited 
at  the  Vote  OflRce  by  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
On  a  point  of  order,  Sir,  I  would  put  a 
question  to  you  in  reference  to  a  deci  • 
iiion  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand  in  1880. 
When  Mr.  Forster  introduced  a  clause 
into  the  Irish  Relief  Bill  as  a  new  means 
of  dealing  with  relief  —  namely,  that 
the  tenant  should  be  compensated  for  cer- 
tain cises  of  disturbance— the  Speaker 
rilled  that  a  now  Bill  was  required,  and 
a  n^w  Bill  had  to  be  introduced.  Now 
the  House  has  decided   to  reject  the 
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lo  t  Miction  carrjitig  out  the  principle 
which  the  Government  are  embodying 
in  their  Amendments.  In  these ci^nm- 
stances,  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  an  entirely  new  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  which  the  House  may  have 
the  opportunity  of  passing  under  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair?  And  if  the 
Amendments  of  the  Government  are 
proposed,  will  not  the  House  be  de- 
prived of  the  rulings  of  the  Speaker  and 
— I  am  not  making  any  complaint— left 
entirely  ta  the  rulings  of  the  Chairaum 
of  Committees? 

♦Sib  R.  WEBSTER:  On  the  point  of 
order.  Sir,  I  desire  to  call  yoor  attention 
to  the  fact  that  yesterday  there  stood  on 
the  Paper  a  series  of  Amendments  pro- 
posing to  change  the  word  ''occDpia'" 
into '*  owner,"  and  as  far  aslooaldl 
ascertained  these  Amendments  would 
not  be  ruled  out  of  order.  The 
statement  I  made  yesterday  was  that  I 
should  be  prepared  to  accept  those 
Amendments.  My  present  Amend  mente 
are  to  the  same  effect. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  also  rise  to 
the  point  of  order.  The  Attorney 
General  has  missed  the  point  Itwu 
indeed  ruled  that  the  word  **  owner" 
might  be  substituted  for  <^  oocnpier,"  if  it 
was  not  a  matter  of  being  the  owner  oidj, 
instead  of  the  occupier,  as  an  altematife. 
In  the  same  way  the  ruling  was  in 
respect  of  distress — ^that  distress  oonld 
not  be  struck  out  of  the  BiU ;  it  mnat 
remain  in  the  Bill  as  an  altematife* 
But  the  (Government  Amendment  pro- 
pose to  strike  out  distress  without 
alternative,  and  to  leave  the  respon- 
sibility on  the  owner  only.  But  as  the 
right  hoa.  Gentleman  insists,  I  now  beg 
to  give  notice 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  crdtr!  We 
must  decide  upon  the  point  of  order 
first.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleoian 
asks  me  a  question  whether 
an  Instruction  having  been  re- 
fused by  the  House,  the  Amend- 
ment  might  not  oontravene  that 
Instruction.  It  will  be  for  the  ChairaiaB 
of  Committees  to  decide  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee,  whether  the 
Amendments  on  the  Paper  are  such  as 
can  be  moved,  notwithstanding  the 
refusal  of  the  House  to  grant  the 
Instruction  at  an  earUer  stage.  I  do 
not  anticipate  any  discrepancy  b^Ysea 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  and  my  own. 
The  Chairman  in  Oonunittee  is  witUs 


1361         Supplg-^CitU 


{  August  15,  1 889  ]  Sen  tee  Jittmaiet.        1 362 


his  junsdioiion  and  considers  what  is 

proper  and  right,  and  I  have  every  con- 
fidence that  he  will  g^ve  a  right  and  fair 
decision. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Perhaps,  Sir,  I 
have  not  made  myself  clear.  What  I 
wish  to  point  out  is  that  on  the  occasion 
of  the  ruling  to  which  I  have  referred 
the  House  was  in  Oommittee,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  decided  that  the  particu- 
lar Amendment  was  outside  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  The  corresponding  question 
is^the  House  having  refused  a  particu- 
lar Instruction,  and  the  Qovernment 
having  put  down  an  Amendment  within 
the  scope  of  that  Instruction — is  it  in 
order  to  submit  to  the  Speaker  whether 
the  proposed  action  in  Committee  can,  as 
a  matter  of  order,  be  taken,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  particular  Amendment 
in  Committee  on  the  Irish  Bill  was  sub- 
mitted to  Mr.  Speaker  Brand. 

♦Mr.  8PEAKEE  :  This  matter  is,  if  I 
may  respectfully  say  so,  rather  im- 
properly brooght  before  me.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  say  whether  the  ruling  of  my 
predecessors  affords  an  exact  parallel  to 
this  case.  But,  as  I  have  said,  I  am 
quite  content  to  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees, 
who  will  deal  with  the  question  when  it 
arises.  I  do  not  think  that  any  case  has 
heen  made  out  for  reference  to  me  as 
Speaker. 

8iH  W.  HARCOUKT  :  I  beg  leave  to 
gi?e  notice  that  I  shall  oppose  proceed- 
ing with  the  Tithe  Bent  Charge  Bill 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
too) :  I  would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  it  would  not  be  more 
decorous,  not  to  say  more  decent,  as  the 
Bill  affects  the  whole  agricultural  in- 
terests, to  wait  until  the  new  Minister  of 
Agriculture  is  present  to  give  us  his 
views  of  the  matter. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  be  agreed  to— Palatine 
Court  of  Durham  Bill  [Lords]  with 
Amendments. 

POST  OFFICE  SITES  BILL  [RE- 
COMMITTED].    (No.  377.) 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Clauses  I  to  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5. 
•  Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
It  is  not  mj  intention  to  divide  the 


Oommittee  in  regard  to  the  new  clause. 
I  will  only  say  that  I  think  the  position 
taken  up  by  those  of  us  who  raised  a 
Debate  on  the  Second  Beading  of  the 
Bill  is  at  least  justified  by  the  action  of 
the  Oommittee  upstairs.  I  am,  of  course, 
glad  to  find  that  some  concession  has 
been  made,  to  our  demands  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  London.  I  am  not  satis- 
fied  with  the  extent  of  that  concession  ; 
but,  under  the  circumstances,  we  do  not 
offer  further  opposition  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  Amendment, 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

COINAGE  LIGHT  GOLD  BILL    (No.  321.) 

As  amended,  considered  (Queen's 
consent  signified);  Bill  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

SUPPLY- CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Class  IV. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £285,376,  be 
g^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necesifary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1890,  for  Publio 
Education  in  Scotland." 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.): 
There  are  one  or  two  points  I  desire 
to  touch  upon  before  we  come  to  a 
decision.  I  observe  from  the  Keport 
of  the  Department  that  the  Technical 
Education  Act  of  1887  has,  after  its 
two  years'  test,  proved  an  absolutely 
dead  letter.  I  predicted,  as  the  Bill 
was  passing  through  the  House,  that  it 
would  prove  a  useless  measure.  The 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Kulioz  is,  I  think, 
right  in  criticising  the  statistics  of  the 
Department,  in  making  the  comparison 
with  the  state  of  things  in  1872.  The 
figures  are  undoubtedly  misleading, 
and  it  is  worth  the  considera* 
tion  of  the  Department  whether 
they  should  not  in  future  give  the 
information  the  hon.  Member  suggested. 
There  is  one  other  point  to  which  I  wish 
to  refer.  The  Department  is  very 
anxious  to  encourage  the  attendance  of 
children  in  schools.  The  children  in 
Scotland  do  not  go  to  school  at  quite  so 
early  an  age  as  tliu  children  in  England. 
But  I  find  in  this  Report  two  statements 
which  in  reality  neutralise  each  other. 
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The  first  is  that  ths  children  aie  too 
long  in  Roiog  to  sohool,  and  the  seoond 
is  that  they  leare  soliool  too  eoon.  It  is, 
however,  admitted  that  the  children  in 
Scotland  acquire  all  the  elements  of 
edacation,  and  it  ia  admitted  that  tha; 
leam  more  in  lees  time  than  the  Eog- 
lish  children— principally,  no  doubt,  in 
ooncequBDce  of  the  anperiority  of  the 
Scotch  schoolmasters.  I  regret  that 
children  leave  school  at  ao  early  an  ^e 
in  Scotland,  bat  I  do  not  lament  the 
absence  of  very  yonng  children  from 
school.  In  Germany  the  age  at  which 
children  go  to  school  is  rather  higher 
than  it  is  in  Scotland,  and  I  think  that 
what  the  children  lose  in  education 
between  the  ages  of  four  and  seven, 
they  more  than  gain  phyBicatly ,  and 
they  lay  the  foundation  of  a  healthy 
education  afterwards. 
•TmLOED  ADVOOATE(Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
RoBxaTsoK,  Bute) :  I  understand  that 
it  will  be  for  the  convenience  of  this 
House  if  I  say  now  the  few  words  that 
are  necessary  in  reply  to  the  general 
observadons  that  have  just  been  made. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen 
(Ur.  Hunter)  has  referred  to  the  enor- 
mous field  of  controversy  which  was 
traversed  by  the  hon.  ilember  for  the 
St.  Bolloz  Division  (Ur.  Caldwell)  yes- 
terday. The  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  BoUox  is,  after  atl, 
only  indirectly  connected  with  the 
present  Vote,  and  arises  out  of  a  refer- 
ence made  in  the  Beport  to  the  state  of 
matters  in  1872.  I  can  most  honestly 
say  that  the  Beport  states  the  facts 
quite  fairly.  I  do  not  intend  to  eater 
into  the  matter,  because  it  has  been 
discussed  at  the  instauae  of  the  hon. 
If  ember  for  St.  Bolloz  every  year  since 
this  Parliament  met.  The  very  same 
battles  have  been  fought,  the  very  same 
Boousatians  made,  and  the  very  same 
answers  given  every  year  as  would  be 
fought,  made,  and  given  now  if  I 
entered  into  Uie  question ;  and  accord- 
ingly I  must  reserve  the  time  at  my 
disposal  for  answering  Members  who 
have  spoken  at  less  length  than  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Bollox.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Sutherlandshire  (Mr.  A. 
Sntherland)  has  raised  a  very  important 
question  with  reference  to  directing 
more  attention  to  olass  instruction  and 
less  to  individual  instruction  than  has 
been  hitherto  the  case.  That  is  not  a 
aabjeot  which  has  escaped  the  attention 
2fr.  Eun'tr 


of  the  Department  in  recent  jean,  & 
^reat  impulse  has  been  given  to  clua 
instruction,  and  class  subjects  srenov 
receiving  a  greater  amount  of  eDconr- 
agement  than  heretofore.  I  shoald  nj 
further  that  all  the  children  ia  the  lover 
atandards  are  now  examined  in  clasM, 
and  not  individually. 

*Mb.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sathsr- 
land)  ;  How  high  does  that  go  ? 

•Mb.  J.  P.  B.  EOBERT80N:  Intiu 
three  first  standards  there  are  only  diM 
examinations.  The  Department  hutlks 
subject  fully  in  view,  and  will  watob  for 
apportunities  ot  further  extending  th* 
system.  An  hon,  Memher  spoke  on  tht 
subject  of  drawing,  and  many  repn- 
aentations  have  been  made  to  tiia 
Departmeot  on  the  subject,  but  I  muit 
remind  the  Committee  that  it  is  not  I 
question  with  which  the  EdoostloD 
Department  is  chargeable  or  which  aiiiei 
upon  this  Vote.  It  was  practicaUj  bj 
the  choice  of  those  who  are  locally  ia 
charge  of  education  in  Scotland  that  tha 
present  system  was  adopted.  I  mnri 
refer  gentlemen  interested  in  the  inbJMt 
to  the  rixht  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  hssi 
of  the  Education  Department,  beesnH 
be  has  charge  of  it  and  it  does  not  bU 
within  the  present  Vote.  I  sm  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  other  sepsiste 
point  which  was  taken  axoept  the  <»s 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Aberdeen.  He  thinks  that  thefiguM 
with  regard  to  technical  instruction  sie 
not  as  hopeful  as  they  onght  to  be.  M 
ns  be  just.  Five  School  Boarde  haveia 
operation  the  necessary  procedors  Ck 
taking  advantage  of  the  Act,  and  it  is 
necessarily  a  subject  in  regard  towhidi 
we  cannot  expect  a  very  large  niuntm 
of  School  Boarde  to  take  action. 

Mb.  E.  B0BEST80N  (Dundee):  I 
rise  to  move  the  Motion  of  which  I  hart 
given  notice,  the  rejection  of  the  amaaat 
set  down  in  this  Vote  for  trsioing 
colleges.  I  have  already  had  an  ojqxt- 
tunity  of  stating  my  opinitHia  on  tiiii 
subject,  and  therefore  will  oontent  my- 
self with  the  briefest  possible  statmuat 
My  objections  to  the  present  systetn 
may  in  the  main  be  said  to  be  two.  Ia 
the  first  place  all  the  training  ccJIegsi 
are  denominational  tnadtutions,  thos^ 
the  public  school  Scotland  is 

becoming  less  and  linatiaa^ 

In  the  second  plac  vhich  tkif 

profess  to  do  wouli  Jgmwtl* 

better  performed  ^j  »»  .»-onal  Om* 
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Tdrsities.    The  Committee  is  aware  that 
all  the  train ing  colleges  are  deno mi- 
national,  and  that    the    public  school 
system  of  Scotland  has  year  by  year 
become  less  denominational.    The  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  public  schools 
and  the  decrease  in  that  of  the  denomi- 
national schools  observed  in  previous 
years    has     been     continued     during 
the  past   year.      Therefore   to   main- 
tain denominational   training  colleges 
IS    really    to    act    in     a     spirit     out 
of  harmony  with  that  existing  in  the 
schools.    The  Universities  are  perfectly 
willing  to  frame  schemes  for  conducting 
the  work  of  the  training  colleges.     Of 
course  it  is  a  matter  of  opinion  whether 
is  is  possible  for  them  to  do  the  work  or 
not,  and  what  additional  facilities  they 
may  require  to  carry  it  on  properly.     I 
want  to  call  attention  to  what  is  said 
in  the  Iteport    of  the    Committee    of 
Council  on    Education    upon   training 
colleges,  and  I  venture  to  submit  that 
the  rather  guarded  references  in  that 
Baport  almost  justify  me  in  inferring 
that  my  views  are  really  shared  by  the 
Scotch  Education  Department.    There 
is  a  certain  amount  of  faint  praise  of 
the  institutions,  no  doubt,  but  on  the 
main  points  on  which  I  have  laid  stress, 
X  mi^intain  that  the  spirit  of  the  Beport 
U  really  in  harmony  with  what  I  say. 
Bverything  they  say  about  the  denomi- 
national character  of  the  colleges  is  of 
an  Apologetic  character,  and  they  state 
that  they  are  denominational  only  in 
name  and  not  so  in  character  and  effect. 
I  want  to  know  why  they  should  be 
denominational  in  name   even,    seeing 
that  it  is  an  excellent  thing  in  the  eyes 
of  the  Education  Department  that  they 
should  not  be  denominational  in  charac- 
ter.   It  appears  that  these  denomina- 
tional   institutions,     whatever    virtues 
they  may  possess  in  the   eyes   of  the 
Church,  make  no  successful  appeal  to 
the  pockets  of  the  churches.    As  to  the 
question  whether  the  Universities  could 
oe    usefully    employed   in   connection 
with  this  work,  I  venture  to  submit  that 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
IB  very  much  in  my  favour.      It  lays 
stress  on  the  encouragement  given  to 
the  University  education  of   teachers, 
and  indicates    clearly  that    that    en- 
eonragement  will  be  continued.    It  also 
refen  to  statistics  as  showing  that  '*  not 
a  few  oi  tbe  future  Scotch  teachers^  are 
Hgjiniying  .somejiigher  culture"    in  f^ 


sphere  larger  than  that  of  any  institu- 
tion devoted  to  training  alone.  Having 
admitted  the  desirableness  and  the  ne- 
cessity of  this  higher  culture  in  the  case 
of  a  limited  number  of  students,  the 
Department  ought,  instead  of  limiting 
opportunities  in  this  way,  to  throw  the 
benefit  open  to  all  the  students.  The 
Universities  have  no  doubt  as  to  their 
competency  to  undertake  the  work,  and, 
as  I  have  already  stated,  some  of  them 
have  prepared  schemes  which,  as  far  as 
I  have  examined  them,  seem  to  be  per- 
fectly fair.  I  regret  that  tbe  date  at 
which  we  are  discussing  this  matter  is 
so  late  that  there  is  very  little  hope  of 
obtaining  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch 
Members  as  a  whole.  In  some  other 
Session,  however,  I  hope  we  shall  be 
able  to  raise  the  question  in  a  more 
effective  fashion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed! 

<•  That  Item  H,  £28,706,  for  Annual  Grants 
to  Training  Colleges,  be  omitted  from  the  pror 
posed  Vote.*' — {Mr.  Edmund  Rabertton^  -  *'UK>.i 

♦Mb.  0.  S.  PARKER  (Perth) :  I  con- 

cur  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  regretting 

that  so  small  a  number  of  Members 

should  be  present  for  the  discussion  of 

this  interesting  question,  and  especially 

that  there  is  so  small  a  number  frpov 

Scotland.    The  chief  difficulty  I  find  in 

replying  to  my  hon.  Friend's  attach  is 

that  he  has  referred  us  to  arguments 

which  he  has  used  in   former    years, 

but  has,  with  great  consideration  for  the 

time  of  the  Committee,  been  ezcaedingly 

brief  in  stating  those  arguments.    The 

first   of  them  was   that^  the  Training 

Clolleges  are  denominational,  whilst  the 

system  of  education  in  Scotland  is  almost 

entirely  undenominational.    I  admit  the 

force  of  that  ar^^umf^nt,  but  I  think  it  is 

overstated.      I  think  those  who  closely 

examine  the    system    of   education  in 

Scotland  can  hardly  deny  that  there  is 

still  a  very  large  deoominatiooal  element . 

There  is  the  teaching  of  religion,  and 

although  each  School  Board  in  Scotland 

can  do  as  it  pleases  in  this  matter,  there 

is  almost  invariably  a  working  majority 

in  favour,  not  only  of  teaching  religion, 

but  also  of  teaching  the  old  Westminster 

Odtechism.  It  can  hardly  be  denied  that 

in  this  respect  the  schools  favour  one 

denomination.      I    may     mention     an 

\  illustration  as  having  come  under  the 

notice  of  the  Committee   upon  which  I 

had  the  honour  \o  serve^,    We  had  a 
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complaint  brought  before  us  from  the 
EpiBCopalian  Training  College,  that 
whea  the?  had  traiDed  thpir  teachers 
they  could  DOt^s  a  general  rule  get  one 
of  them  accepted  io  Scotland.  The 
Episcopalian  schools  are  usually  too 
poor  to  employ  trained  teachers  and 
the  Board  Schools  will  not  employ 
Epiecopalians,  to  they  have  to  go  to 
England.  So  far,  therefore,  the  Scotch 
Estimatesarebf^aring  the  cost  of  training 
teachers  for  England.  Freahyterian 
denominational  ism  is  s>i  strong  that  no 
Episcopalian  would  be  allowed  to  teach 
a  Scottish  Board  School.  The  other  side 
of  the  question  is  that  the  Training 
Colleges  are  much  less  denominational 
than  18  generally  supposed.  The  Com- 
mittee took  eridence  from  teachers, 
Inspectors,  Training  College  Authori- 
ties, UniTersity  professors,  and  others 
intweated  in  the  subject,  and  they 
all  of  them  seem  to  agree  in  saying 
that  there  is  next  to  no  denomina- 
tiMwlism.  The  management,  no  donbt, 
is  entrusted  to  a  particular  Church. 
But  members  of  all  Churchte  attend 
the  Training  College,  and  even  serve 
upon  its  staEF.  In  fact,  it  appears 
that  in  choosing,  say,  an  Established 
Church  College  in  preference  to  a 
oollege  of  some  other  religious 
body,  the  students  are  influenced  by 
com  panic  0  ship,  and  coneiderstione  of 
that  kind,  rather  than  by  regard  for 
denomination.  The  difficulty  I  find  in 
attaching  much  weight  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  authority  is,  that  he  has  not 
supplied  the  want  which  we  fiad  to 
exist  of  an  altemative  system  for 
giving  teachers  adequate  professional 
traiuing.  I  do  not  remember  that 
either  on  this  or  on  any  former  occa- 
sion ho  has  developed  his  views— at  any 
rate,  so  far  as  he  has  done  so.  they  are 
views  which  nearly  all  Educational 
Authorities  in  Scotland  hold  to  be 
impracticable.  Thehon.Hemberseemed 
to  draw  a  distinction  between  the  tone 
of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  this  year,  and  the  tone  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Departmental  Committee. 
I  donot  know  whetherhe  thinks  that  the 
twoareatTartanoe;  butifhon.  Members 
oore  to  consult  the  Beport  of  the  De- 
lartmental  Committee  on  Training  Cul- 
Teges  they  will  see  that,  on  the  contrary, 
it  laid  the  fouedation  for  the  action 
taken  by  the  Education  Department 
this  year.  The  first  recommendation, 
Jfr,  C.  S.  Parktr 


le; 


no  doubt,  is  that  profesdional  truning 
should  be  conducted  in  establishmenti 
set  apart  for  that  purpose;  but  it  ii 
added  that,  in  order  to  avoid  profeasionit 
narrowness,  it  is  desirable  to  combine 
that  traicing,  as  far  as  possible,  with  a 
liberal    University    education.      Thit 
was    the     desire     of    the    Committee; 
that    was    their  recommendation;  and 
the  Department    states    that,    in  con- 
sequence of  that  recommendation,  they 
are     giving     further    opportunities   ia 
the    Training     Oi.>lleges     to    all    who 
are   qualified  to   profit    by   University 
training.      But     the     hon.     Mecbar 
is   not   oontent  with  this.      He   says 
that     the     whole     of     the     teaehen 
should  attend  the  UniverKtiee.     Let  m«- 
remind  the  House  how  the  matter  atind* 
in  foreign  countries.    We  think  a  greit 
deal  of  the  Qernian  and  Swiss  systenu, 
but  I  am  not  aware  that  in  any  conntry 
the  training  of  teochsrs  in  the  Uoira- 
sitioB  is  carried    anything  lika  so  far 
OS  it  is  in  Scotland.     Hy  hon.  Fritoi 
spoke  as  if  Scotland  were  behindhaad 
in  this  respect,  but,  on  the  oontrary,  I 
say  that  Gotland  is  the   one   coontiy 
In  Europe  which  posseeeea  taachera  ¥li<» 
Dombine — many    of    them — Univwsily 
degrees,  and  more  of  them  some  ITni- 
veraity  teaching.  witb|  their  profsssiimsl 
training  in  the  Training  Colleges.  Now, 
let    me   look  at  the    feasibility  oftb 
system  recommended  by  my  hon.  Fn«ad 
as  a  whole.    Wo  have  female  teatiua, 
as  well  OS  male  teachera,  who  have  bees 
pupil  teachers  in  the'ordinary  schooli 
of  Scotland.  Can  it  be  contended  that  Ae 
Universities  are  at  prasent  equipped  vitli 
the    requisite  machinery    lor   teacbiiig 
to   young  girls  of   that    age  and  cUas 
geogra  phy ,  arithmetic,  E  ngliah  gninDur, 
singing    and    sewing  ?     I    ahonld    be 
happy  to  see  these  girls  attending  Uai- 
versity  classes,  but  many  of  them  •» 
so  far  I 
that  it  1 
there,  ai 
many  m 
the   can 
standard 
arithmet 
and  the 
require 
even  if 
iustractii 
practical 
the  Trail 
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to  UDdertake  this  work.  Bat  the  Depart 
mental    Oommittee  conferred  with   all 
the  Scotch  Universities.  Those  of  Edin- 
burgh and  Glasgow  were  not  willing. 
There  was  no  such  proposal  from  those 
Universities,  although  there  were  pro- 
posals   that    the    students  in  training 
should  be  set  more  free  to  attend  Uni- 
rersity  lectures.    There  had  been  a  pro- 
posal that  the  University  of  Aberdeen 
should  itself  train  teachers.     We  went 
into   the  matter    with   the  professors, 
baty      on     the     whole,     the     conclu- 
sion   arrived    at    was    that    the    Uni- 
yersity  did  not  see  its  way  to  undertake 
the   training  unless    more    favourable 
financial  considerations    were    allowed 
than  the  Government  were  likely    to 
entertain.     St.  Andrew's    is  the    one 
UniTersily  which  is  prepared  to  train 
teachers,  male  and  female,  for  the  ordi- 
nary schools,  and,  for  my  part,  I  should 
be  ^lad  to  see  the  work  entrusted  to  this 
Unirersity.    I  have  pointed  out  to  the 
Principal  of  St.  Andrew's  and  to  those 
interested  there  that  there  is  a  recom- 
mendation of  the  Oommittee  on  which 
they  may  found  a  claim.    It  is  true  that 
in  the  body  of  the  Eeport  the  Com- 
mittee did  not  see  their  way  to  recommend 
direct  grants  to  one  of  the  Universities 
as   a   Training  College,  but  the  prin- 
ciple   was    laid     down     that    if   any 
other  body  should  come  forward  and 
make  themselves  responsible  in  the  way 
that  the  Training  College  Authoritiesudo 
— especially  if  they  assumed  financial 
responsibility — it  should  have  a  share  in 
the  training  of  the  teachers  of  Scotland. 
I  should  bedelighted  to  see  St.  Andrew's, 
in  connection  it  might  be  with  Dundee, 
orgaxiise  a  Committee  and  framea  scheme 
by  way  of  experiment,  and  if  it  suc- 
ceeded, it  might  then  be  extended.    But 
it    seems  idle  to    propose    at  present 
that   all  teachers  should  be  University 
men.    The  country  will  not  go  to  that  ex- 
pense.    I  believe  that  in  Scotland  we 
have  already  more  training  of  elemen- 
tary teachers  at  the  Universities  than  is 
to   be  found  in  any    other  country  in 
£iirope,  and  I  do  not  believe  the  Uni- 
Teraxties  are  willing  to  undertake  more ; 
while   if  we  were  to  press  more  upon 
them  I  am  afraid  it  would  be  found  that 
the  XJniTersities  would  become  less  effi- 
cirat  Tor  the  higher  purposes  which  they 
now  subserve.    Ail  countries  that  stand 
hi^fli  in  regard  to  education  find  that  an 
important  part  of  their  system  is  in  the 


creation  of  teachers;  but  you  cannot 
create  teachers  without  a  special  train- 
ing. It  is  generally  admitted  that  a 
young  man  from  a  University,  whatever 
honours  he  may  have  obtained,  when 
made  a  School  Inspector  is  not  always 
found  thoroughly  to  understand  his 
work,  and  the  same  is  true  of  teachers 
trained  in  Universities  only.  I  trust 
the  Department  will  maintain,  but  also 
improve  and  liberalise  the  present  sys- 
tem of  professional  training  for  teachers^ 
combining  it  as  far  as  may  be  practicable 
with  attendance  in  University  classes. 

*Db.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro» 
marty):  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
about  the  teaching  of  religion  in  the 
Scotch  Colleges,  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  spoken  knows  as 
well  as  I  do  that  we  have  three 
religious  denominations  in  Scotland — 
namely,  the  Free  Church,  the  Estab* 
lished  Church  and  the  Cnited  Presby- 
terian Church,  and  if  any  one  can  say 
that  the  definite  limits  of  either  of  these 
three  religious  bodies  are  being  taught 
in  any  of  the  schools  in  Scotland  X 
reply  that  he  is  mistaken,  and  that  that 
is  not  the  case  at  all.  An  inspection  of 
our  public  schools  will  show  that 
there  is  really  no  difference  in  regard 
to  religious  teaching  as  between  Free 
Church  and  Established  Church.  It  is 
to  be  said  that  the  schools  are  denomi- 
national, because  the  catechism  is 
taught  in  them,  inasmuch  as  the  cate- 
chism is  purely  Protestant;  and  applied 
equally  to  all  three  denominations. 

*Af R.  C.  S.  PARKER :  I  did  not  for  a 
moment  intend  to  convey  that  there 
was  denominationalism  as  between  the 
Free  and  Established  and  the  United 
Presbyterian  Churches ;  but  there  is  as 
against  Catholics  and  Episcopalians. 

*Dr.  McDonald  :  Certainly,  they^ 
are  denominationalist  as  against 
Catholics  and  Episcopalians ;  but  we 
have  hardly  any  Catholics  or  Episco- 
palians in  Scotland.  Well,  the  hon^ 
Gentleman  talks  about  denomina- 
tionalism in  the  School  Boards,  and 
the  same  answer  applies  there — 
namely,  that  there  is  really  no  differ- 
ence between  the  Free,  Established,  and 
United  Presbyterian  Churches.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  on  this  point.  A  great- 
deal  has  been  made  of  the  professional 
training  which  is  given  in  these  Training 
Colleges  or  normal  schools,  as  we  call 
them  in  Scotland.    I  myself  have  beea 
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there,  I  am  sorry  to  aay  it  is  now 
more  than  20  yeaia  ago,  and  I  know 
that  at  that  time  they  did  their 
work  admirably.  All  the  time  wo 
devoted  to  professional  training  was 
about  two  or  three  hours  a  week ;  the 
rest  of  the  time  was  devoted  to  the 
ordinary  education  given  in  the  eeoon- 
dary  echools.  But  now  these  sohools  are 
to  be  met  with  all  over  Scotland,  and 
espeoially  in  the  large  towns ;  hence 
the  non-necessity  for  thehigheredaoation 
whichlsgiTenin  these  coUege^|the  reason 
for  eupportieg  them  being  as  great 
again  then  as  it  is  now.  Again,  we 
have  been  told  about  the  barsariea  being 
lost,  if  given  to  students  in  the  Univei- 
utiea  or  in  Secondary  Sohools.  The 
£aot  is,  thatthey  have  got  into  the  same 
poution  aa  that  in  which  we  find  the 
students  in  the  Training  OoUeges. 
We  cannot  ooo^el  these  to  become 
teaohers.  They  leave  the  Training  Ool- 
leges  (though  I  believe  they  are  now 
compelled  to  give  two  years'  teaohing) 
and  then  they  may  go  away  just  as  those 
vho  leave  the  Universities  and  in  the 
aame  way  be  lost  as  teachers  of  educa- 
tion. Withregard  tothefemalestadents, 
there  oertainly  is  a  diffloulty  in  their 
case,  and  1  tbink  it.WtJuld  be  found 
better  to  keep  up  one  or  two  Training 
Oolleges  for  females  alone.  I  have 
before  spoken  about  the  denomination al 
aohoole,  called  Free  Church  Colleges 
and  Established  Church  Colleges,  in 
Olosgow  and  Edinburgh.  What  do  we 
findf  Why  there  are  two  of  these 
colleges  within  200  yards  of  each  other, 
each  maintaining  a  large  staff,  ao  that 
a  double  amount  of  money  is  expended. 
Does  anyone  imagine  that  the  taneta  of 
either  the  Free  or  the  Established 
Church  are  taught  within  the  walls  of 
those  Training  Colleges  ?  IF  not,  why 
do  we  waste  money  in  the  keeping  up  of 
two  large  schools  whloh  differ  in  name 
and  in  nothing  else,  when  both  might 
be  put  into  one  building  and  served  by 
one  staff?  I  would  suggest  that  this 
vould  be  a  good  way  of  reducing 
the  expenditure  on  these  denomia alio nal 
colleges,  in  which,  at  the  preeent  time, 
there  is  a  great  waste  of  power  and  a 
large  waste  of  money.  This,  I  think, 
would  be  a  good  and  proper  beginning. 
Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy)  :T 
understood  the  ho  a.  Gentleman  the 
Uember  for  Perth  (Ur.  Parker)  to 
a^Dgise    for  .  theee     r]^ini>minfttii>nftl 
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eohoola,  but  I  think  the  resnlt  of  Mi 
statement  goea  far  to  confirm  the  via* 
which  many  of  us  here  entertun.   He 
tell  us  that  the  pupils  from  the  Ep'iKO- 
paliao  Triuning  Colleges  do  not  tettchin 
Scotland,  but    go  away   to   EngU&i, 
beoanae  there  ia  no  demand  for  them  in 
Scotland.      With  regard  lo  what  hu 
been  said  about  the  other  coll^^  I 
have    more    faith    in    my  countrymen 
than    to   believe   they   are  as  bigottl 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  aupposei  tham 
to   be.      I   oannot    believe  that  our 
Sohool    Boards    are    eo    bigoted  tbtt 
a    teooher   who    does  not  profeu  th* 
form  of  religion    they    affect  is  net 
likely  to  be  employed  by  them.    I  lefuH 
to  believe  this.    I  may  aay  with  r^iid 
to    candidates   for  Parliament,  u  te 
whrm    my    exparisuce    has  a   widtt 
range,  the  eonstitueniues  do  not  sheff 
themselves  particularly  ready  to  rsfut 
aman  beoauseheia  anEpiscopoliu.  I 
know  a  great  many  Epiaoopaliau  wbi 
represent  Scotch  constitaeocies.    It  > 
my  belief  tfaatifever  there  was  religiou 
bigotry    in    Scotland     it    is   softMisit 
down  and   gradually  disappearing,  sod 
in  point  of  fact  it  oan   hardly  be  mii 
to  exist  at  the  preseattime.     It  msj  b« 
that  the  catechism  to   which   slluioi 
has  been  mode  ia  stiU  nominally  tsof^ 
in  the  ooUegee;  but  it  is  uotliidjto 
subsist  very  long.     Public  opiaioa  u 
Scotland  with  puU  j>11  this  don.   On 
general  grounds  I  quite  agree  with  wlut 
has  been  eaid  by  the  hon.  Oentlsou 
the   Member  for  Roae-shire,  wbe  hu 
pointed  out  the    waste   of  power,  ind 
the  unjuetiGabie  expenditure  of  monsj 
for   denominational  colleges,    that  >n 
placed    aide   by    side    ia    Ediabsr^ 
and    Glasgow.    I    do     not    wait  to 
abolish  these  denominatonial  eollsgdi 
but    I    wish    to    eee    a    system   o( 
education  in  Scotland   which  shsU  i» 
national,   and  also    Training  OoUsg" 
which  shall  be  under  the  oontiol  of  Ike 
Government.     I   am  not  at>  clear  ssB 
the    argument  of  the    hon.   Uao^ 
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nsef  al  arts  in  whioh  our  schools  are  to 
some    extent  deficient  because  of  the 
deficiency  of  the  schoolmasters.  I  admit 
that  something  must  be  done  to  im- 
prove   the    Uniyersities    of    Scotland, 
though  I  sympathise  with  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth.    The 
Uniyersity  of  St.  Andrew's  has  several 
yeiy  excellent  professors,  but  somehow 
or  other  they  have  never  succeeded  in 
the  training  of  schoolmasters.  The  Duke 
of  Argyll  and  others  tried  to  popularise 
the  University  of  St.  Andrew's,  but  they 
were  not  able  to  do  so ;  still  I  think  it 
might  be  so  modernised  as  to  make  a 
oharming  University   where  could  be 
combined  the  training  of  young  women 
with  the  training  of  young  men  to  fit 
them  as  teachers  in  the  highest  stan- 
dards.    I  do  hope  the  Government  will 
tell  as  that  they  intend  to  get  rid  of  this, 
to  a  certain  extent,  obnoxious  denomina- 
tional system  of  Training  Oolleges,  and 
that  they  will  substitute  for  it  a  system 
which  is  more  rational. 
♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  BOBEETSON:   The 
aetion  of  the  Government  towards  these 
Institutions  has  rested  upon  most  in- 
telligible grounds.     Nobody   suggests 
that  d  priori,  or  as  a  matter  of  theory, 
there     is    any    necessary     connection 
between  the  denominationalism  of  the 
conntry  and  the  Training  Oolleges.    We 
■mat  take  things  as  we  find  them.    We 
find  that  there  are  Training  Oolleges 
which  are  doing  their  work  to  the  satis - 
&etionof  the  School  Boards.    And  I 
emphasise  that  by  saying  that  it  is  never 
to  be  forgotten  that  School  Boards  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  almost  invari- 
ably ohoose  the  students  of  those  Train- 
ing Oolleges  as  teachers.     It  is  sug- 
gested that  the  Universities  should  take 
up     this    business     of     the     training 
of'  teachers.    As    a    matter    of    fact 
Uiey  do  not  do  so,  and  we  have  tolook 
to    the   Training  Oolleges    which   are 
aotaally  existing  and  which  do  this  work. 
As  to  the  denominational  character  of  the 
teaching,  the  report  of  the  Department 
ia    absolntely    accurate.    There  is    no 
•hadow  or  trace  of  denominational  bias 
in    the    training    of    our   teachers.    I 
vmderstand  that  the  action  of  the  School 
Board  is  very  impartial,  and  they  take 
either  the  students  of  the  Free  Ohurch 
or  the  Established  Ohurch.    There  is  no 
oreriapping  of  the  work  between  these 
different  In^tntions,  and  the  supply  of 
tMKshevs  they  send-  out  is  not  in  excess 


of  the  requirements  of  the  country.  I 
do  not  see  that  any  good  would  be  done 
by  throwing  the  two  Oolleges  into  one 
in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow.  As  to  the 
Universities,  if  you  ask  them  to  under- 
take the  training  of  teachers,  the  fact  of 
whether  they  may  or  may  not  be  adapted 
to  the  work  is  a  matter  to  be  watched 
for  the  future.  Be  it  observed  that  the 
Department  have  of  late  years  given 
great  and  increasing  encouragement  to 
the  students  to  attend  a  University  by 
giving  the  Oolleges  allowances  to  send 
them  there  in  the  third  year.  Although, 
therefore,  the  system  of  these  Training 
Oolleges  in  the  abstract  is  not  perfect  in 
theory,  good  results  come  from  it,  and 
the  money  paid  by  the  State  is  well 
spent. 

Mb.    MAEJOBIBANKS    (Berwick. 

shire) :    Mr.  Oourtney,  we  have  had  so 

far  to  apologise  for  this  present  system 

of  denominational  training.  It  is  very 
easy  to  understand  the  ground  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  defends  these 
institutions.  He  falls  back  on  the  posi- 
tion that  ''we  must  take  things  as  we 
find  them."  These  Oolleges  are  denomi* 
national  at  the  present  moment ;  there^ 
fore  we  must  not  do  anything  to  reform 
them.  If  he  held  out  any  hope  that 
denominationalism  would  be  got  rid  of^ 
my  view  might  be  changed ;  out  he  is 
prepared  so  long  as  he  is  in  authority  to 
maintain  denominationalism  in  the 
Training  Oolleges.  I  do  not  understand 
the  attitude  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Perth.  Are  we  to  under* 
stand  that  he  favours  denominational- 
ism? Does  he  defend  these  Oolleges 
because  there  is  so  much  denominational* 
ism  in  the  system  of  education  in  Scot- 
land ?  At  any  rate,  he  might  have  gone 
this  small  step  with  us  and  protested 
against  this  system  of  denominational* 
ism  being  kept  up.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  these  Oolleges  are  kept  up  at  a  very 
considerable  and  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture to  the  taxpayer,  because  you  have 
in  one  place  two  or  three  different 
training  colleges  maintained  where  one 
would  suffice.  The  fact  that  there  is  no 
shade  of  difference,  practically  speaking, 
between  the  principal  Ohurches  of 
Scotland  is  an  additional  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  encourage  de- 
nominationalism by  sanctioning  the  main- 
tenance of  denominational  Training  Ool- 
leges in  different  centres. 
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*U:ft.A.SUTHERLAND(8ulhoiland); 
8ir,  1  was  rather  astODished  to  hear  the 
argument  used  hy  the  Lord  Advocat«, 
that,  because    these  Traininf;  Colleges 

exist,  therefore  we  are  bound  to  carry 
them  OB.  That  argument  might  have 
been  applied  in  favour  of  continuing 
the  old  parish  echoola  at  the 
time  of  the  Act  of  1872.  I  think 
the  whole  argument  lies  in  the  waste 
of  monej  inTolved  in  keeping  different 
oolleges  in  close  proximit?.  I  have  no 
objection  to  these  Training  Colleges,  and 
think  they  are  doing  the  work  imposed 
upon  them.  At  the  same  time  I  do  not 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Ur.  £. 
Bobertson)  that  the  UnirerBitiea  are 
qualified  to  do  the  work  of  training 
teaohera.  The  work  of  the  Training 
GoUeges  is  well  done;  hat  that  ia  no 
reason  why  it  should  continue  to  be  done 
by  the  denominations.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  Lord  Advocate  to  say  that 
there  ia  no  oonaection  between  the 
fohools  and  denominations  in  the 
colleges ;  but  my  experience  has  been 
that  teachers  from  a  Training  College 
nAve  got  appointments  simply  because 
they  belonged  to  a  certain  Church.  I 
▼ote  for  the  Amendment  as  a  protest 
•gainst  these  institutions  being  carried 
on,  really,  as  I  understand,  at  a  profit. 
The  whole  of  this  money  for  the  main- 
tenaoce  of  these  collages  is  publio 
mosey,  not  supplemented  to  any  extent 
by  money  derived  from  the  denomina- 
tions. I  do  not  say  that  the  money  has 
not  been  eoonomioalL/  spent,  or  spent  in 
the  best  way ;  all  I  wish  to  do  is  to  make 
my  protest  against  the  rontinuance  of 
this  system.  If  I  saw  any  disposition 
to  put  an  end  to  it  I  should  be  content 
to  give  them  an  opportunity.  But  no 
such  policy  has  been  manifested  by  the 
Sootch  Department,  and,  deprecating 
the  absence  of  such  a  policy,  I  shall 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

*Mr.  HUNTER:  Sir,  there  is  one 
point  which  has  not  been  brought  before 
the  Committee.  The  School masttre' 
Association  in  the  Norfu  of  Scotland 
is  a  body  of  as  excellent,  intelligent, 
and  successful  teachers  as  there  are  in 
Scotland ;  and  it  is  their  unanimous 
opinion  that  it  is  most  desirable  to  make 
the  Universitiee  training  schools  for 
teachers.  We  are  agreed  tliat  the  Uni- 
versities at  the  present  moment  have 
not  the  machinery  uf  Training  Colleges  ; 


but  it  is  suggested  that  it  is  poMible,  il 
they  are  encouraged,  for  them  to  find 
the  means  to  give  efiFect  to  the  prindpls 
laid  down  in  the  statement  for  tbe 
University  of  Edinburgh;  that  the 
teaching,  like  alt  other  of  the  leuntj 
professions,  ought  to  be  provided  for  is 
the  University  curriculum.  OneietiOD  , 
why  my  boo.  Friend  has  brought  for- 
ward his  Amendment  is  that  ws  tie 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  Universitj 
Commissioners  the  propriety  of  dirsetiiig' 
their  attention  to  this  subject.  Atprs- 
sent  the  Education  Department  «pw 
£30,000  a  year  on  Training  Coll^  ia 
whioh  there  are  only  860  stadssl* 
being  taught.  The  nnmher  of  lb* 
students  in  the  Scotch  Universities,  oo 
tbe  other  hand,  amounts  to  over  6,000, 
yet  the  cost  to  the  nation  is  no  non 
than  the  expenditure  on  theTraiiiiflf 
Colleges.  Tbe  teachera  in  theNortS 
are  very  anxious  that  some  portion  it 
this  money  should  be  given  to  th« 
Universities  under  a  properly  devised 
sobeme.  It  would  be  entirely  impot- 
sible  for  the  Universitiea  lo  underUk* 
the  work  with  their  existing  fandi. 
If  the  change  were  made,  a  groat  sariof 
would  be  effected  to  the  publio  siohe- 
quer,  becaose,  whereas  «aoh  etadeol  st 
present  coats  tbe  nation  £35,  tbe  ftxt 
under  tbe  Universitiea  would  be  veiy 
much  smaller  for  obtaialng  an  adeqnWs 
supply  of  teachers.  Another  consiesn- 
tioQ  which  weighs  with  the  teachen  u> 
the  North  of  Scotland  ia,  that  the  statu 
and  pay  of  teachera  would  he  raiied- 
The  State  at  present  tempts  a  certsin 
number  into  tbe  teaching  profesnoob; 
giving  them  a.  gratuitous  education.  In 
that  way  the  salaries  of  teachers  an 
depressed  behw  a  proper  level,  and  ths 
consequence  is  that  School- Boards  fisa 
that  they  can  get  certificated  teschffs 
from  these  Colleges  at  a  rate  at  whi(^ 
they 
had 
educ 
chee 
ofvi 

set  I 
was 
had 
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pentsDt  mood,    and   are  willing   and 
anxiona   to    discharge '  vhat    is    their 
true  fuDction.     I  hope  that  the  Uoi- 
vtnity  CommiBMon  will  be  prepared  to 
recommead    to   Parliament    that  some 
portion  of  the  money  now  giTea  to  these 
Truainit    Gollegea    should     be    giren 
(a  the  Univeraitiee,  which  would  do  the 
vork  mach  more  cheapl;,  and  gire  the 
teichera    a    muoh    higher    Btatas    and 
bMt«r  traioing  than  they  get  at  present. 
The  hoD.  Ifember  for  Perth  imaginee 
tbat  ladies  oould  not  possiblj  enter  the 
UDtTeralties.      That  is  really  an  auti- 
qnated  notion.  The  attendance  of  ladies 
at  college  is  ao  familiar  that  I  should 
hiTB  thought  the  hon.  llember  would 
not  lia?e  been  startled  by  the  snggeetion. 
Certainly  the   attendance  of   ladies  at 
colleges  has  an  effect  both  beneficial  to 
thsmselTes  and  to  the  joung  men  who 
sttnid.     Uj  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Perth  and  InTemess  were  the  only 
two  Scotch  Uetnbers  of  the  Committee, 
ud,  on  reading  their  Report,  what  oon- 
vinoed  me  there  was  something  weak  in 
the  position  of  the  Training  GoUeges 
was  their  statement  that  in  the  Unirer- 
ttties  it  was  impossible  to  give  oloee  at- 
teotioQ  to  the  moral  and  religious  train- 
ing of  the  teachers.    Now,  if  they  oould 
We  put  forward  any  tangible  result  of 
tliii  training  in  the  oolleges,  certainly 
they  vonid  hare  done  ao ;  but  they  hare 
not,  and  have  fallen  back  upon  language 
ragas  and  obsoore.     AnollieT  objection 
u  that  the  students  are  not  qualified  to 
attend  the   Uaiversity  classes.      That 
voold  be  so,  il    they   were  asked  to 
attend  the    whole   of  the  cnrrionlum. 
But  what  we  aaggest  ia  that  a  special 
^olty,   or  course,    shall  be  prepared, 
aloDgaide   medicine,  law  and  dirinity, 
called  the  faculty  of  edaoation.     That, 
I  think,  is  the  true  course  which  reform 
■hoDld  take  in  Scotland.     I  can  only  aay 
n'th  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  I  think  they  show  he  is 
open  to  recaive  impreasione,  and  to  con- 
eider  the  whole  state  of  the  case,  and  I 
hops  we  shall  find  him  joining  in  efforts 
to  enable    the    Universities   to    train 
teachers. 

*Ma.  8.  SMITH  (FUntohire):  Mr. 
CoDitney,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
■•y  a  few  words.  I  think  on  this  side  of 
tfas  Bonae  more  stress  than  is  warranted 
kai  been  laid  by  some  hon. 
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'  there  is  little  or  no  difference  of  reli- 
glous  principle  between  various  denom- 
inations. We  should  bear  in  mind 
that  it  is  always  desirable  that  those 
who  are  to  train  the  young  should  them- 
selves be  brought  up  carefully  and  rc- 
ligioaely.  These  is  one  other  obserration 
I  would  like  to  make.  It  haa  been 
said  that  the  Univeraities  are  capable  of 
givino;  all  the  education  that  those  who 
intend  to  be  teachers  required.  I  am 
very  strongly  of  opinion  that  it  ia  not 
so.  The  great  difficulty  is  to  kuDV  how 
to  impart  knovrledge  to  others,  and  I 
believe  that  those  who  intend  to  take  up 
teaching  require  special  training. 
Again,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
supervision  ezeroisad  by  the  University 
Aulh'^rities  is  not  sufficient.  In  my 
time,  as  long  as  a  young  man  attended 
his  lectures  they  did  not  care  what  be- 
came of  him.  The  consequence  waa  that 
many  of  the  mea  who  were  at  the 
University  with  me  made  sad  failures 
in  life.  I  consider  it  very  important 
that  young  men  and  young  girls  at  the 
impressionable  agea  of  td  to  18  should 
be  under  some  sort  of  supervision,  and 
that  supervision  will  be  best  obtained 
at  the  hands  of  reliifioua  bodies. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOHTH  (Bradford): 
I  must  apologlae  to  Sontoh  MembeiB 
for  interfering  in  the  Debate  at 
this  fitase,  but  as  my  hon.  Friend 
has  broken  the  ice  I  will  follow 
him.  In  the  first  place,  1  may  be  allowed 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  ia  a  bad  specimen  of  the  training 
of  the  Scotch  University.  In  the  great 
Universities  of  this  country,  when  they 
were  par  umUmm  religious  Institutions, 
there  was  as  large  a  paroentat^e  of 
failurea  as  ever  came  out  of  the  Scotch 
Universities,  whereno  regard  is  supposed 
to  have  been  paid  to  the  religious  welfare 
of  the  students.  The  English  people 
are  conscious  that  upon  educational,  as 
well  as  upon  other  matters,  Scotland 
always  leada  the  way  for  Great  Britain, 
and  when  the  subject  now  under  discus- 
sion is  definitely  eettled  it  will  be  easier 
for  England  to  follow  in  the  wake  of 
Scotland.  These  separate  Training 
Colleges  are  kept  up  on  the  one  sids  for 
ths  purpose  of  getting  quit  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, and  on  the  other  for  the  par- 
pose  of  maintainiog  it.  Why  cannot 
the  Presbjterians  of  Scotland  combine, 
J  no  difference  in 
^    The  case  for  the 


1879  Supply— Ciril 


(00MH0N8[ 


Stniet  Sttimatei. 


im 


Tr^nin^  Colleges  in  Scotland  is  weaker 
than  it  IB  in  England,  where  it  is  con- 
ddered  of  the  first  importance  that 
doctrinal  differences  should  be  recog- 
nised  and  emphaaised.  In  Scotland  no 
effort  of  the  Bind  is  necessary,  becaoBe 
they  are  all  of  one  opinion.  For  my 
own  part  I  think  the  nniTeraities  wonld 
be  eminently  qualified  to  do  the  work 
which  is  now  beiogdone  by  the  Training 
Colleges.  I  believe  much  barm  is  done 
in  this  country  to  young  people  by  com- 
pelling them  to  recognise  denominational 
aiETerences.  I  think  Scotland  is  quite 
i^ght  in  demanding  this  change,  and  it 
cannot  be  long  before  it  is  conceded, 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  :  I  have  to 
thank,  on  behalf  of  Scotch  Liberals,  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Bradford,  for  baring, 
by  taking  part  in  this  Debate,  added 
another  to  the  many  debts  we  owe  bim 
for  bis  fearless,  long  continued  andcon- 
tistent  advocacy  of  Liberal  principles. 
Sir,  this  Debate  has  sounded  the  death 
knell  of  denominationalism  in  Scotland, 
particularly  after  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Lord  Advocate.  He  said  that  we 
were  not  dealing  with  these  Institutions 
lb  novo,  which  is  an  abandonment  of  the 
entire  principle  on  which  they  are 
fbnaded.  He  went  on  to  say  that  these 
Colleges  are  kept  np  by  denominational 
Institutions.  But  what  I  want  to  point 
out  is  this,  that  they  are  kept  up,  not  by 
the  denominations,  but  by  the  public 
money.  The  ri^thon,  Gentleman  said 
the  TTnivereities  are  not  ready  to  train 
teachers.  Of  course  they  are  not.  He 
knows  that  they  cannot  be  expected  to 
be  ready  so  long  as  the  State  keeps  these 
Training  Colleges  at  its  own  expense. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  has 
quoted  theMemberfor  Perth  in  support 
of  the  denominational  character  of  these 
Institutions,  and  I  can  only  "hope  he  will 
not  think  me  rude  when  I  say  that  I  am 
glad  he  is  not  a  Scotchman.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  made  one  significant 
remark.     He  said  : — 

" II  you  taks  airaj  the  1110007  and  giveitin 
the  shape  of  burBatios  to  the  Univoraties  you 
will  havB  stadent*  -who  lad  entsred  to  be 
sDhoolmaiteis  going  into  otbor  proleaaion*." 

That  observation  eiptesses  what  used  to 
be  the  spirit  of  the  Privy  Council's 
system ;  but  I  feel  pretty  sure  that 
the  Scotch  Educational  Department  are 
too  hberal  to  be  prompted  by  such  a 
^tirit,  which  would  msan  that  you  would 
oeliberately  mutilate  the  training  of 
•ITr.  lUtngwerth 


young  men  in  order  that  they  sboild 
not  be  fitted  to  enter  any  other  profM> 
sion  than  that  of  teaching.    Thare  ii 
moat  force  in  the  objection  of  mj  hon. 
Friend  (Ur.  A.  Butherland\  that  th* 
Universities  cannot  do  this  work.    Bat 
i  do  Dotproposethattheyshouldimdei-     | 
take  the  work  without  special  provinon 
being  made   for  them.     I   do  not  tee 
why    the    business    of    the    TraiuDg 
Colleges  should  not  be  brought  viUus 
the  University  system,  just  as  is  At 
professional  training  of  lawyers,  mioti-    . 
ters,  and  doctors.  Now,  my  boo.  Friend     ' 
expressed  some  little  doubt  about  the 
valae  of    University  training,    I  un 
deeply  impressed  with  the  high  valns  of 
University  training,  and  I  beliers  thit 
the  Univerdtiee,  both  in  England  sod 
Scotland,  afi['ord  by  far  the  finest  ind 
beat  intelleetual  training  that  snyme 
could  have.     What  I  object  to  is  this- 
that  yon  should  divon»  those  who  an 
to  teach  the  children  of  the  country  fiwB 
this  higher  intellectual  culture.    It  ii 
not  the  mere  Degree  which  gives  this 
University  training  a  high  value.    Itis 
rather  what  I  may  call  the  moral  eda- 
cation  and  intellectual  culture  obtainedj 
not  so  much  in  reading  for  the  Degiets 
and  in  listening  to  the  lectures,  u  is 
the  common  membership  of  the  UIUTe^ 
sity  system.     It  is  not  what  tbs  pro- 
fessors teach  the  stndente  thatis  valoabls 
in  University  life,  but  it  is  what  ths 
students  teach  each  other.   If  yea  isaat 
upon  excluding  schoolmasters  to  vbom 
the  destinies  of  the  children  of  &* 
future  are  to  be  entrusted,  X  think  jon 
will    be    inflicting   a    grievous   harm 
upon   that    body.     I  believe  that  As 
people  of  Scotland  at  large  an  entii^ 
in  sympathy  with   the   stand  whuA  ii    i 
now  being  made  for  the  freeing  of  tt*    | 
TruDiniF  Colleffes  from  all  oonneetion    I 
with 
ling 
bigli 
viae 
eyst* 
deaii 
versi 
shou 
of  St 
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Aberdeen  and  ITniyereiiy  OoUege,  Dan- 
dee,  are  desirous  to  undertake  it,  and  I 
beliere  that,  under  proper  management, 
these  three  Institutions  could  easily  take 
over  the  860  normal  scholars  and  per- 
form the  work  of  training  them  quite  as 
well  as  it  is  being  conducted  under  the 
sectarian  system. 

Sir  QEOHGE  CAMPBELL :  I  want 
to  dear  up  one  point.     I  understand 
that  the  sum  to  be  devoted  to  the  Train- 
ing Oolleges  is  considerably  in  excess  of 
that  Toted  last  year,  and  I  am  told  that 
if  we  did  not  take  advantage  of  these 
iDStitotions  we  should  have  to  pay  a 
great  deal  more^    The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  asserts,  however,  that  the  de- 
Bonikiations  contribute  nothing  towards 
the  expense  of  these  schools,  but  that  on 
ibe  contrary  they  make  a  profit  out  of 
tbem.     I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  so, 
aod  if  the  schools  are  maintained  solely 
aad  exclusively  at  the  expense  of  the 
taxpayer.     Again,  I   find  that  every 
pupil  trained  in  these  schools  costs  £35 
per  year.    That  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
enormous  expenditure,  and  if  that  is  to 
be  the  result  of  a  system  of  maintaining 
two  or  three  denominational  colleges, 
aU  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  an  abominable 
abuae,  even  from  a  financial  point  of 
view*    I  again  ask,  do  these  denomina- 
tional  bodies   contribute   towards  the 
expenses  of  the  colleges. 

♦Mb.      ANGUS      SUTHERLAND : 

The   hoD.  Member  for  Dundee    seems 

to   think  that  I,   in  my  observations, 

dapreoiated    the  value    of   University 

tnuning.       Now,      if     my     remarks 

seemed  to  do  that  I  wish  at  once  to 

Bay    that    it    was    not   my   desire   to 

oonrej  that  impression.    I  should  like 

to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 

Kixjccaldy,  when  he  refers  to  the  cost  of 

the   pupils  in  these  Training  Oolleges, 

that  the  sum  of  £35  represents  much 

more  than  the  mere  cost  of  education, 

and  that  the  cost  of  living  is  included. 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  E0BEET80N :  The 
ansiver  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  may  be  stated  very 
briefly.  It  is  that  the  amount  of  the 
grant  is  75  per  cent  of  the  approved 
expenditure. 

jDr.  OLABK  (Caithness) :  I  am  going 
to  anpport  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Kriend  the  Member  for  Dundee,  because 
X  liold  that  the  course  now  taken  by  the 
Ion  Department  in  certain  matters 
it  toimMfl   thai  the   present 


system  should  be  altogether  abolished* 
At  the  present  time  a  teacher  who  is 
certified  by  these  Trainiug  Oolleges  only 
earns  a  Government  grant  of  4s.  per 
head  for  all  pupils  he  passes  in  scien- 
tific subjects ;  whereas  if  the  teacher  is 
a  Uoiversity  graduate  the  Government 
grant  in  such  cases  is  10s.  per  head, 
although  the  pupils  pass  exactly  the 
same  examination.  It  is  hard  that 
teachers  who  get  practically  the  same 
qualiBcation  should  thus  be  handicapped 
in  the  matter  of  Qovemment  grant  for 
scientific  subjects,  and  I  think  the  dif- 
ference ought  to  be  done  away  with. 
My  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think  that  the 
students  in  Training  Oolleges  are 
boarded  and  lodged  there.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  student  is  treated  in  exactly 
the  same  way  as  a  University  student* 
He  lives  in  lodgings.  He  goes  to  his 
class  and  back  again,  and  nobody  takea 
any  more  notice  of  him. 

The  Oommittee  divided  : — Ayes  75 ; 
Noes  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  307.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to* 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £12,888,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  * 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  dlst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  Grants  U> 
Scottish  Universities." 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  move  to  reduce 
this  Vote  by  a  sum  of  £1,316,  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  paid  to  Profes- 
sors of  Theological  Ohairs  in  the  Uni- 
versities of  Scotland  during  the  current 
year.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extraordinary  expense  con- . 
nected  with  the  education  of  divinity  stu- 
dents. The  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  for  divinity  students 
is  £  1 ,  d2 1  a  year.  Taking  an  average  of 
three  years,  this  amount  has  been  spent 
in  the  education  of  about  30  students, 
so  that  each  student  costs  no  less  than 
£62  a  year.  The  medical  endowments 
are  smaller  than  those  for  divinity; 
but  the  number  of  students  in  medi- 
cine is  more  than  10  times  the 
number  of  divinity  students,  while 
the  cost  is  only  £4  16s.  per  stu- 
dent. In  St.  Andrew's  University  the 
endowments  for  divinity  amount  to 
£1,800  a  year,  the  number  of  students, 
taking  an  average  of  three  years,  being 
33,  so  that  the  cost  is  £56  5s.  per  head. 
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This  seems  to  be  very  ezorbilaat,  bnt 
the  difference  U  still  more  strikiDfc  in 
thecaae  of  Edinburgh  TJntverait;.  The 
TTniTeraity  of  Edinburgh  lias  an  income 
of  £1.944  for  dirinit;  and  the  mumber 
of  Btudenta  was  I'll  ;  while  the  eadow- 
menta  for  medicine  amounted  to 
£l,766,  the  momber  of  medical  students 
being  1,879.  So  that  tbe  cost 
per  medical  student  is  19s.,  and  for  each 
divinity  student  £1S  ia.  Taking  the 
vhole  of  Scotland,  the  endowments  for 
medicine  amount  ttr  £5,ttOI),  and  there 
are  3,000  students,  tbe  cost  being  iess 
than  &t  per  bead.  The  endowments 
lor  divinity  amounted  to  £7,664,  and 
tbe  students  numbered  278  only. 
Therefore,  on  grounds  of  fioaorial 
economy  alone,   we  ought  to  stop  the 

granta  for  these  Theological  Otaairx. 
nt  when  we  add  the  fact  that  the 
■tudentswho  are  taught  in  these  TJni- 
vecsitiee  are  only  tbe  theological 
atudents  belonging  to  the  Established 
Ohurch,  we  find  that  more  than  one- 
third  of  the  total  endowment  of  tbe 
Uaivereities  of  Scotland— over  £7,000 
a  year — is  devoted  to  the  education  of 
divinity  students  belonging  to  one  only 
of  tbe  Dumerous  denominations  to  be 
found  in  Sootland.  This  isa  scandalous 
«vil,  and  I  have  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  Committee  should  know  the 
facts  I  have  stated.  I  hold  that  it  is 
entirely  contrary  to  sound  policy  and 
to  justice  that  taxes  which  are  collected 
from  all  religious  denominations  should 
be  applied  for  tbe  purpose  of  educating 
only  those  who  are  coaneoted  with  tbe 
Established  Ohurch. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'Ihatasum,  not  exoeeding£I1.5S8,be 
fluted  for  the  said  Service." — (i/r. 
MunUr.) 

*rHE  SOLICITOR  GENERAl.  tor 
800TLA.ND  (Mr.  M.  T.  SToawoHTH 
Darlino,  Edinburgh  and  St.  Andrew's 
Universities)  :  Tbe  bon.  Member  has 
based  bis  Motion  on  a  number  of 
calculations  which  he  baa  made, 
and  which  for  the  moment  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  controvert,  but  if 
they  are  all  of  the  sams  inaccurate 
character  as  the  figures  relating  to  St. 
Andrew's  University  I  cannot  reaeive 
them  with  absolute  faith.  The  number 
of  divinity  studeots  given  for  St. 
Andrew's  for  iostance,  tails  very  far 
Mr.  3MnUr 
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shnrt  of  the  actual  number  in  attsod- 

Mb.   HUNTER:  I  gave  the  aveuga 
for  three  years. 

*Mb.  M.  T.  STORMONTH  DAE- 
LINQ :  The  hon.  Member  vaj  be 
right  in  his  average,  but  what  I  say  ia 
that  the  actual  number  in  attenduce 
last  session  was^S.  The  hon.  Hembar 
also  referred  to  the  point  raised  during 
the  discnssion  on  the  Universities  Bill  bj 
the  hon.  Qeotleman  the  Membs  tat 
Kirkcaldy — namely,  that  many  men  aho 
do  not  intend  to  follow  the  theologicti 
profession  enter  the  theological  olvaw- 
I  have  made  inquiries  on  the  point, 
and  I  am  informed  that  that  ia  an  enlin 
mistake:  that  there  may  be  iaoUtad 
cases  of  the  kind,  but  that  theyfonii 
so  small  a  proportion  of  the  whole  ai 
not  to  be  worth  taking  into  aeoonat 
at  all.  Inasmuch  as  the  general  qa«i- 
rion  raised  by  the  hon.  Gientleman  hu 
been  ao  recently  discussed,  I  tbisk  I 
shall  best  consult  the  oonvemence  ol 
tbe  Oommittee  if  I  refer  the  hca. 
Oentleman  to  the  arguments  iriiicli 
were  used  in  the  Debates  upon  the 
Universities  Bill,  and  do  not  porsoe  Qa 
subject  further  on  the  present  ocoanon. 
SiK  O.  CAMPBELL :  I  am  notvilliof 
to  accept  a  general  atatament  in  eoatn- 
dictioD  of  the  general  statement  I  mads. 
If  the  Solicitor  Q«neral  has  statiitica  I 
shall  be  very  happy  to  stand  corrected; 
unless  he  has,  I  do  not  think  tbe  qasstioa 
is  fully  set  at  rest.  One  word  vitli 
regard  to  the  present  number  of  stndsiila 
in  St.  Andrew's  being  48.  I  do  not 
know  how  that  has  been  brought  about, 
but  I  know  that  a  very  few  years  ip 
there  were  only  18  students.  I  '^R'*' 
that  my  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  tm»» 
the  whole  of  the  Vote  for  Theologitsl 
Chairs  in  Scotland.  I  am  notaniionais 
raise  the  question,  because  I  think  it 
will  come  up  along  with  the  qnestioa  o( 
the  Disestablishment  of  tbe  Cbnreb.  I 
she 
Vol 
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tfaesQ  etudente  at  St.  Andretr's.  Let  me 
Toad  out  the  figures  for  the  last  10 
yeua.  Iiil87S-79therew<ire!i2,thenext 
year  20,  theoeit  year  20,  the  nest  year 
24,  the  next  year  22,  the  next  year  24, 
the  next  year  28,  the  next  year  34,  the 
next  year  38,  and  last  year  42.  The 
fiolioitor  Qeneral  makes  the  namber 
iost  year  48,  but  the  difiFerenoe  ia  not 
tignifioant;  it  would  only  reduce  the 
cost  from  £54  or  £56  to  £40.  I  contend 
that  £10  would  be  an  extravagant  sum 
eonaidering  the  resources  of  the  Scotch 
Unirersities,  but  when  you  add  the  faot 
Hat  these  are  denominational  Colleges 
4be  argument  becomes  stronger.  I  be^ 
leaTo  to  dispnto  the  doctrine  that  this  is 

rrt  fA  the  question  of  disestablishment. 
Disestablishment  Bill  would  hare 
■otbing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Uni- 
Teraitiea. 

The    Committee  divided;— Ayes  73; 
Noes    123.— (Div.  List,  No.  308.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(3.)  £1,900,    National  Gallery,  &a., 
Sootland. 

Db.  OLABK  ;  At  this  lata  period  of 
the  Session  I  do  not  intend  to  oppose 
this  Vota ;  but  I  beg  to  give  notice  that 
aext  year  I  shall  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote,  in  order  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  advisability  of  transferring  the  con- 
trol of  the  National  Gallery  from  the 
S(Mtt<d  of  Trustees  of  Uanufaotures  to 
the  Secretary  for  Sootland. 
Vote  Agreed  to. 

4.  Motion  made,  and   Question   pro- 
posed, 

"TIiBt  a  ram,  not  eicesdiDg  £337,957,  be 
gimatad  to   Her  UaiMty,  to  complete  the  i 

--— todefrar  the  Ohatge  which  will  » 

of  payment  during  the  ytxr  endini 
kyof  March,  1890,  for  the  Salariet 

J  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 

anX  of    the  Eatabliidimenti  connected   there- 

*Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  I  am 
vlod  to  find  a  restoration  of  the  "  grant 
m  aid  of  examples  to  local  mnseacns." 
The  irithdrawal  of  that  grant  has  been 
TSzy  disadvantageous,  and  I  personally 
^roaid  have  liked  to  see  the  item  stand- 
iiiK  A^  *^°  figure  it  did  formerly.  I  also 
T9grot  the  decrease  in  the  item  for  the 
roModnotion  of  works  of  art.  Although 
I  ^s««  no  doubt  the  Tioe  President  of 
^te  OOuoo^  ^'"  b^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^ 
—  ^^--1  2  satisfactory  explanation  of 
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the  demands  of  the  country  in  this 
respect,  or  a  diminution  in  the  capaci^ 
of  the  Science  and  Art  Department  to 
satisfy  those  requirements.  I  am 
sure  the  Committee  will  feel  these  are 
amongst  the  most  satisfactory  forms 
of  expenditure  we  can  have.  Notwith- 
standing that,  from  time  to  time, 
trenchant  criticism  ts  indulged  in,  there 
is  in  the  country — especially  in  the 
industrial,  manufacturing,  and  com- 
mercial districts— a  strong  feeling  that 
very  valuable  service  is  rendered  by  the 
Soience  and  Art  Department.  With 
r^ard  to  the  items  which  show  a  dimi- 
nution, it  is  very  possible  the  right  hon. 
.Gentleman  may  allade  to  the  aparcity 
of  the  space  at  the  disposal  of  the 
authorities  at  South  £eusiugton,  which 
necessarily  cripples  their  power  with 
regard  partioiJarly  to  the  reproduction 
of  works  of  art.  Anyone  who  has  been 
to  South  Kensington  receutly  and  seen 
the  conditions  under  which  much  of 
the  work  has  to  be  carried  on  must 
feel  there  is  great  need  for  further  en- 
largement. The  cramped  condition 
under  which  the  revision  of  the  work 
sent  up  for  competition  is  to  be  carried 
on  is  really  little  short  of  a  scandal.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  pressing  this 
particular  point,  because  I  know  how 
zealous  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman  is 
for  the  efficiency  of  his  own  Depart- 
ment. I  only  hope  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  or  some  other  authority 
will  be  equally  sympathetic  when  the 
facts  are  pressed  upon  their  attention 
by  the  Department,  and  cause  the 
deficiencies  to  be  made  good. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Haet  Dykr,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  am  glad  my  hon. 
Friend  commends  the  step  we  are 
taking  in  respect  to  the  two  very 
important  matters  connected  with  the  < 
working  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment ha  has  referred  to.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  hon.  Hember  as  to  the 
neceBsity  for  increasing  the  space  at 
South  Kensington  allotted  for  the  repro- 
duction of  works  of  art.  The  state  of 
things  in  connection  with  reproduction 
of  objects  of  art  is  eminently  unsatis- 
factory, and  I  shall  not  relax  my  efforis 
until  they  have  been  improved.  With 
regard  to  the  reductions  of  the  amount 
of  grants  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  complained,  I  shall  keep  a  careful 
watch  over  the  matter,  and  if  I  find  that 
3  0 
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the  efBoiency  is  being  lost  io  conssquence 
of  thoeo  reductions,  I  ahall  make  aa 
appeal  to  the  Treasuryau  the  subject. 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  I  beg  to  move  the  re- 
doction  of  the  Tote  by  £10,000.  We 
Tote  for  the  College  of  Science  in  Jermyn 
Street  and  its  mueeum,  nearly  £20,000. 
The  result  is,  that  the  Scotchmen  who 
itudy  applied  science  are  very  heavily 
handicapped ;  while  the  English  students 
are  taaghtat  the  expense  of  the  State 
and  are  granted  bursaries,  so  that  they 
may  be  boarded  during  the  time  they 
are  studying,  the  Qovernment  have 
again  and  again  refused  to  give  a  single 
farthing  for  the  teaching  of  applied 
science  in  Scotland.  We  have  the 
Heriot  Watt  Sohool  near  the  Edinburgh 
tJniversity,  but  it  is  euppoited  entirely 
by  the  fees  of  the  studente,  and  by  such 
endowments  as  can  be  got.  Ireland 
receives  a  grant  of  £7,000  for  the  Science 
School.  The  proper  thing  thing  to  do 
is  to  reduce  the  London  School  to  the 
level  of  the  Dublin  School,  and  then, 
perhaps,  Scotland  can  be  fairly  treated 
in  this  matter. 

Ma.  CONWAY  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  move  his 
Amendment  at  this  stage,  in  order  that 
one  or  two  points  connected  with  exa- 
minations can  be  dealt  with. 

Dr.  OLABK  :  Than  I  vill  not  move 
the  Amendment  now. 

Mb.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire):  I 
desire  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Vice  President  one  or  two 
queetionH  in  regard  to  the  examina- 
tions in  Science  and  Art.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
of  late  attempts  have  been  made  in 
Wolea  to  extend  the  teaching  of  agri- 
culture. From  the  report  of  the  in- 
spector I  find  that  much  progress  has 
been  made,  and  we  may  anticipate 
further  progress  next  year.  But  there 
is  a  difficulty  owing  to  the  refusal  of  the 
South  Kensington  officials  to  allow  a 
certain  number  of  the  candidates  to  be 
examined  in  Welsh.  I  am  sure  that 
from  his  knowledge  of  the  condition  of 
education  in  Wales  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  that  here  is  a  real 
and  practical  difficulty.  Hitherto  the 
system  of  teaching  English  has  been 
auch  that  the  children  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts on  leaving  school  lose  all  the 
knowledge  of  the  English  language 
they  may  have  acquired.  This  is  owing 
to  Uie  unintelligible  way  in  which  the 
iSir  W.  Bart  Dyit 


Inatruction  is  gnvn,  and  the  right  hoii' 
Gentleman  has  acknowledged  tUi  is  the 
Code  for  the  year.     Under  the  old  bid 
and  expensive    system,  with  large  ex- 
penditure, little  result  has  been  KttUDtd 
in  imparting  sufficient    knoiiledge  of 
English  to  allow  of  these  ex&minstioiu 
being  passed  in  English,  and  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  pramitt 
that  a  certain  number  of  the  candiistet, 
they  will  not,  I  think,  be  a  Tor;  )tip 
number,  shall  be  allowed  the  altenMiiie 
of  examination  conducted  in  the  Welih 
language.    I  admit  that  there  nay  l»> 
present  difficulty,  from  the  fact  thst  tlie 
examiners  do  not  understand  Wtlil). 
but  really  no  effort  has  been  made  t" 
find  anyone  who  can  examine  in  WeU 
or  translate  Welsh  exastination  pipn* 
for  the  English  examiners.    WiitD  m 
application  in  this  direction  wai  a»i» 
from  Bangor  University,  it  was  met  bf  > 
naked  refusal,  no  attempt  b^ng  mide 
to  comply  with  the  request,  but  I  now 
hope  that  we  may  have  some  d^ts 
and  specific  promise  that  an  effort  ibill 
be  made  otherwise.     I  must  foimiHj 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Tote  by  £iD. 
Ma.    CONWAY;    The   right  km. 
Gentleman  will  be    avare   that  eon- 
plaints  have    been    made   agaisit  the 
system  of  delivering   lectures  os  the 
production    of    lace    in    Ireland.  The 
visits  of  the  lecturer  are  too  few,  u' 
they  are  delivered  at  places  too  dlitut 
from  each  other ;   for  instance,  th^  "f* 
delivered  in  Waterford  one  day  SBdin 
Cork  the  next.    I  see  there  is  aoituD 
in  the  Vote— £50  for  lectures  ia  Ire- 
land,   and    I    presume    that    ii   'or 
the    expenses    of     Mr.     Alan    Ooh- 
I  take    no    exception  to  thia  ([<»•■ 
man   as   a    leoturer,     and   I  u>  x)* 
think  that  £S0  is  sufficient  remimm- 1 
tion  for 
glad  if  tl 
way  clear 
the  laca-n 
more  ireq 
that  Mr. 
Ireland, 
recent  lee 
he  rather 
land — he 
deure  thi 
dant  raea 
many  leot 
I  would 
necessity 
purpose. 
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raiae  has  reference  to  agricultural  edu- 
cation in  Ireland.     By  a  recent  rule  of 
the  Education  Department  the  children 
in  the  beet  classes — the  second  stage  of 
Class  5  and  the  first  stage  of  Glass  6 — in 
Ireland  are  excluded  from  examination 
in  agriculture,  and  accordingly  from  the 
South   Kensington  grant.     We  know 
the  difficulty  in  this  country  of  keeping 
children  at  school  until  they  are  able  to 
reach  the  sixth  standard,  and  in  Ireland 
where  so  many  demands  are  made  upon 
our   children   at    certain    seasons,   the 
(Hfficolty  is  greater.      This  rule    will 
affect  the  children  who  have  reached  the 
second  stage  of  Glass  5,  who  will  be 
excluded  from  the  Kensington  grant, 
and   must  be  satisfied  with  the  grant 
frouk  the  National    Gommissioners  in 
&eland.    In  Ireland  agriculture  is  a 
yery  interesting  and  popular  branch  of 
study.       By  school  farms  and    school 
gardens     we    give    practical    illustra- 
tion     of      the      teachings    of     text- 
books,    and     with    the     result    that 
of     863      candidates     presented     for 
examination,  630  have  passed,  earning 
amounts  from  10s.  to  40s.    The  grants 
from  South  Kensington  do  not  exceed 
the  latter  amount,  so  that  it  is  not  so 
much  a  monetary  consideration  but  the 
Kensington   certificate  that  is  valued, 
for  it  ia  a  seyere  test  of  efficiency.     But 
by  the  new  rule  the  best  children  are 
prerented  fram  undergoing  these  ex- 
aminations and  from  participation  in 
the  ffrants.    The  reason  for  the  Vote  is, 
X  beUeve,  the  overlapping  of  the  grants 
from  Kensington  and  from  the  National 
Commissioners  as  set  forth  in  the  Appro- 
priation Accounts.    But  what  I  would 
jxtge  on  the  South  Kensington  Authorities 
is  this,  that  they  should  institute  an  inter- 
change of  lists.  Lists  might  be  furnished 
by  the  teachers  in  the  respective  schools 
of  the  pupils  presented  m  the  subject 
rt  Ag^culture,  and  the  Gommissioners 
night      determine    which     boys    have 
^a88ed  or  not,  and  these  lists  might  be 
nterchanged    with  those   from  South 
^ensing^n.    It   would  only   mean  a 
title    additional  clerical  work,  but  this 
he  J>epartment  are  very  averse  to.    I 
hinlc    l>y  the  means  I  suggest  the  little 
-iction    that  has  arisen  might  be  over- 
>me.      As  I  have  said,  the  desire  for 
le  Kensington  examination  arises  from 
le  f^ct   of  the  test  having  more  value 
lan  that  of  the  National  Gommissioners ; 


be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  give  me  some  satisfactory  assur- 
ances with  regard  to  the  two  points  I 
have  raised. 

Me.  HANDEL  GOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.) :  I  do  not  object  to  this  South  Ken- 
sington expenditure  for  science  and  art 
teaching,  and  believe  that  in  the  main 
it  is  wisely  administered,  but  it  strikes 
me  that  much  of  the  expenditure  is  too 
much  concentrated  in  London,  and  that 
it  would   be    much  more  effective    if 
diffused  among  various  centres  through- 
out   the  country.    This  applies  to  ex- 
penditure   under    many    heads,     but 
confining  myself  to  mining  especially  it 
strikes  me  that  London  is   about  the 
worst  centre  for  a  Mining  School  that 
you  can  have,  for  no  mining  is  ccurried 
on  within  a  hundred  miles  of  London. 
Some  30  years  ago  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
assisting  in  the  establishment  of  a  Min- 
ing School  in  Bristol.     Of  course  it  is  in 
a  small  way    as    compared   with   the. 
Metropolitan  establish  m^its,  but  in  its 
way  I  think  it  has  done  mofe  practical 
good  than  the  more  pretentious  and  more 
ambitious  work  carried  on  in  London.  If 
schools  of  this  class  were  encouraged  in 
the  different  miniog  centres  much  more 
would  be  done  to  encourage  the  teach- 
ing of  mining  science  and  much  towards 
the    development    of  our   mining    re- 
sources,  upon  which  the  future  of  the 
country  so  much  depends.    I  will  not 
criticise  the  Estimates  in  detail,  but  I 
would  just  observe  that  a  good  deal  too 
much  is  expended  on  salaries. 
♦Sir  W.  HAET  DYKE :  I  know  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire  will  not 
attempt  to  convict  me  of  any  want  of 
sympathy    with     him    on    the    point 
he  nas  raised.    As  the   hon.  Member 
knows,  I  have  gone  to  extreme  limits  in 
the  new  Gode,  in    order  to  meet  the 
point  raised  with  reference  to  scholars 
being  examined  through  the  medium  of 
the  Welsh  language.      I  only  wish  the 
new  task  he  sets  me  were  as  easy  of 
accomplishment    as  that  with  which  I 
have  endeavoured  to  deal  in  the  new 
Gode.    I  should  like  to    explain    the 
difficulties    of  the   position  if  only    to 
show  the  hon.  Member  that  the  matter 
has  been  carefully  considered.    These 
science  examinations  take  place  simul- 
taneously, and    are    distinct   from   the 
examinations   in    elementary  subjects. 
They  take  the    form   of   examination 


is  not  a  monetary  question.    I  shall   papers,    and    are    not    conducted    by 
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BohoolB,  but  I  tbink  the  reanlt  ot  hii 
atateiu«Dt  goes  far  to  confirm  the  nev 
wliich  many  ot  ub  here  entertun.  E« 
tell  UB  that  the  pupils  from  the  Episco- 
palian Training  Gollegea  do  not  teodklo 
Scotland,  bat  go  awa;  to  EogUnd, 
beoaose  thore  ia  no  demand  for  them  in 
Scotland.  With  regard  to  what  hu 
been  said  about  the  other  coU^^ei,  I 
hare  more  faith  in  my  oonntiTiiuft 
than  to  believe  tbey  are  aa  bigoted 
aa  the  hon.  Qentleman  Bupposea  theo 
te  be.  I  cannot  beliere  that  oni 
School  Boards  are  so  bigoted  ihit 
a  teacher  who  does  not  profeai  th« 
form  of  religion  they  affect  ii  iiot 
likely  to  be  employed  by  them.  I  rafoM 
to  beliere  this.  I  may  eay  with  regud 
to  candidates  for  Parliament,  as  ta 
whrm  my  experience  haa  a  wider 
range,  the  constituencies  do  not  ihov 
themaelves  particularly  ready  to  refiM 
a  man  because  he  ia  an  Epiacopaliaa.  I 
know  a  great  many  Episoopaliaiu  who 
rapreaent  Scotch  constttaendes.  It  ii 
my  belief  thatif  ever  there  was  rellgiou 
bigotry  in  Scotland  it  ia  softanisK 
down  and  gradually  disappearing,  ud 
in  point  of  fact  it  can  hardly  he  Mid 
to  exist  at  the  present  time.  It  maybe 
that  the  catechism  to  which  allaumi 
has  been  made  ia  still  nominally  tsofbt 
ia  the  oollegea ;  but  it  ia  not  likelj  to 
aubsiat  very  long.  Public  opinin  in 
Scotland  with  pnll  j<11  this  down.  Ob 
general  grounds  I  quite  agree  with  whil 
has  been  aaid  by  the  hon.  QentlsttU 
the  If  ember  for  Eoaa-shire,  who  hu 
pointed  out  the  waate  ot  power,  sod 
the  UQJHStiSabte  expenditure  of  montj 
for  denominational  colleges,  that  an 
placed  aide  by  side  in  Ediabocgk 
and  Qlasgow.  I  do  not  want  to 
abolish  these  denominatonial  eollagvi 
but  I  wiab  to  see  a  sysrem  o( 
eduoation  in  Scotland  whioh  ahsll  b« 
national,  and  also  Traising  Oollegti 
which  shall  be  under  the  control  of  tha 
Oovernment.    I  am  not  su  clear  aata 


there,  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is  bow 
more  than  20  years  ago,  and  I  know 
that  at  that  time  tiiey  did  their 
work  admirably.  All  the  time  we 
devoted  to  profeesioDal  training  waa 
about  two  or  three  hours  a  week ;  the 
rest  of  the  time  was  devoted  to  the 
ordinary  eduoation  given  in  the  secon- 
dary Bchoola.  But  now  these  schoola  are 
to  bo  met  with  all  over  Scotland,  and 
especially  in  the  large  towns;  hence 
thenon-neceaaityforthehighereducation 
irhichia  given  in  theaecollege^[thereasoa 
for  supporting  them  being  as  great 
again  then  as  it  is  now.  Again,  we 
have  been  told  about  the  bursaries  being 
lost,  if  given  to  students  in  the  Univer- 
flitiea  or  in  Secondary  Schools.  The 
fact  ia,  that  they  have  got  into  the  same 
poution  as  that  in  which  we  find  the 
students  in  the  Training  Gollegae. 
We  oannot  compel  thess  to  become 
teachers.  They  leave  the  Training  Ool- 
legea (though  I  believe  they  are  now 
compelled  to  give  two  years'  teaching) 
and  then  they  may  go  away  just  aa  those 
who  leave  the  Univeraitiea  and  in  the 
eiune  way  foe  lost  as  teachers  of  educa- 
tion. Withregardtothefemaleatndeate, 
there  certainly  ia  a  difficulty  in  their 
oase,  and  1  tbink  it. would  be  found 
better  to  keep  up  one  or  two  Training 
Oollegea  for  femalea  alone.  I  have 
before  spoken  about  the  denominational 
eohools,  called  Free  Church  OoUeges 
and  Established  Ohurch  Colleges,  in 
Olosgow  and  Edinburgh.  What  do  we 
findf  Why  there  are  two  of  these 
colleges  within  200  yards  of  each  othei. 
each  maintaining  a  large  staff,  so  that 
a  double  amount  of  money  is  expended. 
Does  anyone  imagine  that  the  tenets  of 
either  the  Free  or  the  Established 
Ghuroh  are  taught  within  the  walls  of 
those  Training  CoUegee  ?  If  not,  why 
da  we  waste  money  in  the  keeping  up  of 
two  large  aohools  which  differ  in  name 
and  in  nothing  else,  when  both  might 
be  put  into  one  building  and  served  by 
one  staff?  I  would  auggeat  that  thia 
would  be  a  good  way  of  reducing 
&e  expenditure  on  these  denominationid 
ooUeges,  in  which,  at  the  preaent  time, 
there  is  a  great  waate  of  power  aud  a 
large  waate  of  money.  This,  I  think, 
would  be  a  good  and  proper  beginning. 
Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Hember  for  Perth  (Mr.  Parker)  to 
o^ogisa  for  .  these  "^ «"'>"'' "■♦('mii*' 
Dr.  UfJhntid 
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useful  arts  in  whioh  our  schools  are  to 
some   extent  deficient  because  of  the 
deficiency  of  the  Bohoolmasters.  I  admit 
that  something  must  be  done  to  im- 
prove  the    Universities    of    Scotland, 
though  I  sympathise  with  what  was  said 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Perth.    The 
University  of  St.  Andrew's  has  several 
very  excellent  professors,  but  somehow 
or  other  they  have  never  succeeded  in 
the  training  of  schoolmasters.  The  Duke 
of  Argyll  and  others  tried  to  popularise 
the  University  of  St.  Andrew's,  but  they 
▼ere  not  able  to  do  so ;  still  I  think  it 
might  be  so  modernised  as  to  make  a 
oharming  University   where   could  be 
combinea  the  training  of  young  women 
with  the  training  of  young  men  to  fit 
them  as  teachers  in  the  highest  stan- 
dards.    I  do  hope  the  Government  will 
tell  tts  that  they  intend  to  get  rid  of  this, 
to  a  certain  extent,  obnoxious  denomina- 
tional system  of  Training  Oolleges,  and 
that  they  will  substitute  for  it  a  system 
which  is  more  rational. 
♦Mb.  J.  P.    B.  BOBEETSON:    The 
action  of  the  Government  towards  these 
Institntions  has  rested  upon  most  in- 
telligible grounds.     Nobody   suggests 
that  d  priori,  or  as  a  matter  of  theory, 
there    is    any    necessary     connection 
between  the  denominationalism  of  the 
country  and  the  Training  Colleges.    We 
must  take  things  as  we  find  them.    We 
find  that  there  are  Training  Oolleges 
▼hiohare  doing  their  work  to  the  satis- 
Action  of  the   Sohool  Boards.    And  I 
emphasise  that  by  saying  that  it  is  never 
to  be  forgotten  that  School  Boards  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  almost  invari- 
ably choose  the  students  of  those  Train- 
ing Oolleges  as  teachers.     It  is  sug- 
^oeted  that  the  Universities  should  take 
np    this    business     of     the     training 
<^  teaches.     As    a    matter    of    fact 
^ey  do  not  do  so,  and  we  have  tolook 
to   the  Training  Oolleges    which  are 
<^<^tually  existing  and  which  do  this  work. 
As  to  the  denominational  character  of  the 
teaching,  the  report  of  the  Department 
u  absolutely    accurate.    There  is    no 
ahadow  or  trace  of  denominational  bias 
m  the   training    of   our   teachers.    I 
uiderstand  that  the  action  of  the  School 
Board  is  very  impartial,  and  they  take 
^er  the  students  of  the  Free  Ohurch 
or  ^e  Established  Ohurch.    There  is  no 
orerlapping  of  the  work  between  these 
different  Institutions,  and  the  supply  of 
^^achenthey  Ben4-out  is  not  in  excess 


of  the  requirements  of  the  country.  I 
do  not  see  that  any  good  would  be  done 
by  throwing  the  two  Oolleges  into  one 
in  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow.  As  to  the 
Universities,  if  you  ask  them  to  under- 
take the  training  of  teachers,  the  fact  of 
whether  they  may  or  may  not  be  adapted 
to  the  work  is  a  matter  to  be  watched 
for  the  future.  Be  it  observed  that  the 
Department  have  of  late  years  given 
great  and  increasing  encouragement  to 
the  students  to  attend  a  University  by 
giving  the  Oolleges  allowances  to  send 
them  there  in  the  third  year.  Although, 
therefore,  the  system  of  these  Training 
Oolleges  in  the  abstract  is  not  perfect  in 
theory,  good  results  come  from  it,  and 
the  money  paid  by  the  State  is  well 
spent. 

Me.    MAEJOEIBANKS    (Berwick. 

shire) :    Mr.  Oourtney,  we  have  had  so 

far  to  apologise  for  this  present  system 

of  denominational  training.  It  is  very 
easy  to  understand  the  ground  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  defends  these 
institutions.  He  falls  back  on  the  posi* 
tion  that  ''we  must  take  things  as  we 
find  them."  These  Oolleges  are  denomi^ 
national  at  the  present  moment ;  therer 
fore  we  must  not  do  anything  to  reform 
them.  If  he  held  out  any  hope  that 
denominationalism  would  be  got  rid  of, 
my  view  might  be  changed ;  but  he  is 
prepared  so  long  as  he  is  in  authority  to 
maintain  denominationalism  in  the 
Training  Oolleges.  I  do  not  understand 
the  attitude  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Perth.  Are  we  to  under* 
stand  that  he  favours  denominational- 
ism? Does  he  defend  these  Oolleges 
because  there  is  so  much  denominational* 
ism  in  the  system  of  education  in  Scot* 
land  ?  At  any  rate,  he  might  have  gone 
this  small  step  with  us  and  protested 
against  this  system  of  denominational* 
ism  being  kept  up.  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  these  Oolleges  are  kept  up  at  a  very 
considerable  and  unnecessary  expendi- 
ture to  the  taxpayer,  because  you  have 
in  one  place  two  or  three  different 
training  colleges  maintained  where  one 
would  sufiice.  The  fact  that  there  is  no 
shade  of  difference,  practically  speaking, 
between  the  principal  Ohurches  of 
Scotland  is  an  additional  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  encourage  de- 
nominationalism by  sanctioning  the  main- 
tenance of  denominational  Training  Ool- 
leges in  different  centres. 


Supffy—Cuil 


1375 

•MaA.SUTHEBLANDCSutheiland): 
Sir,  1  vu  rftther  astonisbed  to  hear  the 
argument  used  by  the  Lord  Advocate, 
that,  because  these  TraioioK  Colleges 
exist,  therefore  we  are  bound  to  carry 
them  OD.  That  argument  might  have 
been  applied  in  favour  of  Gontinuing 
the  ola  parish  achools  at  the 
time  of  the  Act  of  1872.  I  think 
the  whole  argument  Ilea  in  the  waste 
of  money  involved  in  keeping  diETsrent 
oollegee  in  close  proximity.  I  have  no 
objection  to  tbeae  Training  Colleges,  and 
tfainh  they  are  doing  the  work  imposed 
apon  them.  At  the  same  time  I  do  not 
agree  with  my  ton.  Friend  (Mr.  E. 
Bobertson)  that  the  Universities  are 
qualified  to  do  the  work  of  training 
teachers.  The  work  of  the  Training 
Oollegee  ie  well  done;  but  that  is  no 
reason  why  it  should  continue  to  bo  done 
by  the  denominations.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  Lord  Advocate  to  say  that 
there  is  no  connection  between  the 
schools  and  denominations  in  the 
OoUeges ;  but  my  experience  has  been 
that  teachers  from  a  Training  College 
have  got  appointments  simply  because 
they  belonged  to  a  cerlain  Church.  I 
Tote  for  the  Amendment  as  a  protest 
•gamst  these  institutions  being  carried 
on,  really,  as  I  understand,  at  a  profit. 
The  whole  of  this  money  for  the  main- 
tea  anoe  of  these  colleges  is  pub  lie 
moaey,  not  supplemented  to  any  extent 
by  money  derived  from  the  denomina- 
tions. I  do  not  say  that  the  money  has 
not  been  eoonomlcally  spent,  or  spent  in 
the  best  way ;  all  I  wish  to  do  is  to  make 
my  protest  against  the  rontinnance  of 
this  system.  If  I  saw  any  disposition 
to  put  an  end  to  it  I  should  be  content 
to  give  them  an  opportunity.  But  no 
such  poliey  has  been  manifested  by  the 
Scotch  Department,  and,  deprecating 
the  absence  of  such  a  policy,  I  shall 
support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

*Ma.  HDNTER:  Sir,  there  is  one 
{mint  which  has  not  been  brought  before 
The  Schuulm asters' 
e  North  of  Scotland 
excellent,  intelligent, 
achers  as  there  are  in 
;  is  their  unanimous 
most  desirable  to  make 
truining  sohojls  for 
)  agreed  tiiat  the  TTni- 
>resent  moment  have 
of  Training  Oollegee ; 
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bat  it  is  suggested  that  it  is  poMbls,  U 
they  are  enconraged.  for  them  to  End 
the  means  to  give  effect  to  the  principlft 
Iwd  down  in  the  statement  lor  ths 
ITaiversity  of  Edinburgh ;  thst  ths 
teaching,  like  all  other  of  the  leornsd 
professions,  ought  to  be  provided  for  is 
the  University  curriculum.  Oneresioa 
why  mv  hon.  Friend  has  brought  fot- 
ward  his  Amendment  is  that  we  sra 
anxious  to  impress  upon  the  Unirarul; 
Oommissiooers  the  propriety  of  directing: 
their  attention  to  this  subject.  At  pit- 
sent  the  Education  Department  speed 
£30,000  a  year  on  rrainini?  Colleges  in 
which  there  are  only  860  etudsats 
being  taught.  The  nomber  of  tlie 
students  in  the  Scotch  TTnivereities,  oir 
the  other  hand,  amounta  to  over  6,000, 
yet  the  cost  to  the  nation  is  no  mon 
than  the  expenditure  on  the  Trsisiog- 
Colleges.  The  teachers  in  the  North 
are  very  anxious  that  some  portics  of 
this  money  should  be  given  to  th« 
Universities  under  a  properly  detisrf 
scheme.  It  would  be  entirely  inpcs- 
Bible  for  the  Univeruties  to  noderUko 
the  work  with  their  esis'ing  faodi. 
If  the  change  were  made,  a  groat  saviDf 
would  be  etfected  to  the  public  exche- 
quer, because,  whereas  each  stadeat  it 
present  costs  the  nation  £35,  ths  OMt 
under  the  Uoiveruties  would  be  veiy 
much  smaller  for  obtaining  an  adeqnsie 
supply  of  teachers.  Another  considen- 
tion  which  weighs  with  the  teacbor*  is 
the  North  of  Scotland  is,  that  the  sUtn* 
and  pay  of  teachers  would  be  rwMd. 
The  State  at  present  tempts  a  owtsio 
number  into  the  teaching  profesnon  by 
giving  them  a  gratuitous  education.  Id 
that  way  the  salaries  of  teachers  in 
depressed  bebw  a  proper  level,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  School- Boards  find 
that  they  can  get  certificated  tea^ff* 
from  these  Collegea  at  a  rate  at  wbieb 
they  could  not  hope  to  obtain  thain. 
had  the  students  to  pay  for  thor 
education  as  in  all  other  profsAions.   i 
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pentant   mood,    and   are  williag   and 
anxious    to    discbarge  *  what    is    their 
true  function.     I  hope   that  the  Uni- 
versity Commission  will  be  prepared  to 
recommend   to  Parliament    that  some 
portion  of  the  money  now  g^ven  to  these 
Training    Colleges    should    be    given 
to  the  Universities,  which  would  do  the 
work  much  more  cheaply,  and  give  the 
teachers    a   much    higher   status    and 
better  training  than  they  get  at  present. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Perth  imagines 
that  ladies  could  not  possibly  enter  the 
Universities.      That  is  really  an  anti- 
quated notion.  The  attendance  of  ladies 
at  college  is  so  familiar  that  I  should 
have  thought  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  have  been  startled  by  the  suggestion. 
Certainly  the  attendance  of  ladies  at 
colleges  has  an  effect  both  beneficial  to 
themselves  and  to  the  young  men  who 
attend.     My  hon.  Friends  the  Members 
for  Perth  and  Inverness  were  the  only 
two  Scotch  Members  of  the  Committee, 
and,  on  reading  their  Heport,  what  con- 
vinced me  there  was  something  weak  in 
the  position  of  the  Training  Colleges 
was  their  statement  that  in  the  Univer- 
aitiea  it  was  impossible  to  give  close  at- 
tention to  the  moral  and  religious  train* 
tog  of  the  teachers.    Now,  if  they  could 
have  put  forward  any  tangible  result  of 
this  training  in  the  colleges,  certainly 
they  wonld  have  done  so ;  but  they  have 
not,  and  have  fallen  back  upon  language 
vague  and  obscure.     Another  objection 
is  that  the  students  are  not  qualified  to 
attend  the   University  classes.      That 
would  be  so,  if    they    were  asked  to 
attend   the    whole   of  the  curriculum. 
But  what  we  suggest  is  that  a  special 
faculty,    or  course,   shall  be  prepared, 
alongside   medicine,  law  and  divinity, 
called  the  faculty  of  education.     That, 
I  think,  is  the  true  course  which  reform 
should  take  in  Scotland.    I  can  only  say 
with  reg^ard  to  the  remarks  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  that  I  think  they  show  he  is 
open  to  receive  impressions,  and  to  con- 
sider the  whole  state  of  the  caso,  and  I 
hope  we  shall  find  him  joining  in  efforts 
to    enable    the    Universities   to    train 
teachers 

«Mb.  S.  SMITH  (FUntshire):  Mr. 
Courtney,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words.  I  think  on  this  side  of 
the  House  more  stress  than  is  warranted 
has  been  laid  by  some  hon.  Members 
on  the  description  of  Training  Colleges 
MB    '*  denominational."      lu    Sootlfuid 


there  is  little  or  no  difference  of  reli- 
gious principle  between  various  denom- 
inations. We  should  bear  in  mind 
that  it  is  always  desirable  that  those 
who  are  to  train  the  young  should  them* 
selves  be  brought  up  carefully  and  re- 
ligiously. These  is  one  other  observation 
I  would  like  to  make.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  Universities  are  capable  of 
giving  all  the  education  that  those  who 
intend  to  be  teachers  required.  I  am 
very  strongly  of  opinion  that  it  is  not 
so.  The  great  dimoulty  is  to  kuDwhow 
to  impcurt  kno«r ledge  to  others,  and  I 
believe  that  those  who  intend  to  take  up 
teaching  require  special  training. 
Again,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the 
supervision  exercised  by  the  University 
Authorities  is  not  sufficient.  In  my 
time,  as  long  as  a  young  man  attended 
his  lectures  they  did  not  care  what  be- 
came of  him.  The  consequence  was  that 
many  of  the  men  who  were  at  the 
University  with  me  made  sad  failures 
in  life.  I  consider  it  very  important 
that  joung  men  and  young  girls  at  the 
impressionable  ages  of  15  to  18  should 
be  under  some  sort  of  supervision,  and 
that  supervision  will  be  best  obtained 
at  the  hands  of  religious  bodies. 

Mb.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford): 
I  must  apologise  to  Scotch  Members 
for  interfering  in  the  Debate  at 
this  Btafi^e,  but  as  my  hon.  Friend 
has  broken  the  ice  I  will  follow 
him.  In  the  first  place,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say  that  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
Friend  is  a  bad  specimen  of  the  training 
of  the  Scotch  University.  In  the  great 
Universities  of  this  country,  when  they 
were  par  exeellenM  religious  Institutions, 
there  was  as  large  a  percentage  of 
failures  as  ever  came  out  of  the  Scotch 
Universities,  where  no  regard  is  supposed 
to  have  been  paid  to  the  religious  welfare 
of  the  students.  The  English  people 
are  conscious  that  upon  educational,  as 
well  as  upon  other  matters,  Scotland 
always  leads  the  way  for  Great  Britain, 
and  when  the  subject  now  under  discus- 
sion is  definitely  settled  it  will  be  easier 
for  England  to  follow  in  the  wake  of 
Scotland.  These  separate  Training 
Colleges  are  kept  up  on  the  one  side  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  quit  of  the  Estab- 
lishment, and  on  the  other  for  the  pur- 
pose of  maintaining  it.  Why  cannot 
the  Presbyterians  of  Scotland  combine, 
seeing  there  is  really  no  difference  in 
their  religious  tenets  ?    The  case  for  the 
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>/  TraitiDff  OoUeges  in  Scotland  ia  weaker 

,^  than  it  IB  in  England,  where  it  is  con- 

sidered of  the  first  importance  that 
doctrinal  differences  should  be  reoog- 
nieed  and  emphaeised.  In  Scotland  no 
Sffort  of  the  Kind  is  neoeBBBry,  becaoae 
they  are  all  of  one  opinion.  For  my 
own  part  I  think  the  Universitiea  wonld 
be  eminently  qualified  to  do  the  work 
which  is  now  beingdone  by  the  Training 
Oolleges.  I  beliere  much  harm  is  done 
in  this  country  to  young  people  by  com- 
pelling them  to  recognisedenominational 
differences.  I  think  Scotland  is  quite 
right  in  demanding  this  change,  and  it 
cannot  be  long  before  it  is  conceded. 

Mr.  E.  ROBEBTSON  :  I  have  to 
thank,  on  behalf  of  Scotch  Liberals,  the 
hoQ.  Member  for  Bradford,  for  having, 
by  taking  part  in  this  Debate,  added 
another  to  the  many  debts  we  owe  him 
for  his  fearless,  long  oontinned  andco 
distent  advocacy  of  Liberal  principli 
Sir,  this  Debate  has  sounded  the  death 
knell  of  denomination alism  in  Sootland, 
particularly  after  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Lord  Advocate.  He  said  that  we 
vere  not  dealing  with  these  Institutions 
dt  novo,  which  ia  an  abandonment  of  the 
entire  principle  on  which  they  are 
fbunded.  He  went  on  to  say  that  these 
Colleges  are  kept  up  by  denominational 
Inetitutions.  But  what  I  want  to  point 
out  ia  this,  that  they  are  kept  up,  not  by 
the  denominations,  but  by  the  public 
mon^.  The  right  hon,  Qentleman  said 
the  TTniversiCies  are  not  ready  to  train 
teachers.  Of  course  they  are  not.  He 
knows  that  they  cannot  be  expected  to 
be  ready  so  long  as  the  State  keeps  these 
Training  Colleges  at  its  own  expense. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  has 
quoted  theMemberfor  Perth  in  support 
of  the  denominational  character  of  these 
Loatitutione,  and  I  can  onlyhope  he  will 
not  think  me  mde  when  I  say  that  I  am 
glad  he  is  not  a  Scotchman.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Perth  made  one  significant 
remark.  He  said : — 
"  U  jou  take  mwaj  . 

thoahapB  of buriaries  .. _j._ 

will  have  stadenti  who  had  entered  to  be 
Mhoolnuuten  gcmg  into  other  proleMioiu." 
That  observation  expresses  what  used  to 
be  the  spirit  of  the  Privy  Conncil's 
system ;  but  I  feel  pretty  sure  that 
the  Scotch  Educational  Department  are 
too  liberal  to  be  prompted  by  such  a 
etirit,  which  would  mean  that  you  would 
"liberately  mutilate  the  training  of 
Mr.  llUi^worth 


young  men  in  order  that  they  ihonid 
not  be  fitted  to  enter  any  other  profes- 
sion than  that  Of  teaching.    There  is 
most  force  in  the  objection  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  Sutherlandl,  thst  the 
Universities  cannot  do  thia  woA.   fint 
f  do  not  propose  that  they  shonld  under- 
take the  work  without  special  provinon 
being  made   for  them.     I   do  not  ue 
why    the    business    of    the    Trsiiusg 
Colleges  should  not  be  brought  within 
the  tTniversity  system,  jnst  as  is  Dw 
professional  training  of  lawyers,  nuDis- 
ters,  and  doctors.  Now,  my  hon.  Friend 
expressed  some  little  doubt  about  Ita 
value  of   University  training.    I  am 
deOTily  impressed  with  the  hign  vahe  of 
Umveraity  training,  and  I  believs  thit 
the  Univeraitiea,  both  in  England  and 
SooUand,  afford  by  far  the  finest  ud 
best  intelleetual  training  that  an^e 
could  have.     What  I  object  to  is  ttu>— 
that  you  shonld  divorce  those  who  an 
to  teach  the  children  of  the  oountryfroiii 
this  higher  intellectual  culture.    It  ii 
not  the  mere  Degree  which  gives  thii 
University  training  a  high  value.    Iti» 
rather  what  I  may  call  the  moral  edn- 
cation  and  intellectual  culture  obtained, 
not  so  much  in  reading  for  the  Degne* 
and  in  listening  to  the  lectorei,  ai  in 
the  common  membership  of  the  Univar 
sity  system.     It  is  not  what  the  po- 
feasors  teach  the  students  tiiatia  valnable 
in  University  life,  but  it  ia  what  the 
stndents  teach  each  other,  Ifyooiaaigt 
upon  excluding  schoolmasters  to  vhoa 
the  destinies  of  the  children  of  tha 
future  are  to  be  entrusted,  I  think  jcn 
will    be    inflicting   a    grievous   ham 
upon   that    body.     I  believe  that  the 
people  of  Scotland  at  large  an  entit^ 
in  sympathy  with  the  stand  iritiA  i> 
now  being  made  for  the  freeing  of  fte 
Training  Colleges  from  all  conneetiM 
with  denominational  schools,  and  cab- 
ling   Bchoc 
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iUberdeen  and  TTmyersity  OoUeg^,  Dan- 
dee,  are  desirous  to  undertake  it,  and  I 
beliere  that,  under  proper  management, 
these  three  Institutions  could  easily  take 
over  the  860  normal  scholars  and  per- 
form the  work  of  training  them  quite  as 
well  as  it  is  being  conducted  unaer  the 
sectarian  system. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  want 
to  clear  up  one  point.     I  understand 
tiiat  the  sum  to  be  deyoted  to  the  Train- 
ing OoUeges  is  considerably  in  excess  of 
that  Toted  last  year,  and  I  am  told  that 
if  we  did  not  take  advantage  of  these 
Institotions  we  should  have  to  pay  a 
great  deal  more«    The  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  asserts,  however,  that  the  de- 
aomkiations  contribute  nothing  towards 
the  expense  of  these  schools,  but  that  on 
the  contrary  they  make  a  profit  out  of 
them.     I  should  like  to  know  if  it  is  so, 
and  if  the  schools  are  maintained  solely 
and  exclusively  at  the  expense  of  the 
iaxpajear.     Again,  I   find  tiiat  every 
pQ^  trained  in  these  schocds  costs  £35 
per  year.    That  seems  to  me  to  be  an 
enormous  expenditure,  and  if  that  is  to 
be  the  result  of  a  system  of  maintaining 
two  or  three  denominational  colleges, 
all  I  can  say  is  that  it  is  an  abominable 
abuse,  even  from  a  financial  point  of 
view.     I  again  ask,  do  these  denomina- 
tionml    bodies    contribute   towards  the 
expenses  of  the  colleges. 

♦Mb.      ANGUS      SUTHERLAND  : 

The  hon.  Member  for  Dundee    seems 

to   think  that  I,   in  my  observations, 

depreciated    the  value    of   University 

truning.       Now,      if     my     remarks 

seenaed  to  do  that  I  wish  at  once  to 

say    that    it    was    not    my   desire    to 

oonTey  that  impression.    I  should  like 

to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 

Kizlci^dy,  when  he  refers  to  tiie  cost  of 

the   pupils  in  these  Training  OoUeges, 

that  the  sum  of  £35  represents  much 

more  than  the  mere  cost  of  education, 

and  that  the  cost  of  living  is  included. 

♦Mb.  J.  P.    B.    EOBERTSON:  The 

inswer  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem* 

t>er  tor  Kirkcaldy  may  be  stated  very 

briefly.     It  is  that  the  amount  of  the 

^rant    is  75  per  cent  of  the  approved 

expenditure. 

I>B.  GLAILK  (Oaithness) :  I  am  going 
o  support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
friend  the  Member  for  Dundee,  because 
L  hold  that  the  course  now  taken  by  the 
Sdacation  Department  in  certain  matters 
nakes    it  desirable   that  the   present 


system  should  be  altogether  abolished. 
At  the  present  time  a  teacher  who  is 
certified  by  these  Training  OoUeges  only 
earns  a  Government  grant  of  48.  per 
head  for  all  pupils  he  passes  in  scien- 
tific subjects ;  whereas  if  the  teacher  is 
a  University  graduate  the  Government 
grant  in  such  cases  is  10s.  per  head, 
although  the  pupils  pass  exactly  the 
same  examination.  It  is  hard  that 
teachers  who  get  practically  the  same 
qualification  should  thus  be  handicapped 
in  the  matter  of  Government  grant  for 
scientific  subjects,  and  I  think  the  dif- 
ference ought  to  be  done  away  with. 
My  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think  that  the 
students  in  Training  OoUeges  are 
boarded  and  lodged  there.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  student  is  treated  in  exactly 
the  same  way  as  a  University  student. 
He  lives  in  lodgings.  He  goes  to  his 
class  and  back  again,  and  nobody  takes 
any  more  notice  of  him. 

The  Oommittee  divided  : — Ayes  75 ; 
Noes  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  307.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro« 
posed, 

'*That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £12,888,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  pasrment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  dlst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  Grants  U> 
Scottish  Universities." 

Mb.  HUNTER:  I  move  to  reduce 
this  Vote  by  a  sum  of  £1,316,  the 
amount  proposed  to  be  paid  to  Profes- 
sors of  Theological  Ohairs  in  the  Uni- 
versities of  Scotland  during  the  current 
year.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extraordinary  expense  con- 
nectidd  with  the  education  of  divinity  stu- 
dents. The  sum  at  the  disposal  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Aberdeen  for  divinity  students 
is  £  1 ,  92 1  a  year.  Taking  an  average  of 
three  years,  this  amount  has  been  spent 
in  the  education  of  about  30  students, 
so  that  each  student  costs  no  less  than 
£62  a  year.  The  medical  endowments 
are  smaller  than  those  for  divinity; 
but  the  number  of  students  in  medi- 
cine is  more  than  10  times  the 
numbeif  of  divinity  students,  while 
the  cost  is  only  £4  16s.  per  stu- 
dent. In  St.  Andrew's  University  the 
endowments  for  divinity  amount  to 
£1,800  a  year,  the  number  of  students, 
taking  an  average  of  three  years,  being 
33,  so  that  the  cost  is  £56  ds.  per  head. 
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said  that  the    officials  of  the  British 
Hnseamy  with  ^e  dry  light  of  science 
and  impartiality  in  poHtics,  were  on  the 
side  of  the  THfMS,    Now,  the  only  ex- 
cuse   we   have   oflpered    is  that    these 
officials  acted  after  office  hours.    But 
does  this   make  men    purblind;  is  it 
an    excuse    that     they    made     asses 
of     themselves     after    office    hours  ? 
If  that  is  the  defence,  they  are  not  fit  to 
receive  their  salaries.    If  these  gentle- 
men are  asses  after  office  hours,  surely 
they  will  be  asses  in  office  hours.    But 
the  antecedent  question  is,  what  right  had 
these  gentlemen  to  intervene  in  this 
business  at  all?    But  having  intervened 
and  having  brought  the  light  of  their  in- 
telleets  to  bear,  what  was  the  result  ?  If 
these  experts  could  not  find  out  the  hand 
of  Richard  Pigott,  how  on  earth  can 
they  find  out  the  stamp  of  Julius  Caasar? 
What  are  we  to  think  of  what  are  called 
the   resources   of  civilisation  in  their 
hands  ?     The  absolute  fraud  and  hum- 
bug of  these  letters  might  have  been 
demonstrated  at  the  cost  of  a  few  shil- 
lings and  a  microscope.  Why,  by  throw- 
ing a  magnified  photographic  represen- 
tation of  these  forgeries  on  a  screen  one 
could  see  that  they  were  as  full  of  com- 
position and  decomposition  as  a  pond  of 
fetid  water  is  full  of  aHimalculad.    One 
could  see  the  whole  plan  of  the  forgery 
as  elaborately  traced  as  M.  de  Lesseps' 
plan  of  tiie  Panama  Oanal.    I  attack 
the  action  of  the  officials  of  the  British 
Museum  on  the  ground  of  their  scientific 
incompetence  as   well  as  on  political 
grounds.    But  I  have  a  third  proposi- 
tion to  make,  and  it  is  with  reference  to 
tiie  action  of  these  gentlemen  in  connec- 
tion with  the  files  of  newspapers.    The 
hon.  Baronet  says  that  what  they  did 
they  did  under  legal  conditions.    What 
were  the  legal  conditions  ?  I  apprehend 
it  is  quite  impossible  to  serve  a  subpoena 
on  the  British  Museunu    I  do  not  see 
how  you  could  serve  a  subposna  on  the 
British  Museum  to  produce  the  files  of 
newspapers.    I    will   not   discuss   the 
legal    conditions,   but  I    say   that    to 
serve  a  subpoena  dueet  Ucum  on  the 
derk  of  the   Bntish   Museum  is  not 
sufficient  to  cause  him  to  produce  the 
file   of   a  newspaper.     However,   ap- 
parently the  British  Museum,  whether 
they  had  a  subposna  or  not,  did  not  re- 
quire much  tuition  in  the  matter.    They 
at  once  produce  their  files.  Let  as  suppose 
that  this  was  a  Tichbome  trial.   Would 

Mr.  T.  M.  ffeiOy 


it  be  tolerated  as  between  two  priviie 
parties  that  all  the  newspaper  filei  of 
the  country  which  are  couecfced  in  tke 
British  Museum  should  be  carted  twsy 
to  the  Strand  and  locked  up  fiom  tke 
general  body  of  the  public,  who  hxn 
the  first  right  and  claim  upon  them?  If 
that  is  the  use  to  which  the  Briiidi 
Museum  is  to  be  put,  I  say,  ''Awi^ 
with  the  British  Museum !  "    I  appre* 
hend   the    British  Museum  is  for  ttM 
advantage  of  the  public  genenlly,  md 
not  for  the  advantage  of  Mr.  Soames  or 
any  other  solicitor.     For  the  last  IS 
months    anybody    who    went    vp  to 
the  British  Museum  to  consult  the  Sm 
of  the  Irish  newspapers  or  the  EngiiBh 
newspapers   was  told,   "  Oh«  they  tie 
down   at  Mr.  Sbamee'  office !  "    Wlut 
answer  is  that  to  the  British  tazpejerf 
I  maintain    that   if  only  one  hnmUe 
being  wocdd  be  inconvenienced  by  tte 
removal  of  these  files,  they  ougfai  sot 
to  be  removed.    It  seems  to  me  tint  li 
a  subpoena  is  sufficient  to  break  up  ^ 
collection  at  the  British  Mnseum,  tiM 
should  be  salutary  legislative  anAontf 
to  prevent  it.    I  suppose  that  if  th* 
subpoena  had  ordered  the  authoritiei  to 
send  down  the  whole  librar^r  or  Ike 
skeleton  of   a  megatberium,  it  wsoU 
have  been  obeyed.    The  Tm$i  mi^ 
have  called  for  every  mineral,  vegetable 
or    animal  specimen  in  the  boilfoir* 
There  is  no    doubt   these   gendeoMS 
acted   with  the    greatest   impmdeaei* 
I  do  not  believe  any  legal  subpoea*  wn 
served  at  all ;  but  even  if  it  wwifOtaUB 
to    subpoena   the    authorities  d  ^ 
British  Museum,  I  think  thej  nug^ 
have  found  a  way  of  ezcusiiig  thsB* 
selves  from  the  production  of  the  Sm 
if  they  had  oared  to  do  so.    I  90V  go 
to  my  fourth  proposition.    I  desire  W 
everything  done  by  the  British  M"*^ 
shall    be    regularly    done.      ^-vS! 
to     know    what     right    the    ^"^ 
Museum  Authorities  had  to  ^^'^^T  "S 
these  valuable  records  to  the  eoste^f  * 
Mr.  Soames.  I  saw  from  tiie  newWp«* 
that  the  clerk  of  the  British  !!»» 
attended  the  Oommtssion  OourtfctJ** 
or  two  days,  and  that  then  a  genU^^ 
called  Sir  Bichard  Webster  got  up  ^ 
said— 

"The  British  Miweum  Anfliorititf  j* 
attending  day  after  day  and  briafiaf  *n 
these  doonments  every  day,  ho*  wettM**** 
they  should  be  left  hece." 

"  Oh,  certainly,"  said  the  Ftmift^  ^ 
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Tocollect  reading  that  nothing  that  has 
once  been  put  into  the  Museum  can  be 
taken  out  of  it  again  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  a  special  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
that  when  it  was  desired  on  one  occasion 
to  remove  an  old  skeleton  to  make  room 
tar  a  new  one  the  authorities  had  to  put 
the  old  skeleton  inside  the  new  one  so 
as  to  avoid  the  necessity  for  a  special 
enactment.    At  any  rate,  it  was  no  part 
of  the  duty  of  the  British  Museum  to 
celinquish  the  custody  of  these  docu- 
ments. There  may  be  Acts  of  Parliament 
to  enable  the  authorities  to  dispose  of 
their  lumber ;  but  it  is  another  thing 
for  the  authorities  to  hand  these  files 
orer  to  Mr.  Soames.    The    clerk  who 
produced  them  should  have  said,  "  I  am 
a  public   official.    You  require   these 
papers,  and  I  will  give  them  to  you  to 
look  through ;  but  they  must  be  equally 
aocesaible  to  the  litigants  on  the  other 
aide.''    That  was  not  done ;  Ifr.  Soames 
had  them  under  lock  and  key,  and  so 
far  as  the  general  body  of  litigants  were 
concerned  me  files  were  absolutely  dosed 
to     them.      Undoubtedly    tiie      Times 
nobbled  the  British  Museum ;  and  on  a 
later    date    we  shall    show    that    the 
3KmM  got  officials  of  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society,  who  are  paid  out  of  the  public 
money,  to  look  out  extracts  for  them.    I 
think  that  the  Motion  which  my  hon. 
X^end  has  made  is  a  reasonable  and 
neceesazy  one.    It  is  very  unsatisfactory 
to  the  Ineh  Members  to  have  to  bring 
these  matters  forward  after  the  thing  is 
OTer.     But  that  is  all  we  can  do  in  Ksh 
matters.    It  is  no  remedy,  however.    I 
do  not  suppose  that   there   will  be  a 
Famell  Oommission  again  for  another 
century.    The  British  Oonstitution  has 
not  sufficient  resources  to  produce  any- 
thing^ like  it  again  on  this  side  of  the 
20th    oentuiy.    There  is  absolutely  no 
delbnce  to  be  made  for  the  authorities  of 
the  British  Museum  in  this  matter,  and 
therefore  I  support  the  very  proper 
Motion  of  my   rieht  hon.  Friend  the 
Xiord.  M^or  of  Dublin. 

Thb   SEOEETART  to  the  TEEA- 

gUEt'S'  (Mr.  Jacksoit,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  am 

afraid    I    am  not  able  to  give    very 

mocli   information  to  hon.  Gentlemen 

qppofiite ;    and    I    regret  very   much 

the      absence    of    the    hon.    Baronet 

the     Member    for   the    University   of 

Xxmdcn  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  who  usually 

gffiswBTB  £oT  the  British  Museum.    My 

haxi*  X'ziend  the  Member  for  the  Gam- 


bridge  University  has  told  the  House 
that  two  officers  of  the  British  Museum 
were  consulted  in  this  case,  but  that 
they  did  not  act  in  the  matter  within 
the  hours  which  they  are  called  upon  to 
give  to  Museum  work.  I  do  not  si^- 
pose  that  anybody  believes  that  they 
entered  into  the  examination  which  they 
were  asked  to  undertake  from  any  par- 
tisan view.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Longford,  I  am  sure,  will  testify  to  the 
facilities  afforded  to  him  whenever  he 
has  applied  to  any  officer  connected 
with  tne  Museum.  I  believe  it  is  cus- 
tomary for  officers  atthe  British  Museum 
who  have  special  knowledge  to  be  couf 
suited  from  time  to  time  by  those  who 
desire  to  have  their  opinion.  Whether 
these  officers  would  have  undertaken 
this  duty,  had  they  known^  the  whole 
circumstaiLoes  of  the  case,  is  extremely 
doubtful;  but  I  do  not  think  it  hais 
been  shown  that  they  have  in  any 
way  taken  a  Party  side.  They  have 
examined  the  documents  purely  from 
the  point  of  view  of  their  knowledge 
and  experience  of  such  documents.  I 
believe  there  is  ample  power  to  compel 
the  production  of  any  aocuments  in  the 
Museum ;  and  I  do  not  understand  that 
it  is  contended  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  or  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  that  there  has  been  any  re- 
fusal to  anybody  to  see  the  files  of  the 
newspaper  in  question.  These  files 
were  sent  to  the  Oourt ;  and  I  take  it 
that  they  were  in  the  custody  of  the 
(?ourt. 

Mr.  sexton  :  If  anybody  wanted 
to  see  the  newspapers,  he  had  to  ask 
Mr.  Soames. 

Ma.  JACKSON :  I  do  not  understand 
that  either  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  anybody  who 
has  applied  to  see  the  files  has  been  re- 
fused, but  rather  that  the  newspapers 
were  sent  to  the  Oourt  and  placed  m  a 
particular  room  which,  in  their  opinion, 
looks  as  though  they  were  sent  there  in 
the  interests  of  one  side  or  one  litigant. 
I  imagine  that  when  the  newspapers 
were  brought  into  Oourt  imder  an  order 
of  Oourt,  Uiey  were  open  to  inspection 
by  any  party  in  the  case.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  not  personally  acquainted 
with  all  the  details  of  the  matter ;  but 
if  there  are  any  questions  of  detail  upon 
which  answers  are  desired,  distinct  in- 
quiries shall  be  made  before  the  Beport 
stage. 
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Hit.  LABOTJOHEBE  (Narthsm^- 
too) :  I  know  Bomething  about  tfais 
matter.  I  hare  had  a  ^ood  many 
actions  broufcht  againit  me,  and  I 
remember  that  in  regard  to  one  action 
—I  am  not  qnite  certain  whether 
the  Solioitor  General  was  for  me  or 
agunst  me;  he  has  been  both — I 
wanted  to  obtain  the  files  of  one  or  two 
newspapers  from  the  British  Ifnsenm, 
and  I  was  able  to  do  so  by  subpoenaing 
some  official.  But  the  newspapers  were 
not  given  into  my  cnstody.  They  were 
brought  into  Conrt  by  an  officii,  who 
took  them  away  again.  What  we  now 
complain  of  is  that  certain  documents 
were  brought  from  the  Museum  and 
handed  over  to  the  custody  of  Ur. 
Boames. 

Ma.  JAOESON':  Under  the  protec- 
tion of  the  Conrt. 

Ma.  LABOnOHERE:  The  Solicitor 
Oeneral  will  tell  the  hon.  Oentleman 
that  the  Oourt  has  no  power  to  allow 
such  documents  to  be  handed  over  either 
to  a  plaintiff  or  to  a  defendant.  Un- 
doubtedly in  this  matter  there  is 
a  certain  bias  on  the  part  of 
every  offidal  of  the  Qoremment,  which 
induces  them,  I  do  not  say  to  act 
gainst  the  other  side,  but  not  to  do 
anything  for  the  other  side.  Tbe  hon. 
Oentleman  who  has  defended  tbe  Ma- 
seam  authorities  stated  that  tbe  two 
officials  dcToted  their  time  to  this  matter 
out  of  office  hours.  Bnt  I  pat  it  to'  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
public  opinion  will  not  be  biased  by  two 
gentlemen  &om  the  British  Museum 
coming  forward  as  expert  witnesses  for 
theT^MM?  Unless  we  get  an  admission 
from  the  Qovemment  teat  a  wrong  has 
been  done,  and  a  promise  that  it  shall 
not  take  place  agam  in  any  future  trial 
of  this  sort,  I  hope  that  my  hon.  Friend 
will  go  to  a  Division. 

Ma.  CHANGE  (Kilkenny,  8.1 :  Ob- 
viously, all  documents  in  the  British 
Huseum,  within  the  possession,  power, 
and  procurement  of  the  trustees,  are 
entitled  to  be  produced  in  Oonrt,  al< 
though  they  are  held  under  strict  regu- 
lations by  the  trustees.  The  words  of 
the  Act  of  George  II.  are  most  specifi( 
on  the  point.  All  property  is  by  that 
Act  to  remain  under  the  control  of  tbe 
trustees  for  public  use  to  all  posterity. 
But  not  only  so,  even  if  the  trustees 
desire  to  move  part  of  their  ooUeotion  to 
another  building,  they  have  to  come  to 
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Parliament  for  an  Act  for  tbe  purpose. 
Thus,  in  1S78,  the  British  HaseomAct 
gave  tbe  trustees  special  power  to  re- 
move a  certain  portion  of  their  ooltwtion 
to  the  buildings  at  Bonth  Senmngtoi. 
Did  they  get  any  special  Act  for  Hi* 
removal  of  these  documents  from  the 
Museum,  to  Mr.  Soames'e  office  f  Thsw 
are  points  which  I  think  the  Solicitor 
Oeneral  might  help  ns  to  clear  np. 
•Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northsmptoii): 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  bsi  stiM 
that  these  two  gentlemen,  had  tbtj 
known  the  oiranmstances  from  the  be- 
ginning, probably  would  not  havs  gone 
into  this  transaction  at  all.  Bat  liielj 
it  was  known  long  before  the  piodoetiDii 
of  these  forged  letters  in  Conrt  that  tliiT 
were  not  documents  that  ought  to  bin 
been  used  in  a  criminal  charge.  Aiu^sr 
point  has  been  raised  which  it  a  litth 
confused.  I  sappose  there  is  no  doobt 
abont  the  right  of  any  party  in  s  uitbj 
a  subpcnna  dtteai  ItcHwt  to  csU  for  lb* 
production  in  Court  of  any  psitiailtr 
docnments ;  but  such  document^  ■> 
produced  as  these  files  of  pspen  wtn, 
should  never  leave  the  custody  of  the 
individual  producing  them.  TheyehooU 
be  held  in  his  oare  for  n'•^ 
enoe  by  either  party  to  the  nit  >" 
tbe  solicitors.  This  practice  is  inhvest 
to  the  proceedings.  IhaveseeBofcsIi 
of  tbe  British  Museum  in  Ooiit  ofR 
and  over  again  produce  under  nlfBU 
files  of  papers,  but  I  never  hesrf  of  ■ 
case  in  which  such  documssti  »«• 
placed  in  the  custody  of  one  psi^f  ^ 
the  suit.  If  that  has  been  done  iB  thu 
cose— I  have  no  knowledge  myself  sboot 
it,  but  I  have  heard  what  li»  !>«« 
stated  as  to  these  files  being  ta  In 
custodvof  Mr.  Soamea— thenlsayitK* 
proc 
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should  like  to  know  who  was  the  other 
expert  employed.  It  might  be  that  we  may 
have  occasion  for  his  services  in  a  case 
of   our  own  in  the  future.      Another 
question  of  detail,  which  may  be  within 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  cognisance,  is — 
Did  the  experts  day  by  day  have  these 
files  of  papers  in  their  custody  ?    Also— 
were  they  paid  by  the  T%m$9,  or  who 
were  they  paid  by  ?    These  are  questions 
upon  which  I  hope  we  may  get  an  an- 
swer. Then  as  to  the  conspiracy  in  which 
these  gentlemen  seemed  to  haye  joined, 
a   g^rave  question  arises.    I  thmk  we 
must  all  feel  that  it  is  necessary  we 
should  be  tender  about  the  reputation 
of  our  ancestors.    Now,  suppose  one  of 
these  gentlemen  should   have    before 
him  a  letter,  cay  from  the  Duchess  of 
Portsmouth  or  liUstress  Eleanor Gwynne, 
apon  the  authenticity    of  which  may 
depend  the  reputation  of  an  Ihiglish 
Monarch.    Very  grave  errors  might  arise 
to  the  Monarch's  reputation  through  the 
inoompetency  of  these  gentlemen,  and 
the   same   questions    might    arise    in 
reference  to  the  Monarch  of  a  later  era. 
The    hon.    Baronet    the    Member   for 
Cambridge  University  has  told  us  that 
the   work  of  these  officials  in  regard 
to  these  letters  was  done  after  office  hours. 
Bat  does  he  really  mean  to  say  that  a 
series  of  very  elaborate  experiments  were 
not  conducted  at  the  British  Museum, 
and  with  the  apparatus  of  that  Institu- 
tion ?    It  does  not  require  less  faith  than 
that  of  St.  Thomas,  if  we  hesitate  to 
beHeve  that  the  Museum  was  not  so  used. 
These  are  questions  upon  which  I  hope 
some  explanation  may  be  forthcoming. 
Mb.  B.  HAERINGTON  (Kerry,  "W.) : 
I  desire  to  bear  brief  testimony  to  the 
fact  that  the  papers  removed  from  the 
British  Museum,  and  which  have  been 
understood  heretofore  to  be  the  property 
of  the  nation,  and  in  the  custody  of  the 
trustees,  were  brought  down  from  the 
Mosenm,  I  think  without  formal  order 
of  the  Court,  and  certainly  were  trans- 
forred  to  the  custody  of  Mr.  Soames, 
and  access  to  them  was  denied  absolutely 
to  tbe  other  parties  in  the  suit.    This  is 
onrg^evance.  Ihavenocomplaintmyself 
to  mahe  of  beine  personally  damnified, 
tor  I  have  small  faith  in  British  Insti- 
tntionSy  including  the  British  Museum, 
and  so  I  provided  myself  with  a  file  of 
papers  from  my  own  office,  and  there- 
toro  was  not  at  that  loss  which  others 
of  my  Ck>lleagues  suffered  through  Mr. 


Soames  being  in  possession  of  the 
Museum  files.  Day  by  day  I  had  before 
me  the  fact  that  not  only  were  the  Mu- 
seum files  in  Mr.  Soames's  custody,  but 
he  had  Irish  policemen  placed  at  his 
service  to  go  over  the  papers  for  him 
and  make  extracts  therefrom.  This  is 
a  fact  that  cannot  be  denied.  I  believe 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  must 
be  in  a  position  to  have  had  some 
knowledge  of  these  proceedings  from 
their  inception.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
expressed  dissent.J  We  must  accept 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman's  disavowal. 
But  the  fact  remains  that  we,  the  weaker 
party  in  this  contest,  had  all  the 
odds  against  us.  You  used  the  public 
money ;  you  used  your  control  of  public 
Institutions ;  all  social  advantages  were 
on  your  side ;  you  used  even  the  money 
that  we  are  now  asked  to  vote,  that  you 
might  ply  Mr.  Soames  with  every  ad- 
vantage to  be  used  against  us.  And  all 
this  time  you  denied  any  access  by  us 
to  this  public  proper^  for  reference.  I 
think  my  hon.  !EViena  has  made  a  good 
point  in  his  reference  to  a  special  Act 
being  required  to  take  documents  from 
the  British  Museum ;  but  I  do  not  rest 
my  argument  upon  that.  What  I  say 
is  that  no  one  piurty  in  litigation  should 
be  able  to  compel  the  production  of  such 
documents  in  Oourt,  and  withhold  them 
from  the  other  partv.  It  was  especially 
hard  upon  us,  who  had  nottung  to  rely 
on  but  our  truth,  our  pluck,  and  public 
virtue.  Against  us  you  used  all  the 
advantage  of  wealth  and  social  influence, 
and  you  cannot  complain  if  we  indulge 
in  the  luxury  of  grumbling  and  pro- 
testation. I  am  quite  certain  that  what 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton) 
says  is  a  fact^ — that  these  documents 
were  in  the  custody  of  Mr.  Soames  at 
the  Law  Oourts ;  and,  further,  that  he 
had  the  assistance  in  the  examination 
of  these  documents  of  the  official  staff 
of  the  Museum  and  also  of  the  Irish 
police. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  I  regret 
that  none  of  the  hon*  and  learned  Gen* 
tlemen  who  were  engaged  before  the 
Commission  are  now  present,  because  I 
feel  confident  that  if  either  df  those  who 
sit  on  this  side  in  Gommittoe  were  here 
this  evening  he  would  be  able  to  show 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Committee 
that  these  newspaper  files  for  a  con- 
siderable period  were  not,  properly 
speaking,  in  the  custody  of  an  official 
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from  the  Uuseum,  but  solely  and  excln- 
nrely  in  the  onetody  and  ocoap&tios  of 
ICr.  Soamea.  In  proof  of  this  statement 
on  aeToral  ocoasions  last  November  and 
December,  and  while  the  Houho  was  in 
SeBsion,  and  Members  of  this  House 
were  lying  under  these  charges,  ve  went 
.  to  the  Court  to  obtain  extracts  from 
Ltish  newspapers,  from  certain  speeches 
alleged  against  us  in  evidence,  and  the 
learned  counsel  to  whom  we  referred 
told  US  we  should  go  to  Ireland  or  send 
to  Ireland  for  the  newspapers.  So  it  is 
avident  he  could  not  procure  these 
extracts  in  Oonrt.  This  much  will  be 
oonceded,  that  these  files  if  they  were  in 
Oonrt  should  have  been  as  aocesaible  to 
the  one  aide  as  the  other.  They  were 
not  in  Court,  and  they  were,  I  alle^, 
absolately  in  the  custody  of  Ur.  Soamee 
and  his  coadjutors.  I  do  not  think  the 
Committee  will  be  satiBfied  with  the 
explanation  of  the  hon.  Baronet  that 
these  British  Uuseum  ezperte  did  this 
delicate  work  after  office  hours.  It  is 
an  extxaordinary  thing  that  in  a  great 
State  trial,  as  a  Uember  of  the  Qovem- 
nient  has  appropriately  termed  it — it  is 
positively  indecent,  I  will  say,  that  ser-- 
vanta  of  a  public  institution,  offidale  of 
a.  great  national  institution  like  the 
British  Uiueum  paid  out  of  public 
funds  should  be  employed  in  a  trans- 
action of  this  kind.  Beyond  all  doubt 
it  raises  serious  questions  as  to  the  com- 
petency of  tbeee  gentiemen  to  occupy 
their  prsBcnt  position.  As  an  ordinary 
layman,  I  should  be  inclined  to  call  in 
question  the  ability  of  these  gentlemen 
to  decipher  Egyptian  hierog^hios,  if 
they  have  failed  to  see  the  forgery  of 
these  pen  AoratcbinRs  attributed  to  my 
hon.  ftiend  the  Member  for  Cork. 
Any  ordinary  judge  of  caligraphy  would 
have  discovered  the  forgery  alter  a  few 
hours'  examination.  The  hon.  Baronet 
says  these  gentiemen  did  their  work 
out  of  office  hours;  but  did  they 
perform  their  experiments  within  the 
walls  of  the  Museum  in  midnight 
seoreoy,  and  did  they  avail  themsfilTes 
of  the  apparatus  and  machinery  of 
the  Museum  ?  I  do  not  know,  but  I 
Buppose  cameras  and  photographic 
appliances  are  to  be  found  at  the 
Museum.  If  this  was  the  case,  what  a 
lame  excuse  it  is  to  say  the  work  was 
done  after  official  hours !  But  passing 
from  that,  why  should  theae  gentlemen 
be  required  to  undertake  the  work  at 
Mr.  FlgHH 


all  ?  Are  there  not  in  London  plwty 
of  (ikilful  photographers  who  wonld  htn 
equally  well  discharged  this  oompsn- 
tively  simple  work  of  taking  and  sn- 
larging  photographs  ?  Why  wen  these 
□ffioials  employed  at  all  ?  I  think  the 
time  of  the  Committee  is  well  emplojed 
in  the  endeavour  to  get  at  the  truth  of 
thishndneBS,  and  I  hope  some  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  sopplement 
the  little  information  we  have  hsd  u  to 
these  very  snspiaious  transaotiong. 

*Mb.  H.  J.   WILSON  (York,  W.H., 
Holmfirth) :    I  join  in  aokiiovted|iiig 
the  reasonableness  and  oourtesy  of  tba 
Secretary  to  the  Treasnry,  and  1  hope 
he  will  make  an  effort  to  satisfy  ni  on 
this  snbjeoL     He  asked  us  to  pat  q<i»- 
Uons  to  him  upon  detail ;  but  if  mj  boo. 
Friends  will  accept  a  littie  adrioe  bom 
me,  I  should  reoommend  them  uotto  atk 
for  any  details,  but  to  demanda  tnltnd 
complete  etatemsnt  of  all  that  has  takm 
place.    For  myown  part,  I  shall  dedi» 
to  intimate  any  particular  poist  opoi 
which  I  should  like  information.  Vhit 
is  wanted  ia  a  full  aoooant  of  the  irimfe 
transaction ;  when  it  began ;   whsn  it 
began ;  how  the  work  was  done ;  wfao 
paid  for  it ;  in  fact,  the  whole  stoiy  ia 
connection  with  it.     The  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  is  generally  very  eleir  ssd 
stnightforward,  and  I  hope  he  «iH  be 
so  in  this  case.      I  da  not  propose  to 
enter  at  length  into  the  sabject.    IwiU 
only  add  ^t    it   does    seem  a  IHfl* 
strange  that  with  the  knowledge  that 
thia  fsoussion  was  oooiing  on  to-nv't 
— for  it  has  been  a  matter  of  aotln- 
versy  both  in  the   House  and  in  tiie 
country  for  months — it  ia  strange,  I  HI, 
that  we  have  nobody  here  to  speak  wife 
anthorify  for  the  British  Museum.    A* 
Solicitor  General  has  sat  through  tUs 
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being  brought  to  their  knowledge,  be- 
esoae  no  document  can  be  moyed  with- 
oat  their  authority.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  G.  Stokes)  will  let  us  know 
vhat  action  was  taken  by  the  trustees, 
and  if  it  is  within  his  knowledge  Uiat 
the  subpcena  was  served. 

Mb.  SEXTON:    I  think  the  hon. 
Baronet  has  given  the  Oommittee  all 
the  information  in  his  power,   but  I 
think  that  he  will  agree  Uiat  the  infbr- 
nu^a  he  has  given  is  not  sufficient  to 
aatiafy  even  the  most  modest  curiosity. 
I  admit  that  the  testimony  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  is  valuable  on  many  subjects ; 
bat  in  regard  to  this  matter,  it  is  evi- 
dent that  the  testimony  would  be  more 
Talaable  after  inquiry  than  before,  and 
I  hojpe  he  will  be  so  good  as  to  make 
inquiry.  His  arguments  simply  unount 
to  this--that  what  tiie  officials  did  was 
after  office  hours.    But  that  appears  to 
be  founded  upon  speculation  in  hia  own 
nundi  for  the  only  reason  he  could  give 
was  tiiat  they  were  not  absent  during  the 
boors  of  duty.    Now,  there  is  no  doubt 
one  of  the  reasons  why  the  British 
Museum  was  selected  for  these  ezperi* 
meats  was  because  of  the  character  of 
its  plant  and  apparatus  and  its  facilities 
ibr  the  enlargement  of  photographs. 
But  tho  hon.  Baronet  does  not  appear 
to  have  informed  himself  upon  this  point, 
whether  the  work  was    done   in  the 
Muaeom  at  all.    The  Secretary  to  the 
^t^FMsuiy  has  made  but  a  lame  apology. 
Of  course,  he  is  very  effective  in  apoTo* 
giong  for  the  sins  of  others,  perhaps 
because  he  has  so  few  of  his  own  to 
Answer  for ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  he 
will  agree  that  an  arrangement  should 
bave  been  made  by  which  the  custody 
of  these  papers  should  have  been  in  an 
officer  of  the  Oourt  or  of  the  Museum, 
and  that  they  should  be  open  to  the 

T!tion  of  Htigants  on  either  side. 
.  JACKSON:  I  entirely  admit 
that,  and  I  did  not  understand  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  that  had  not 
been  done.  I  quite  understood  that  the 
ffies  were  in  Mr.  Soames'  room ;  but  I 
did  not  understand  there  was  any  diffi* 
c^^,  or  any  refusal  of  access  to  them, 
to  others  who  were  concerned,  and  I 
^derstand,  moreover,  that  they  were 
actually  in  the  custody  of  the  Oourt  for 
tiie  whole  time. 

Ub.  SEXTON  :  The  Commission  sat 
for  four  days  in  the  week,  and  during 
that  time  they  were  open  to  Mr.  Soames 


and  not  to  us.  During  the  other  three 
days  we  were  also  debarred  from  inspec- 
tion, while  Mr.  Soames  had  full  control. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  understood  that 
it  was  under  the  advice  of  his  own 
counsel  that  the  hon.  Member  sent  to 
Ireland  for  his  own  copies. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  My  hon.  Friend's 
counsel  would  not  have  advised  him  to 
go  to  Ireland  to  look  through  the  files 
when  he  could  get  them  in  London.  Mr. 
Soames's  agent  had  access  to  the  files  at 
any  time ;  but  whenever  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Irish  Members  desired  to 
look  at  them,  they  had  to  ask  the  per- 
mission of  Mr.  Soames  to  state  what 
papers  they  wanted  and  to  examine 
them  under  the  supervision  of  Mr. 
Soames's  clerks,  so  that  Mr.  Soan^es 
knew  exactly  what  evidence  it  was  in- 
tended to  give  and  was  able  to  prepare 
his  cross-examination.  The  whole  thing 
was  a  conspiracy  engineered  by  Mr. 
Soames.  I  am  surprised  that  a  man  of 
leg^  eminence,  such  as  the  Solioitoff 
General,  shoidd  sit  through  the  whole 
discussion  and  not  take  any  part  in  it 
except  by  gesture.  No  doubt  it  is  a 
discreet  silence,  and  tiie  matter  is  more 
the  Attorney  General's  business  than 
the  Solicitor  Qenerars.  The  Attorney 
General  received  a  splendid  fee  in  the 
case,  and  the  Solicitor  General  did  not. 
I  admit  that  there  is  a  strong  contrast 
to  be  drawn  between  the  conduct  of 
the  two  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen — the 
Solicitor  General,  though  he  received  no 
fee,  being  in  his  place,  and  the  Attorney 
(General,  who  had  so  large  a  pecuniary 
interest  in  the  Tm$9^  case,  being  absent. 
Without  going  any  further  into  that 
matter,  I  desire  to  point  out  that  we 
have  not  had  a  reply  to  several  questions 
we  have  addressed  to  the  Government. 
The  Committee  wish  to  know  who  the 
officials  were ;  whether  they  were  served 
with  subpoena  dwe*  tecum,  and,  if  so, 
when ;  how  long  they  continued  in  the 
service  of  the  Times;  what  operations 
they  performed ;  what  remuneration 
they  received  from  the  Time$ ;  and  what 
documents  were  specified  in  the  sub- 
poenas ?  Lastly,  are  these  the  officials 
upon  whom  the  country  depends  for 
deciding  the  validity  of  valuable  docu- 
ments. I  shall  ask  the  Committee  to 
divide  on  this  Vote  to-night.  I  intend 
to  raise  these  questions  again  on  the 
Eeport  stage,  and  I  trust  that  then  a 
reply  will  be  iforthcoming  either  from  the 
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Attorney  General  or  the  Trueteea  of  the 
British  Hnaeum. 

K[B.CHANNmQ:  (Nortbampton.E.): 
I  do  not  think  thie  Debate  should  be 
allowed  to  olose  without  the  law  being 
ktid  down  b;  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  the  castod;  of  the  docu- 
ments la  the  British  lluBeam.  I  think, 
seeing  that  the  Solicitor  Oaneral  is 
preeent,  we  should  have  his  opinion  of 
the  law  npon  a  question  of  such  im- 
portance as  this. 

«lni  BOLIOITOB  GENERAL  (Sir  E. 
Cl^kkk,  Plymouth) :  If  the  Oommittee 
desires  to  hear  my  opinioa  I  have  no 
abjeotion  to  gire  it.  Two  questions 
have  been  raised  in  the  course  of  the 
disoussioa ;  one  is  strictly  relevant  to  the 
Hotion  before  the  Committee  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  Tote,  and  that  is  the 
^sestion  of  the  conduct  of  the  two 
gentleman  who  seem  to  have  been  con- 
sulted with  regard  to  these  documents. 
The  other  is  tbe  question  of  what  was 
done  with  regard  to  the  produotian  of 
printed  matter  horn  the  British  Museum 
m  the  course  of  theoase,  andofitebeiag 
leAintbecuBt«dyofMr.  Soames.  With 
ngard  to  the  authority  for  having 
printed  matter  from  theBritlsh  Moeeum 
produced  in  Court,  the  legal  knowledge 
«nd  experience  of  the  two  Hembers  for 
Northampton  has  already  ehown  that 
it  is  within  the  competence  of  a 
Court  to  cause  printed  matter  to  be 
brought  from  the  British  Museum  when 
dealing  with  any  eort  of  case,  public  or 
private.  One  of  the  public  purposes  of 
a  complete  collection  of  literary  work  in 
the  British  Uussum  is  that  the  Courts  of 
Justice  may  he  able  to  referto  it.  Both 
the  hoD.  Ifembera  for  Northampton 
ia  their  diverse  ezperienoe  in  courts 
of  law,  have  had  to  do  with 
the  production  of  printed  matter. 
It  is  sud  that  in  this  case  printed  matter 
was  brought  to  the  Court  by  au  official 
af  the  British  Uuaeam  in  the  morning 
and  taken  back  iu  the  evening,  [Ori*t 
of  "Ho,  no."]  I  beg  pardon  ;  I  know 
this  from  one  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  already  spoken  in  this  Debate.  It 
was  taken  back  each  night  until  ou  the 
second  or  third  day  the  Attorney  General 
suggested  that  this  moving  to  and  fro  was 
aztramelj  in  convenient  and  unnecessary, 
and  I  understand  from  the  statements 
made  in  this  Debate  that  it  was  ordered 
that  the  files  should  remaia  in  the 
custody  of  Mr.  Soames. 
Jfr.  SfxCoM 


Sirviu  SitimalM. 


1416 


Mb.  BEXTON  :  Ordered  hy  whomf 
*SiK  E.  CLABKE :  By  the  CoarL  Ho 
such  proceeding  could  have  taken  plus 
except  under  the  order  of  the  Oooit; 
and  if  objection  had  been  nutds  bj 
either  of  the  litigants  against  the  si^Ii- 
cation  that  the  documents  ehonldbalett 
with  Mr.  Soames,  no  doubt  the  ordai 
would  have  been  refused.  It  is  stated 
that  there  was  great  difficulty  inohtun- 
ing  aooeea  to  the  documents.  I  hare  do 
knowledge  of  that,  but  it  has  not  bees 
stated  that  any  application  for  saeh 
aoceea  waa  made  to  the  Court  If  npre- 
sentations  had  been  made  about  tlw 
inooQvenienoe  of  the  doonmeiits  lying  is 
Mr.  Soames's  office,  no  doubt  tiutia- 
oonvenienoe  would  have  been  removel 
As  to  the  question  of  consulting  oBoita 
ontheqnestiouDf  haadwriting,  twogei- 
tlemen  of  the  British  Husenm  un 
been  referred  to.  The  name  of  «1; 
one  of  them  has  been  mentioned,  sM 
that  is  Ifr.  Birah.  I  do  not  dinna 
whether  it  is  right  or  wrong  for  tbi 
offidals  of  the  British  Museum  te  b« 
consulted,  but  I  do  know  that  it  ii  I7 
no  means  an  ezoeptioiial  thing  for  K^ 
Birch,  one  of  the  officuala  in  quMtini 
to  be  oonsnltad  on  queetions  of  hsnl' 
writing.  In  the  last  case  but  oat  is 
which  I  appeared— which  involvt'  > 
qnestion  of  forgery — where  the  ktptj 
of  a  will  was  expoeed,  Mr.  Biidi  we 
called  upon  to  give  an  opinion  oa  hsas* 
writing.  Isocoeededindefeatingtkevill 
which  was  then  in  question,  and  I  kaW 
of  Mr.  Birch  having  been  eafbpi 
because  I  held  his  report  in  my  bud. 
I  only  instance  this  case  to  show  Ihst  it 
has,  undoubtedly,  been  the  prMtkete 
consult  the  offirials  of  the  BiitiA 
Museum,  aud  there  is  not  the  amills* 
reason  for  supposing  that  their  ialih 
vention  in  the  narticular  case  uDdwfii* 
cussit 
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party  to  gj  into  Mr.  Soames's  cjffi  »e?  I 
think  the  proposal  to  reduce  the  Vote  a 
very  proper  one. 

Mr  T.M.HEALY:  I  shall,  oa  ReporS 
press  for  an  answer  to  one  or  two  ques- 
tions of  which  no  notice  has  been  taken. 
I  desire  to  know  to  whom  the  subpoBna 
was  addressed,  what  it  contained  ;  what 
the  officials  subpoenaed  were  asked  to 
produce;  what  these  gentlemen  were  paid, 
and  whether  the  payment  was  brou^^ht 
in  ease  of  the  charge  on  the  taxpayers. 
The  answer  given  by  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral is  no  answer  at  all,  and  I  assert  as  a 
matter  of  law  that  there  is  no  authority  to 
compel  the    British    Museum    or   any 
officer  of  that  Institution  to  produce  any- 
thing on  subpoena  daee»  tecun.     It  is  a 
monstrous    thing  if  Soames's  office  and 
the  British  Museum  are  to  be  inter- 
changeable terms.    The  course  taken  by 
the  British  Museum  Authorities  in  this 
instance  has  been  most  regrettable,  and 
no  answer  of  any  sort  or  description  has 
been  given  to  our  questions.  Supposing 
Soames  had  stuck  to  those  documents, 
or  had  mutilated  them  by  cutting  them 
into  ribands,    what  answer  would    be 
lorthc^minBT  to  the  inquiries  of  the  tax-, 
payers?    There    would-  be  'a  suit  for 
dfl^magee,    of    course,    by   the    British 
Vizteam    against   Soames,    but     what 
Answer  would  that  be  to  the  general 
public;   and    this    shows   the  inconye- 
nience  of  the  course  which  has    been 
followed.    Where  are  those  documents 
now  ?  I  suboiit  that  they  are  still  in  the 
office  of  Soames.     Are  they  back  again 
in  the  British  Museum?    No  one  can 
say ;    and    yet    the    Vote    is   brought 
forward  for  discussion  in  this  way.    As 
to  Messrs.  Birch  and  Inglis,  all  I  will 
say  is  that  it  was  on  the  testimony  of 
experts  such   as  these  that  the  Cross- 
maglen    prisoners    were    sentenced    to 
penal  servitude,  and  I  submit  that  they 
^ould  be  prevented  from  giving  bogus 
evidence  in    fraudulent  perjury  cases. 
While  thej^  may  be  competent  enouj^h 
to  deal  with  evidence  pertaining  to  the 
days  of  Julius  Csesar,  they  are  not  com- 
petent to  do  so^  in  the  days  of  Bit-hard 
Pigott. .  Liet   Mr.  Birch  remain  an  the 
classic  shades  of  the  British  i^uaeum  and 
Iraw  his   salary  peaceably.      If  he  is 
in  expert  the  best  place  for  him  to  exer- 
cise his  callings  is  in  the  place  where  he 
s  paid 'for  it  by  the  country.     It  i^i  a 
nonstrous  thing  that  any  of  those  public 
ervants   when    they    get   into  oIEcial 

VOL.  CCCXXXIX.   [THnu)  semkb.] 


positions  nhould  be  trot'ed  out  as 
exp»^rt<».  Tliey  really  know  nothin^i; 
more  about  these  thini^s  than  anybody 
e^s*»»  but  they  put  on  great  airs,  take 
great  oath's,  and  get  great  money.  This 
scandal  has  gone  far  enoutrh.  and  I  hope 
that  to-moirow  we  shall  have  some 
better  answer  than  that  given  from  the 
Treasurv  Borch. 

Mb.  CnANOE:  I  wish  to  a«k  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  see  that  Mr.  Birch 
and  other  gentlemen  are  not  permitted 
to  go  round  the  country,  with  all  the 
material  in  the  Museum  at  their  disposal; 
swearing  ppople  into  gaol? 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegil,  N.) ;  I 
have  always  understood  that  it  was  one 
of  the  duties  of  the  Government  to  call 
attention  to  the  extra  receipts  of  these 
officials.  We  certainly  have  a  right  to 
know  what  are  the  indirect  salaries 
which  these  gentlemen  receive,  and  to 
what  extent  the  British  Museum  grant 
is  supplemented  by  receipts  from  private 
individuals  when  those  receipts  aire 
earned  in  consequence  of  the  official 
position  of  those  who  obtain  them. 
This  Debate  will  be  useful  if  it  has  no 
other  effect  than  to  direct  particular 
attention  to  the  fact  that  these  men  are 
in  receipt  of  enormous  sums  for  private 
work  done  with  public  instruments,  and 
obtained  because  they  are  public  ser- 
vants; It  is  preposterous  to  say  it  is 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Committee  to 
investigate  the  matter.  I  think  we 
ought  to  be  infbrmed  not  only  what 
remuneration  these  gentlemen  received 
when  attending  on  their  subpoena,  but 
what  remuneration  the;^  '  received 
during  the  time  they  were  making 
the  investigation,  and  were  not 
on  subpoena.  It  is'  also  our 
duty  to  inquire  whether'  or  not 
they  used  the  instruments  of  the 
British  Museum  or  devoted  any  of  their 
official  time  to  this  outside  work.  I  give 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Stokes)  perfect 
credit  for  believing  that  they  were  at 
their  offices  during  the  proper  hours, 
though  he  did  not  say  they  were  doings 
official  work  all  the  time.  I  hope  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  inquire 
whether  any  of  the  work  was  done  during^ 
official  hours. 

Ma.  D.  SULLIVAN  ( Westmeath,  8.)  : 
After  the  very  inadequate  reply  of  the 
Government  I  beg  to  move,  Mr.  CoLrt- 
ney,  that  you  do  now  report  Progress.  * 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 'Afr.  D. 
JSuUivan.) 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment  again  proposed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  I  see  the 
lion,  and  learned  Attorney  General 
now  in  his  place.  He  will  remem- 
ber that  certain  doonments  were 
obtained  under  a  subpoena  ducss  tecum 
from  the  British  Museum.  These  docu- 
ments were  placed  in  Mr.  Soamf?s's 
private  room  at  the  Law  Courts.  It  has 
been  complained  by  hon.  Members,  who 
ttiay  be  described  as  the  persons 
ened  in  the  case,  that  they  had 
not  equal  opportunity  with  Mr. 
8oames  to  loos  into  the  documents. 
Our  complaint  is  that  documents 
were  taken  out  of  the  custody  of  the 
British  Museum  and  left  in  the  custody  of 
Mr.  Soame#.  Of  course,  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  will  see  that  that  was  a  most 
improper  thing  if  it  was  so.  The  Soli- 
citor General  admitted  that  it  was 
improper,  but  said  he  did  not  know  it 
to  be  so  at  the  time;  and  so  said  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury ;  at  least,  he 
did  not  attempt  to  defend  it. 

*SiB  E.  CLABKE :  I  did  not  say  so. 
What  I  said  was  that  it  was  understood 
that  these  documents  were  being  carted 
backwards  and  forwards  at  great  incon- 
venience; that  the  Attorney  General 
said  this  was  a  most  inconvenient  course, 
and  that  no  objection  wAs  taken  to  the 
Order  of  the  Court  as  to  their  custody 
at  the  Law  Courts. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE  :  I  do  not  care 
about  the  Law  Courts.  I  am  a  tax- 
payer, and  these  things  are  to  a  certain 
extent  my  property,  and. I  object  to  my 
property  being  left  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
fioames,  whether  by  the  permission  of 
the  Jndges  of  the  land  or  of  the  Attor- 
ney General.  We  want  to  understand 
whether  these  documents  were  left  by 
.an  official  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Soames ; 
.whether  they  really  were  in  the  hands 
•of  Mr.  Soames? 
*The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Websteb.  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  am  glad 
to  think  that  my  presence  here  at  this 
stage  may  be  useful  in  affording 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
on  the  opposite  side  answers  to  the 
questions  that  have  been  put  to  the  Go- 
vernment.   The  documents  were  never 
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out  of  the  custody  of  the  proper  officer 
of  the  British  Museum.  No  access  vu 
ever  had  to  them  by  the  advisers  of  the 
TimiSf  so  far  as  I  know,  except  under 
the  custody  of  that  officer,  and  Uie  same 
access  was  given  to  all  parties  con- 
cemed.  During  the  first  three  or  fonr 
days  the  papers,  all  of  which  were^ 
duced  on  subpcana,  were  carted  back- 
wart^s  and  forwards,  to  the  great  incon- 
venipnce  of  everybody.  Then  the  sug- 
gestion was  made,  if  my  memory  serres 
me  right,  by  Sir  Charies  Buasell,  that 
they  should  be  left  in  the  Law  Ooorts; 
I  will  not  be  quite  certain  as  to  this,  hot 
thejsuggestion  came,  so  far  as  I  reooBecl, 
from  the  other  side.  My  recollection  if 
that  this  was  suggested  to  Sir  JtmM 
Hannen,  who  was  informed  that  the 
officials  of  the  British  Museum  werenot 
entitled  to  leave  the  papers  anywheie 
else  than  in  the  Museum,  unless  the 
Commission  made  an  order  to  that 
effect.  Whereupon  Sir  James  Hasn© 
said  it  was  a  reasonable  proposal,  and 
directed  that  they  should  be  left  in  & 
room  in  the  Law  Courts.  I  am  aUe  to 
say  from  personal  knowledge—tiumpt 
having  been  counsel  for  the  TimHylvi 
unwilling  to  obtrude  my  personal  knot' 
ledge— that  the  papers  were  weeBwW 
to  any  of  the  parties  to  the  inqniij'  oo 
far  as  I  know,  the  documents  W^ 
never  produced  except  under  theoMW 
of  the  official  of  the  British  Utt><^ 
They  were  never  in  the  custody  of  *• 
solicitor  for  the  Tma,  in  whom  thehes- 
Member  for  Northampton  exprt*** 
such  distrust. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork,  tttj):  Th« 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sajt  t^ 
papers  were  never  in  thexsustody  ^f^ 
Soames.  I  may  state  that,  as  a  pB^ 
to  the  suit,  I  once  had  occasion  to  sm 
for  access  to  the  documents,  and  I  haa 
to  go  to  Mr.  Soames  and  get  » 
Soames's  permission  to  see  them.  I  va> 
conducted  by  Mr.  Soames  to  his  fO<* 
and  I  had  to  inspect  the  documsnt*  >• 
the  presence  of  half-a-dosw  of  V* 
Soames's  clerks. 

The  Committee  divided :— AjW  W; 
Noes  133.-~(Div.  List,  No.  310.) 

Original  Qaesti<m  put,  and  agrarf^ 

Besolution  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  piup***' 

••That   a   sum,  not   exoeedinf  W'pt*? 
granted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  ^^om^^jf 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charga  which  ma 
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in  ooune  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31tt  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  National  Gallery." 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL:  I  have  some- 
thing to  aay  in  regard  to  this  Vote,  and 
^SB  time  does  not  now  admit  of  mj  doing 
«pi  I  will  move  that  the  Chairman  re* 
poft  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
aCT^in. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.' — (iS^ir  George 
C^ampheli.) 

Mb.  W.  MoAETHUE  ,  (Cornwall, 
Mid.,  St.  Anstell) :  I  understood  the 
ri|<^ht  hon.  Oendeman  the  First 
Irford  of  the  Treasury  to  prouHse 
that  on  Saturday  he  will  only  tdce 
non-contentious  business.  I,  therefore, 
assume  that  on  that  day  he  will  not 
take  the  Diplomatic  and  Colonial  Votes. 

♦Mh.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  afraid  it 
will  be  impossible  to  satisfy  both  those 
kon.  Monbers  who  want  to  take  Votes 
and  those  who  da  not,  but  I  will  en- 
deaTout  to-morraW  to  state  some 
arrangement  with  regard  to  the  Satur- 
day Sitting,  which,  I  hope,  will  be 
generaUy^  satisfactory  to  the  House.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  really  desirous 
of  making  progress,  they  will  be  content 
to  nsake  some  sacrifice  of  their  own 
personal  conveuieoce. 

Mr.  W.  M'AKTHXJR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  8t.  Austell) :  I  would  point  out 
that  the  House  has  now  for  several 
moothfl  been  discussing  the  affairs  of 
some  37,000,000  of  people  in  these 
Islands,  but  there  are  270,000,000  more 
Qnder  British  rule  whose  affairs  have 
DOt  jet  been  touched.  All  I  ask  is  that 
tre  shall  not  be  called  on  to  take  the 
Votes  I  have  named  on  Saturday. 

Mb-LABOUCHEKE:  TheDlpIomatic 
Vote  is  always  regarded,  not  so  much 
as  a  contentious  Vote,  but  as  one  that 
requires  to  be  discussed.  I  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  matter  of 
fairness  not  to  call  upon  us  to  take  that 
Vote  on  Siaturday. 

*SiB  B.  FOWLER  (London}  :  I  hope 

Ke  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  take 
e  Colonial  Votes  on  Saturday. 

Mb-  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  £.) :  I  tru8t  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

Ean  wili  see  his  way  to  take  Supply  on 
itorday.  « 


♦Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Some  business 
must  be  taken  on  Saturday,  and  Gentle- 
men who  complain  that  Votes  are  post- 
poned are  now  asking  for  their  further 
postponement.  I  desire  the  House  to 
take  notice  of  this  fact. 

Me.  CHANNING  :  I  have  a  notice 
00  Class  V.  of  the  Estimates,  and  I  am 
perfectly  willing  that  it  should  be  taken 
on  Saturday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 

Committee  also  report  Progress;  to 
sit  again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Resolution  [9th  August]  xepotioi. 
Class  III. 

<<Tbat  a,  sum,  not  exceeding  i^4,062,  be 
granted  to  Der  Majesty,  to  complefe  the  tnm 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  ^jrment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 1  St  day  of  March,  1890,^  for  the  Salaries, 
AUowances,iUid  Expenses  and  P^^nsions  of  vari- 
ous County  Court  Officers,  of  Divisional  Com- 
missioners and  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  and  the 
Expenses  of  Revision.*' 

Eesolution  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
*<  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committed  In  the  said  Besoiution." 

Ma.  SEXTON :  The  latter  half  of  the 
Debate  on  this  important  Vote  was  left 
uDaoAwered  by  the  Qoyernment,  an4 
there  are  some  questions  of  importance 
aod  of  prefisin^  urgency  which  it  is  de- 
sirable to  consider  and  determine  before 
the  Report  of  the  Vote  is  agreed  to  by 
the  House,  I  have  first  to  refer  to  the 
case  of  the  Divisional  Commissionera. 
They  are  not  new  officials ;  they  are 
familiar  figures  under  a  new  name. 
They  have  been  hitherto  paid  and  em- 

Sloyed  under  the  style  of  Hesi^ent 
[agistratjes,  and  in  that  capacity  have 
received  salariesof  £1,000  a  year,  which 
is  far  in  excess  of  the  salary  legally 
payable  to  a  Besident  Magistrate  in 
Ireland.  These  payments  have  been 
continued  for  a  aeries  of  years.  The 
Auditor  C^eneral  has  protested,  and  the 
Government  have  endeavoured  to  get 
rid  of  the  illegality  of  the  position  by 
includiog  these  illegal  payments  in  the 
Appropnation  Bill,  and  this  year  they 
have  plunged  into  a  fresh  illegality.  It 
is  true  the  Qoverdment   introduced  a 
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Bill  dealing  with  the  matter,  thereby 
admitting  the  illegality  of  their  course ; 
l(ut  they  did  not  press  that  Bill  forward, 
and  made  no  effort  to  get  it  passed. 
How,  then,  do  they  now  endeavour  to 
get  out  of  their  illep;al  position  ?    Why, 
by  a  manoeuvre  that  is  almost  unex- 
ampled. They  have  arranged  that  these 
officials  shall    cease    to    be    Eesident 
Magistrates,  and  shall  become  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  has  dis- 
charged them,  at  some  date  unknown, 
frona  their  offices  asHesident  Magistrates, 
and     has    admitted     them,     also    at 
some'  date  unknown,  as  Justices  of  the 
Peace..   But  the  men  are  the  same,  the 
duties  are  the  same,  and  the  salary, 
which  it  was  illegal  to  pay  to  them  as 
Eesident  Magistrates,  is  also  the  same, 
and  is  now  made  legal  because  of  their 
change  of  office.    We  have  asked  for 
information  concerning  this  manoeuvre : 
we  have  asked  at  what  date  these  men 
ceased  to  be  Resident  Magistrates  and 
became  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  we  have 
asked  whether  they  paid  the  ordinary 
fees  on  being  admitted  as  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  and  we  have  also  asked  to 
what  counties  they  have  been  nominated; 
and,  although  we  have  put  all   these 
questions,  to  which  we  are  entitled  to 
have  replies,  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
this  evening  attempted  to  move  for  a 
flimsy  Betum  which  evades  the  whole 
question,  which  gives  us  no  information, 
and  leaves  us  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  we  were  in  .before.     But  we 
shall  press  for  this  information,  and  I 
trust  that,  as  long  as  the  salaries  of 
these  Eesident  Magistrates  are  sought 
to  be  illegally  paid,  the  Irish  Members 
will  resist  their  payment  by  every  con- 
stitutional means,  until  the  position  of 
these  functionaries,  whatever  they  may 
be  called,  is  regularised  in  due  form 
and  course  of  law.     I  imagine  that  the 
reluctance  of  the  Government  to  give 
this  information  is  due  to  an  unwilling- 
ness to  face  a  full  and  fair  discussion 
such  as  is  incidental  to  the  progress  of 
a  Bill.    What  are  the  functions  of  these 
remarkable  officials  ?    Why,  they  are  a 
kind  of   flezible    buffer    between  the 
Executive  and  the'  public,   and  their 
function  is  to  push  the  policy  of  violence 
against  the  public  right  to  the  extremest 
point,  and  to  minimise  the  responsibility 
of  the  Guvernment.    Under  this  system 
what  is  celled  the  responsibility  of  the 


Government  to  this  House  has  gone  to 
the  vanishing  point,  and  has  practicallj 
ceased  to  exist.  Under  it  there  is  no 
security  for  liberty,  justice,  or  fair  plaj 
to  any  political  opponent  of  the  GoVern- 
ment  in  Ireland.  These  Divisioni) 
Commissioners  get  up  oases,  espedallj 
against  public  men,  choose  the  Magii- 
trates  who  are  to  try  them  and  who  alio 
act  as  juries,  and  then  present  the  eri- 
dence  to  the  police  whose  promotioii  it 
in  their  hands.  To  put  it  shortly,  theae 
men  make  the  charge,  constitute  th» 
Judge  and.  jurv,. produce  the  endonce, 
and  reward  the  witnesses.  There  i» 
nothing  to  compare  with  this  in  any 
part  of  Great  Britain  or  of  the  dfilised 
world ;  and  the  chance  of  justice  aod 
fair  play  on  the  part  of  any  puUi<r 
man  engaged  in  any  political  mote- 
ment  in  &eland  in  opposition  to  tbe 
Government  has  absolut  )ly  disappeared. 
I  will  refer  to  one  or  two  of  these 
functionaries.  In  the  North  we  havv 
Mr.  Cameron.  He  is  the  man  wbo 
broke  into  the  emp^  homes  of  erietad 
tenant?,  and'  arrested  them  lor  foreible 
possession,  and  he  is  the  fonotioaiiT' 
whose  impartiality  .may  be  judged  \if 
the  fact  tnat  he  it  was  who  gavs  nui- 
leading  information  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  and  led  him  topaUish 
a  false  libel  on  the  hon.  Member  fo^ 
North  Monaghan. 

Me.  T.  W.RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.}- 
What  I  said  in  Court  was  that  WH 
heard  the  statement,  first  of  sll  b^ 
Mr.  Cipher^  I  went  to  the  villtg9  u^ 
consulted  with  the  Divisional  Odoidu- 
sioner  and  another  gentleman^  vA  ^\ 
was  because  Mr.  Cameron  and  thei  * 
gentleman  were  not  able  to  give  me 
name,  although  they  had  heard  of  tbi 
incident,  that  I  refiuined  from  m< 
ing  the  name.    . 

Mb.  sexton,:    At  any  rate,  it 
after  a  conversation  with  this  maaj 
the  hon.  Gentlepnan  took  upon 
to  make  a  statement  with  regard  to 
Member  for  North  Monaghan,  whkki 
was  afterwards  obliged  to  admit  oar 
to  be  false.    In  the  West  we  havs^ 
John  Byrne,  the  hero  of  the  Ix)i 
evictions ;    further     South    we  ^ 
Captain  Slacke,  and  in  the  Oooi^ 
Cork    there    is  Captain  Plunke«fci"^ 
sounded  the  keynote  of  outrage  b 
faoKius  telegram,  "  Da  not  hrtW*^ 
shoot."    He  and  Captain  Sliw  ' 
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dbdrage  and  promote*  those  policemen 
who  Sstingnish  themselves  by  outrage, 
and  repress  and  degrade  those  who  are 
oonspicaons  for  humanity  and  endeavour 
to  perform  their  duties  in  a  temperate 
spirit.  Daring  the  grater  part 
of.  the  .last  year  Captains  Plunkett 
and  Slaoke  devoted  themselves  to 
tiie  service  to  the  Timei,  and  judg- 
ing by  the  good  account  the  Chief 
Secretary  gave  of  the  state  of  Ireland 
in  their  absence,  I  think  it  would  be 
sound  economy  to  save  their  salaries  by 
transferring  them  to  the  Times  alto- 
gether. To  give  the  House  an  idea  of 
the  relations  of  these  functionaries  and 
tiie  people,  I  need  only  refer  to  the  case 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Kerry,  who  has  been  described  by 
Oolonel  Turner  as  a  person  who  has 
been  a  persistent  breaker  of  the  law  and 
a  scurrilous  traducer.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  were  again  to  be  tried  for  what 
til  any  other  country  would  be  called  the 
<»rd]nary  exercise  of  his  duty  as  a 
journalist  he  would  be  tried  before  Mr. 
Qecil  Boche,  who  has  said  of  him  that 
ke  systematically  insults  the  preservers 
of  law  and  order,  and  the  man  to  choose 
his  Judge  would  be  Colonel  Turner; 
the  Judge  would  be  Mr.  Cecil  Boche. 
I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  an  explana- 
tion of  Colonel  Turner's  conduct  with 
reference  to  the  Yandeleur  Estate. 
Oolonel  Turner  incited  the  landlords  to 
promote  eviction  and  to  bring  tenants 
from  distant  parts  of  Ireland  to  take  the 
^racant  farms  in  the  place  of  the  tenants 
whose  title  was  ancestral.  Colonel 
Vandeleur,  who  was  a  high-minded  man, 
was  about  to  settle  a  dispute  with  regard 
'lo  one  of  his  farms,  when  Colonel  Turner 
interfered  and  prevented  the  settlement 
being  carried  out.  What  explanation 
•ean  the  Chief  Secretary  give  of  the  letter 
written  by  Colonel  Ttmierto  another 
official,  **  Things  will  never  be  right  in 
Olare  until  old  Dynan  and  his  villanous 
priests  are  removed"?  How  did 
O>lonel  Turner  mean  them  to  be 
cemoved  ?  The  only  meaning  which  I 
«an  attach  to  the  letter  is  that  Colonel 
Turner  desires  that  the  police  should 
Imow  that  he  will  be  well  pleased  if  the 
priests  had  their  skulls  cracked  by 
batons,  or  if  some  of  them  can  be  hit  by 
ricochet  bullets,  such  as  have  been 
beard  of  at  Mitchelstown.  I  challenge 
O^donel  Turner  to  say  that  he  did  not 


mean  his  subordinates  to  understand 
that  he  would  not  be  sorry  if  violence 
were  done  to  the  worthy  Vicar  General 
of  the  Diocese  and  his  priests. 
I  now  come  to  the  case  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates,  and  first  I  will  deal  with 
that  of  Captain  Segrave.  That  hero 
has  been  too  much  forgotten.  His  case 
acquires  particular  interest  from  the 
fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  charged  Captain  Segrave 
in  this  House  with  having  embezzled 
the  funds  of  his  regimental  canteen  as 
well  as  money  confided  to  him  by  a 
private  soldier  to  send  to  his  mother* 
Immediately  after  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  was  never  before  interfered 
with  on  account  of  his  speeches,  was 
charged  in  respect  of  a  speech  which 
differed  in  no  way  from  those  of  which 
no  notice  had  been  taken,  and  was 
sentenced  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. I  believe,  and  the  Irish  people 
believe,  that  it  was  not  really  for  the 
speech  that  the  hon.  Member  was  prose- 
cuted, but  for  having  exposed  the  mis- 
conduct of  an  official  of  the  Crown. 
Captain  Segrave  has  been  allowed  to 
resign  his  appontment,  from  which  he 
ought  to  have  been  dismissed  with 
ignominy.  I  wish  to  know  what  was 
the  date  of  the  resignation ^  and  whether 
Captain  Segrave  has  been  allowed  to 
resign  in  order  to  enable  him  at  a  f  utu  ra 
time  to  re-enter  the  public  service. 
What  amount  of  salary  has  he  been 
paid  since  the  date  of  his  exposure  in 
this  House  ?  Another  Besident  Magis- 
trate is  a  gentleman  whose  name  is 
constantly  appearing  on  the  black  list. 
There  is  Colonel  Caddell,  a  gentleman 
of  whose  legal  knowledge  nobody  is 
satisfied.  Only  recently  he  insulted 
a  young  girl  who  was  at  the 
time  in  the  custody  of  the  police. 
The  discrepancy  between  his  sentences 
is  remarkable,  emergency  men  being 
treated  with  exceptional  leniency.  Out 
of  the  75  Besident  Magistrates  whose 
names  appear  upon  the  Beturn  of  last 
March  there  are  only  33  of  whose  legal 
knowledge  even  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
satisfied,  while  the  legal  knowledge  of 
the  remaining  42  gives  no  satisfaction  to 
any  one  in  the  world.  Twelve  Magis- 
trates have  been  selected  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  lor 
their  legal  capacity.  Only  three  of  them 
are  barristers,  eight  are  retired  officers 
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and  one  had  no  ooonpation  at  all  previoos 
to  being  appointed.  One  of  the  12  ie 
Ht.  Cecil  Boche.  It  is  true  that  that 
Oentleman  was  appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer,  bnt  when  hie  term  of  office 
expired  it  vas  notrenewed.  Thecareer 
of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  under  Lord  Spencer 
was  a  downward  career.  Under  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  it  has  been  an 
upward  career.  The  case,  then,  stands 
thus.  Out  of  7S  UagiBtrates,  there  were 
21  of  whose  lei^al  knowledge  Lord 
Spencer  wbb  aatiafied;  12  of  whose 
l^al  knowledge  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  been  satisfied ;  and 
42  without  lenl  knowledge  at  all.  Seven 
Magistrates  have  been  chosen  hy  the 
Lonl  Chancellor  to  hold  private 
inquiries,  five  of  whom  are  simply 
ex-constabularj  officers,  whose  names 
hare  been  most  closely  connected  with 
the  conspiraoy  of  the  Timtt  agaicst  the 
Irish  Members.  I  oon'end  that  this 
selection  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
a  deliberate  misuse  of  the  authority 
confided  in  him  by  the  House.  If  these 
Magistrates  were,  as  the  Chief  Secretary 
contends,  judicial  officers,  and  not  mere 
agents  of  the  Executive,  I  would  ask  the 
right  boo.  Oentleman  to  turn  over  in 
hia  mind  a  few  short  aod  simple  quea- 
tions.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that,  after  his 
speech  at  Uanchester  in  which  he  oom- 
pl^ned  of  the  inconvenience  of  long 
sentences  resulting  in  appeals,  these 
Magistrates  all  over  Ireland  at  once  and 
simultaneonely  adopted  a  new  system  ? 
Bid  they  not  defeat  the  constitutional 
right  of  appeal  by  inflicting  short 
sentences  ?  They  did  that  because  they 
took'  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's 
speech  as  a  direition,  and  because 
they  felt  their  promotion  would  be 
imperilled  if  they  did  not  do  bo.  Then 
there  is  another  curious  fact,  that  the 
Besident  Msgistrates  never  disagree. 
They  have  b«en  sitting  in  couples  for 
two  years  ormore  under  tbeCoercion  Act, 
and  they  have  tried  thousands  of  cases. 
Why  is  it  that  two  of  these  Beaideot 
Hagistratea  have  never  disagreed  ? 
There  may  have  been  one  occasion  on 
which  they  disagreed,  but  tnat  one 
occasion  serves  to  prove  the  rule.  This 
agreement  can  only  Le  explained  on  the 
theory  that  these  Bebidenl  Uagiatrates 
do  not  pretend  to  regard  themselves  us 
judicial  persons,  but  rather  as  the  in- 
strumeats  and  agents  of  the  Ooverument 
ifr.  S<Ktm 


to  carry  oat  the  policy  of  die  Qnaf 
Secretary.  They  feel  no  mora  at  fitnlj 
to  disagree  than  two  policemen  on  a 
beat.  They  agree  because  tfae;  havs 
their  orders.  They  know  the  casnia 
which  it  is  desired  by  Dublin  Cutis 
that  they  should  convict,  and  thou  is 
which  a  oonviotion  is  not  conndend 
essential.  If  there  were  no  other  fict 
before  the  House,  the  fact  thsl  thus 
Magistrates  always  display  such  »• 
mai'kable  unanimity  in  agraeiog  apoD 
convictions  is  not  to  be  aceonntsl 
for,  except  by  the  knowledge  that  they 
are  not  Judicial  persona  but  an  in- 
strumeota,  agents,  aervancs,  "  Uaeom- 
mercial  Travellers,"  as  perhaps  Dickeu 
might  have  called  them,  sent  by  the 
Executive  to  rarioua  parts  of  Irelud  to 
carry  out  a  certain  lino  of  policy  tad 
attack  sgainst  the  national  movsmeot. 
There  is  one  other  question  I  hsTs  to 
ask.  Why  is  it  that  no  Bendent  Usgii- 
trate  since  the  Coercion  Act  was  puM 
has  exercised  the  legal  powerof  diiectiiig 
that  a  prisoner  should  bs  treated  si  a 
first-class  misdemeanant  ?  A  Oinai 
Act  priaoner  was  so  treated  in  OM  oui 
by  the  order  of  a  Magistrate  in  Dabltn. 
He  was  a  Magistrate  who  was  iiid» 
pendent  of  the  Executive,  because  tbne 
was  no  power  to  remove  him.  But  ^ 
never  got  another  case  to  try.  TheissMa 
ii  obvious.  The  Government  wooUk* 
commit  another  trial  to  the  can  ^ 
Magistrate  who  had  dared  to  eieni* 
his  legal  power  in  the  direclioa  <t 
leniency  and  moderation.  TheBetidst 
Magistrates  act  on  the  andeittaadiBK 
that  the  policy  of  the  Chief  Semtu? 
for  Ireland  is  a  policy  of  cmeliy.  *■ 
must  say  a  few  words  on  the  cue  ef 
Mr.  Conybeare.  Mr.  Oonybeara  asd 
Mr.  Harrison,  of  Oxford,  were  trisd 
together  on  ttie  eame  charge,  and  the 
same  evidence  was  offered  against  both. 
Mr.  Harrison  was  not  convicted.  Eierj- 
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off,  would  not  be  convicted  because 
official  steps  had  been  taken  to  that 
end.  Mr.  Harrison  had  influential  Tory 
relatiTes,  and  the  Eesident  Magistrates 
were  instructed  not  to  convict.  Mr. 
Harrifion  was  acquitted ;  Mr.  Conybeare, 
on  the  same  evidence,  was  convicted. 
The  case  was  taken  into  the  Court  of 
Exchequer.  One  member  of  that  Court, 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  conviction  was  bad, 
while  another  member  of  the  Court 
had  grave  doubts  on  the  point,  and 
Mr.  Baron  Dowse  confessed  to  being 
'I  bewildered."  Is  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament, under  such  circumstances, 
to  he  kept  for  the  full  term  of  his 
sentence  in  a  gaol    from  which  three 

Sersons  have  recently    come    forth  to 
ie?    When  I  refer  to  the  policy  of 
cruelty    I   cannot    help    saying   it    is 
shameful  that,  although  Mr.  Conybeare 
is  suffering  from  injured  eyesight  and 
failing  health,  the  Prisons  Board  will  not 
put  up  a  few  planks  so  that  he  may 
have  the  opportunity  of  exercise  in  the 
open  air  in  vret  weather.    Now,  Sir,  I 
ask  whether  this  sentence  is  to  be  carried 
out  to  its  full  extent?    I  think    the 
country  will  form  the  opinion  that  it  is 
not  creditable  that  a  Government,  which 
was  able  only  to  obtain  a  majority  of 
four  upon  a  critical  question  involving 
the  interests  of  Mr.  Convbeare's  consti- 
tuents amongst  others,  should  keep  him 
ooofined  in  prison.    I  suppose  it  is  use- 
less to  address  an  appeal  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  at  a  moment  when  its  majority 
has  fallen  so  low  and  when  five  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  are  safely  stowed 
away  in  Her  Majesty's   prisons.    The 
last  case  I  have  to  deal  with  is  that  of 
Dr.  Tanner.   It  is  now  quite  clear,  from 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
that  the  Magistrates  had  no  jurisdiction 
to  try  him  at  all  on  the  occasion  in 
question.     It    is    also    clear    that    the 
Magistrates  exasperated  Dr.  Tanner  by 
their  demeanour,  and  by  ordering  his 
counsel  (Mr.  T.  Healy)  out  of  Court. 
When  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
expelled  from  Court,  two  of  Dr.  Tanner's 
witnesses,  the  ex- Mayor  of  Cork,  and 
Mr.  Welsh,  the  Harbour  Commissioner, 
believing  the  case  to  be  at  an  end,  also 
went  out  of  Court.    The  ex-Mayor  of 
Oork  went  into  the  box  to  give  evidence 
but  was  turned  out  of  the  box.    Father 
Humphreys,  a  third  witness,  was  pre- 


sent, and  ready  to  swear  that  Dr.  Tann^ 
had  not  committed  the  offence  with 
which  he  was  charged.  He  made  the 
most  harmless  observation  in  Court. 
He  was  affronted  by  the  Magistrates^ 
and  felt  there  was  no  course  open 
to  him  but  to  leave  the  Court.  Dr. 
Tanner,  I  say,  was  worked  up  into  a 
state  of  exasperation,  and  addressing 
the  Court,  which  had  no  jurisdiction, 
he  used  language  which  was  disagree- 
able  to  it.  The  Magistrates  never  cau- 
tioned him  or  named  him,  but  listened 
to  him  in  silence.  Why  did  they  re- 
main silent  ?  Because  a  trap  had  been 
laid  and  Dr.  Tanner  was  falling  into  itk 
They  retired  from  Court  and  oame  back 
in  15  minutes  with  an  elaborate  docu- 
ment which  the  ex-Indian  official^  and 
ex-artillery  officer  could  not  have  drawn 
in  15  months,  much  less  in  15  minutes.  I 
say,  Sir,  that  the  whole  proceedings  of 
that  day  offer  conclusive  evidence  of  a 
plot  between  the  Executive  and  the 
Magistrates  to  entrap  my  hon.Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner).  I 
do  not  think  even  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  will  argue 
that  these  obscure  persons  m  Tipperary 
could  have  hit  on  the  idea  of  that  war^ 
rant,  founded  on  a  jurisdiction  which 
had  never  before  been  exercised  in  any 
solitary  case,  and  could  have  drawn  it 
up  in  15  minutesr  The  warrant  for 
contempt  was  drawn  up  in  collusion 
with  the  Executive  in  Dublin  Castle,  in 
the  expectation  that  my  hon.  Friend^ 
being  a  man  of  quick  temper,  and  of  no 
considerable  restraint  of  language^ 
would  use  language  which  would  be 
considered  as  constituting  a  contempt  of 
Court.  It  was  impossible  for  my  hon. 
Friend  to  give  sureties,  because  by 
doiog  so  he  would  have  pronounced 
judgment  on  himself.  I  am,  however^ 
saved  from  arguing  that  question^ 
because  the  Lord  Chief  Baron  said  from 
the  Bench  that  nothing  would  induce 
him  to  give  security  to  keep  the  peace. 
While  the  Chief  Baron  declared  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Magistrates  techni- 
cally existed,  he  expressed  his  regret 
that  the  Court  of  Exchequer  was  not 
entitled  to  inquire  whether  there  had 
been  contempt  at  all,  or  whether^ 
if  there  had  been  jurisdiction, 
it  was  fairly  or  properly  exercised. 
He  spoke  of  the  jurisdiction  in  terms  of 
disapproval  and  disgust.    He  declared 
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•that  it  was  a  glaring  anomaly,  and 
.appealed  to  tlie  Legiplatnre  to  remove  a 
•most  odious  and  intolerable  tyranny. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  been  sent  to  prison 
as  an  untried  prisoner,  and  1  have  a 
letter  from  him  in  which  he  says  that 
his  treatment  is  wor:it  than  the  treat- 
ment of  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
Well,  Sir,  if  the^e  things  are  1o  go  on. 
we  need  not  pay  anything  more  about 
the  Coercion  A:t ;  that  is  merely  a  trifle 
in  comparison.  I  hear  this  very  day  of 
a  mar,  who  was  guilty  of  the  offence  of 
nodding  and  winking  at  a  fair  where 
Bome  pigs  were  being  sold,  having  been 
HOntenced  to  two  terms  of  three  months' 
imprisonment,  and,  in  addition,  to  two 
terms  more  in  default  of  bail.  Under 
the  Coercion  Act  there  must  at  least  be 
a  charge  made  and  some  evidence  heard; 
t)ut  under  this  new-found,  but  very  old 
jurisdiction,  any  two  agents  of  the  right 
.hon.  Gentleman,  without  any  charge 
being  made,  or  without  hearing  any 
evidence  or  any  defence,  may  take  up 
the  position  that  language  has  been  used 
which  is  not  sufficiently  respectful,  and 
'Call  upon  a  man,  perhaps  for  a  fierce 
word  inadvertently  spoken,  to  find  bail 
beyond  the  value  of  his  whole  worldly 
.goods,  or  to  go  to  prison  for  the  term  of 
his  whole  natural  life.  If  the  lawyers 
of  the  Crown  in  Dublin  Castle  are  to 
be  allowed  to  dig  up  these  dustheaps 
of  oppression,  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  not  resort  to  pulling  out  teeth, 
or  to  the  maiden's  embrace,  or  to  the 
boot,  or  the  thumbscrew.  Nay,  I 
think  that  those  forms  of  procedure 
would  be  more  justi6able,  because 
'they  l^ave  at  least  been  exercised  and 
were  legal  at  the  time  ;  but  in  this 
<;ase,  assuming  that  the  jurisdiction 
does  exist,  it  is  one  which  has  never 
^een  used  before.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allows  the  continuance  of 
this  new  jurisdiction  he  will  drive  Ire- 
Jand  into  a  state  of  things  in  which 
despotism  will  no  longer  appear  under 
the  form  of  law.  I  phall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  divide  the  Houpc  upon  the  Vote. 
.'•The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour^  :  I  am 
one  of  tl.o^e  who  entertain  considerable 
admiration  f«T  the  oratory  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  ; 
.but  if  the  rght  hon.  Gentleman  will 
arcept  counsel  from  me  it  will  be  not 
to    ppoil  his  great  gifts  of  speech  by 

J/r.  S^x'on 


the  exaggeration  which  so  often  man 
them.  I  will  take  three  examples  of 
this.  In  the  first  place,  there  was  the 
case  of  Dr.  Tanner.  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  said  that  Dr.  Tanner  vai 
subjected  to  worse  treatment  than  if  he 
had  been  imprisoned  for  contempt  I 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  entirely  misinformed.  I  be- 
lieve that  the  kind  of  imprisonment 
to  which  Dr.  Tanner  is  now  subjected 
is  precisely  that  to  which  he  would 
have  been  subjected  for  contempt  o! 
Court.  Whether  that  be  so  or  not, 
I  am  certain  of  thb— that  the  treat- 
ment which  an  untried  prisoner  reoeifei 
is  more  favourable  than  that  of  a 
first-class  misdemeanant.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  eaid  that  the 
Government  had  unearthed  a  mostj 
statute  with  which  to  attack  its  political 
opponents.  It  is  true  that  the  statute  of 
Edward  III.  has  never  been  used  with 
regard  to  misbehaviour  in  Court;  bat  it 
is  wholly  incorrect  to  say  that  the 
statute  has  been  allowed  to  grow  putj 
from  disuse.  It  has  constantly  been 
used  not  only  in  this  country,  but  in 
Ireland  also. 

Me.  SEXTON  :  The  rij?ht  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entirely  missing  the  point; 
my  point  is  that  it  has  never  been  med 
to  send  a  person  to  prison  for  words 
spoken  in  Court. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Does  the  right 
hon. Gentleman  not  see  that  if  thestatate 
has  been  used  continuously  in  thiscoontiy 
and  in  Ireland  for  dealing  with  ?arioni 
f«rms  of  misbehavour,  it  is  at  all  oreoti 
no  extravagant  exercise  of  autboritj  to 
use  it  with  regard  to  a  particular  form 
of  misbehavour,  which  certainly  caaiiot 
be  described  as  otherwise  than  serioaat 
Then  there  is  another  instance  of  the 
strange  lengths  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  prepared  to  go  in  what  he 
has  stated  with  regard  to  Couuty  Oo«rt 
Judges.  We  are  familiar  with  attadn 
on  Kesident  Magistrates  in  this  Hooee 
on  the  ground  that  they  ara  the  serranti 
of  the  Executive,  and,  therefore,  caaaot 
^ive  independent  judgments.  Datwte 
the  Government  point  out  that  At 
judgments  of  the  Resident  Magiafiat* 
are  supported  and  confirmed  by  tbt 
County  Court  Judges,  then  calom^ 
spreads,  and  the  atticks  foriBfnf 
made  upon  the  Besident  Magistrates  ai* 
extended  £0  as  to  include  the  Ooob^ 
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Court  Judges.  It  is  absurd  as  well  as 
^^^ssly  calumuious  to  suggest  that  the 
Irish  County  Court  Judges  are  influenced 
in  the  decisions  they  give  by  some  vague 
hope — in  support  of  which  I  know  of 
no  instances  that  has  occurred — that 
they  might  in  the  remote  future  be 
removed  by  the  Executive  to  some  more 
convenient  county  or  to  some  more  highly 
paid  place.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
must  see  that  in  makingsuoh  a  suggestion 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland  he  is  overloading  his 
case  unnecessarily.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  commenced  his  attack  upon 
the  Gk>vemment  by  referring  to  changes 
in  the  position  of  the  Divisional  Com- 
missioners; but  those  changes  were  made 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Auditor 
Oeneral  and  of  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  with  the  object  of  placing 
the  office  of  those  gentlemen  upon  a 
regular  footing,  instead  of  Jthe  irregular 
though  perfectly  legal  footing  upon 
which  it  had  previously  rested. 

♦Mb.  BABR an  (Tork,W.R.,  Otley) : 
The  Public  Accounts  Committee  have 
for  years  denied  that  these  were  on  a 
iegal  footing. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    No  doubt 

that  may  have  been  the  opinion  of  the 

Public  Accounts  Committee,  but  I  prefer 

to  rely  on  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Advisers 

of  the  Crown.      Then  the  right  hon. 

Oentleman  referred  to  a  charge  which 

baa  been  made  against  Colonel  Turner, 

that  he  threatened  a  woman  on  the 

Yandeleur  estates  to  prevent  her  giving 

up  possession  of  her  holding  in  order 

that  a  former  tenant  might  be  reinstated. 

The  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  evidently 

been  wholly  misinformed  with  regard  to 

the  matter,  because  what  Colonel  Turner 

did  was  to  inform  the  woman  that  if  she 

did  not  wish  to  give  up  possession  of 

her  holding  she  would  be  protected  in 

her  legal  rights — which  is  a  very  proper 

remark  for  a  Magistrate  to  make.     As 

to    the    letter    attributed    to    Colonel 

Turner   casting    reflections    upon    the 

Irish   priests,    all  I    can  say  is  that  I 

have    no    knowledge    of    that     letter, 

although  I  know  that  there  are  priests 

In  Clare  who  do  little  honour  to  their 

cloth. 


Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  challenge 
you  to  name  one.  [^Cria  of  **  Order !  "1 
Name  one,  or  repeat  what  you  have  said 


outside  the  House.    [  Criei  of  "  Order !  " 
"  Withdraw !  "  and  other  intorrupiiom.'] 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  particular  letter  referred 
to.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  d incurs  the  case  of  Captain  Segrave. 
I  did  not  interrupt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, although  he  was  irregular  in 
discussing  that  case  on  the  present  Vote, 
because  Captain  Segrave's  salary  is 
not  on  the  Votes  of  the  year.  All  I  can 
say  with  regard  to  that  matter  is  that  I 
should  be  unworthy  of  the  position 
which  I  hold  if  I  had  dismissed  an 
official  upon  telegraphic  information 
received  from  the  Cape. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
Forgive  me  for  a  moment.  There 
are  facts  which  the  public  ought  to 
know.  Parliament  met  on  February 
21,  and  two  days  after  that  date 
I  produced  a  certified  copy  of  the 
Cipe  Mail  announcing  the  dismissal  of 
Captain  Segrave  from  the  Cape.  I  told 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  he  would  find 
the  facts  at  the  Colonial  Ofiice,  but  it 
was  not  until  March  2 1  that  any  steps 
were  taken,  and  during  the  whole  inter- 
val  this  cashiered  officer  was  drawing 
the  public  funds. 

♦Mr.  a:  J.  BALFOUR :  As  a  matter 
of  fact  I  do  not  believe  that  he  was 
drawing  the  public  funds. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  With  all  respect 
he  was.  I  have  given  special  attention 
to  the  facts.  The  subject  is  as  dear  to 
me  as  the  battering  ram. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not 
doubt  the  motives  of  the  ,  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  grasped  the  details.  I 
had  indeed  placed  before  me  the  state- 
ment of  Captain  Segrave's  dismissal 
from  the  Cape,  but  I  could  not  take 
any  action  until  I  had  heard  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  dismissal  oc- 
curred. I  did  not  receive  the  full  details 
until  March  21,  and  then  Captain  Se- 
grave was  permitted  to  resign.  And 
while,  having  reviewed  the  case  with 
some  care,  I  thought  that  Lord  Aber- 
deen would  never  have  thought  of 
appointing  Captain  Segrave  had  he 
known  all  that  wq  now  know.  I  also 
thought  that  Captain  Segrave  had  been 
treated  rather  harshly  by  the  Cape 
Government,  and  very  harshly  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 
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Mb.  'MAO  NEILL :  He  was  not  ap- 
apointed  by  Lord  Aberdeen,  bnt  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  iSrade. 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  expressed 
the  opinion  that  Lord  Aberdeen  would 
never  have  thought  of  appointing  Oap- 
tain  Segrave;  and  I  repeat  that  that 
appointment,  though  carried  into  efEect 
by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
was  practically  settled  before  my  right 
hon.  Friend  came  into  office.  To  pass 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Cecil  Boche,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Belfast,  with  a  considerable  recklessness 
of  statement,  gave  the  House  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Cecil  Itoche  had  been  dismissed 
by  Lord  Spencer  from  the  office  of  Land 
Commissioner. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  said  no  such  thing. 
I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  recklessness  of  statement  is  entirely 
on  his  side.  I  said  that  when  his  term 
of  office  had  expired  he  was  not  re-taken 
into  employment. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  As  a  matter 
of  fact  Mr.  Eoche  was  re-appointed  cer- 
tainly once  if  not  twice  under  Lord 
Spencer,  so  that  the  particular  in- 
ference which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wishes  to  draw  appears  to  be 
wholly  unfounded.  If  any  one 
studies  Mr.  Cecil  Boche's  magisterial 
record  as  indicated  by  the  results  of  the 
appeals  from  his  decisions,  there  will 
be  found  no  reason  to  doubt  the  im- 
partiality of  those  decisions.  According 
to  the  Official  Eetum,  from  October  1, 
1888,  to  July  31,  1889,  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
tried  35  persons  under  the  Crimes  Act. 
Of  these  26  were  convicted,  and  appeal 
was  taken  only  in  nine  cases.  None  of 
the  nine  decisions  were  reversed;  in 
two  cases  the  sentences  were  reduced, 

two  cases  are  still  pending,  and  in  five 
cases  the  sentences  were  fuUy  confirmed. 
That  is  not  a  record  of  which  Mr.  Cecil 
Boche  or  his  friends  need  be  ashamed. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attacked 
the  appointment  made  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Lreland  of  Magistrates  to 
hold  secret  inquiries.  I  assert  that  the 
secret  inquiries  held  under  the  Crimes 
Act  have  done  more  to  bring  offenders 
^o  justice  than  any  action  of  a  similar 


kind  taken  in  Ireland  within  historic 
times.    If  any  hon.  Member  will  look 
at  the  Parliamentary  Betum  he  will 
see     that     crimes     of     the    grsfest 
description,     such    as    murder,  firing 
and     wounding,     and     moonligfatiog 
offences,  have  been  detected  and  the 
perpetrators  brought  to  justice  thioagh 
the  instrumentality  of   the  secret  in- 
quiries conducted  by  these  Magistratei, 
in  a  manner  which  could  not  have  been 
done  under  any  other  system.    Instead 
of  attacking  the  GK)vemment  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  congratolatens 
on  the  success  of  our  efforts  in  paniih- 
ing  some  of    the  most  serious  forms 
of  crime.    Then  the  right  hon.  OenUe- 
man    dealt   with    two    other  oases  — 
those  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Gam- 
borne  and  Mid  Cork.     Withr^aidto 
the  former  case,  the  right  hon.  Qestle- 
man  made  the  amazing  statement  diat 
another  gentleman,   Mr.  Harrison  by 
name,  who  had  been  associated  widiUi^ 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  in  Ub  ex* 
pedition  to  Donegral,  was  not  conriMad 
because,  forsooth !  he  had  Tory  reUtifes. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentl^nan  can  beliafa 
that  he  can    believe    anything.    The 
right  hon  .Gentleman's  credulity  ia  ^oa^ 
less,  and  I  must  despair  of  ever  conntt* 
ing  him  to  habits  of  critical  voxgox^ 
into    the     facts    with  which   he  bM 
to    deal.      It    is    perfectly  trae  that 
some    cock-and-bull    story  was  made 
public  with  regard  to  some  atatemas^ 
made  by  an   Lish    official  about  A* 
action  that  was  going  to  be  takea  bjtha 
Besident  Magistrates  with  respect  to  Ae 
trial  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cambcome 
and    Mr.    Harrison.      But    I   b«Bei« 
that  the  hon.   Member  for  Gamborw 
was    challenged    to   name    the   Iw 
official     referred    to,     and    the   bja* 
Member  was  not  able  to  do  it    !»• 
right    hon.    Gentleman    is    repeatiag 
second-hand  the  story  which  ^•Jj*?* 
Member  for  Camborne  could  not  vei^ 
first-hand.     With  regard  to  the  wsx» 
of  the  sentence  passed  on  the  hon.  Ma0* 
her  for  Camborne,  I  would  only  •! 
that  there  was  an  appeal  from  theajj* 
tence    of    the     Besident     Magiab* 
to     the    County    Court     Jadge« 
the    merits,    and    the    County   j^* 
Judge    upheld    the    sentence.     Pgg 
was    a  further  appeal   to    the   Wp 
Court  on  a  point  of  law,  and  the  i|p 
hon.  Gentleman  has  read  a  large 
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ber  of  9xtract8  from  the  judgment  of 
the  Sgh    Oourt  with  regard  to  the 
sentence.    But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  state  that  the  whole  of   the 
opinions  of   the   High  Court  on  this 
matter    were    on    a    purely  technical 
aspect    of   the    case.      On  the  merits 
there    never    was    a    question,     and 
nothing  fell   from   any   Judge  of  the 
Superior  Court  which  could  call  in  ques- 
tion the  opinion  formed  by  the  Judges 
of  the  two  inferior  Courts.    As  to  the 
case  of  Dr.  Tanner  I  cannot  conceive  any 
person  who  really  has  taken  the  trouble 
to  read  the  proceedings  before  the  two 
Hesident  Mc^istrates  doubting  that  on 
the  broad  and  substantial  merits  of  the 
case  the  action  of  the  Magistrates  was 
folly  justified.     I  am  unable  to  believe 
tiiat  anyone  who  surveyed  tho  evidence 
impartially  could  come  to  any  other  oon- 
dlosion.     I  am  aware  that  the  Oourt  of 
SIxchequer  reversed  the  sentence ;  but  on 
what  kind  of  plea  ?    On  the  merits  of  the 
ease  ?    No ;  but  upon  the  most  technical 
of  teohnieiUkies^-on  a  point  which  could 
aot   influence    a    rational   man  for  a 
moment  as  to  whether  or  not  Dr.  Tanner 
was  guilty  of  the  offence  with  which  he 
was  charged.    We  are,  therefore,  driven 
back  to  consider  the  evidence  at  the 
trial,  and  it  is  whoUy  in  one  direction. 
Svevy  opportunity  was  given  to    the 
prisoner  to  produce  witnesses.    He  pro- 
duced one  witness,  who  did  not  prove 
hLi  case,   while  the  witnesses  for  the 
down  proved  their  case.    £**  They  were 
all  police,"  and  **  Order."  J   This  is  an 
illofitration  of  the  kind  of  attacks  made 
on  the  Besident  Magistrates.    It  is  true 
that  in  certain  other  cases  the  decisions  of 
the  Magistrates  have  been  reversed ;  but 
ean  it  be  maittained  by   anyone   who 
has  surveyed  their  action  in  regard  to 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  that  in  any 
one  case  they  have  done  substantial  in- 
justice ?    Can  it  be  maintained  by  any 
hon.    Member  of  this  House  who  has 
beea    convicted   by  a  Magistrate   that 
he     did  not   commit    the    offence    for 
which  the  Besident  Magistrates  found 
him    guilty?     The    speeches    of   hon. 
Members  are  on  record  in  Nationalist 
journals.    I  am  aware  that  this  is  not 
legal    evidence    in  a   Court    of  Law, 
but  the  uncontradicted  reports  in  their 
own   journals  are  surely   evidence    on 
which  this   House  can  come    to    some 
of  conclusion,  apart  from  evidence 


in  a  Oourt  of  Law.  Whether  hon. 
Gentlemen  are  justified  in  attacking 
the  Crimes  Act  or  not,  this  broad  fact 
remains,  that  the  alleged  offences  have 
been  committed ;  and  if  hon.  Members 
have  broken  the  law,  whether  they 
approve  the  law  or  not,  they  must 
remember  at  all  events  that  the  law 
they  have  broken  is  the  law  of  the  land. 

Sm  W.  HABCOUBT   (Derby) :    I 

waited  with    curiosity  and  anxiety  to 

hear    what    the    Chief    Secretary    for 

Ireland  would  say  on  the  question  in 

reference  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Conybeare 

and  Dr.  Tanner.    I  believe  I  can  speak 

of  these  hon.  Members  by  name  while 

the    Chief    Secretary    keeps    them    in 

prison  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  these  cases  in 
the  harsh  grating  provocative  tone  he 
always  adopts,  adding  the  harshness  of 
his  language  to  the  severity  of  the 
punishment.  He  does  not  deny  that 
the  sentences  are  severe;  he  does  not 
deny  that  the  judgments  of  the  Magis- 
trates in  both  cases  were  unfavourably 
commented  upon  by  the  Superior  Courts. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.   BALFOUB :    The  right 

hon.  Gentleman  attributes  to  me  words 

I  did  not  use.    It  was  not  my  business 

to  express  an  opinion  whether  the 
sentences  were  severe  or  not,  but  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  challenges  my 
opinion,  I  have  no  reason  to  think  they 
were. 

SiB  W.  HABCOUBT:  If  the 
sentences  were  ten  times  greater,  if  it 
were  possible  to  inflict  sentences  of  ten 
years'  penal  servitude,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  think  such  a 
sentence  too  severe  or  vindictive  to  be 
passed  upon  a  Member  of  Parliament  of 
the  Nationalist  Party.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  deny  that  these 
sentences  have  been  severely  commented 
upon  by  the  Superior  Courts,  but  he 
meets  these  comments  by  saying,  *^  Oh, 
these  are  technicalities."  But  is  not 
every  point  of  law  a  technicality? 
What  the  Judges  commented  upon  was 
that  the  Magistrates  did  not  take  an 
accurate  or  just  view  of  the  law,  and  I 
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Bill  dealing  \rith  the  matter,  thereby 
admitting  the  illegality  of  their  course ; 
hiut  they  did  not  press  that  Bill  forward, 
and  made  no  effort  to  get  it  passed. 
How,  then,  do  they  now  iandeavour  to 
get  out  of  their  illegal  position  ?    Why, 
hy  a  manoeuvre  that  is  almost  unex- 
ampled. They  have  arranged  that  these 
officials  shall   cease    to    be    Besident 
Magristrates,  and  shall  become  Justices  of 
the  Peace.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  has  dis- 
charged them,  at  some  date  unknown, 
f  ron^  their  offices  as  Besident  Magistrates, 
and     has    admitted     them,     also    at 
some'  date  unknown,  as  Justices  of  the 
Peace.-   But  the  men  are  the  same,  the 
duties  are  the  same,  and  the  salary, 
which  it  was  illegal  to  pay  to  them  as 
Besident  Magistrates,  is  also  the  same, 
and  is  now  made  legal  because  of  their 
change  of  office.    We  have  asked  for 
information  concerning  this  manoeuvre : 
we  have  asked  at  what  date  these  men 
ceased  to  be  Besident  Magistrates  and 
became  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  we  have 
asked  whether  they  paid  the  ordinary 
fees  on  being  admitted  as  Justices  of 
the  Peace,  and  we  have  also  asked  to 
what  counties  they  have  been  nominated; 
and,  although  we  have  put  all   these 
questions,  to  which  we  are  entitled  to 
have  replies,  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
this  evening  attempted  to  move  for  a 
flimsy  Betum  which  evades  the  whole 
question,  which  gives  us  no  information, 
and  leaves  us  in  precisely  the  same 
position  as  we  were  in  .before.     But  we 
shall  press  for  this  information,  and  I 
trust  that,  as  long  as  the  salaries  of 
these  Besident  Magistrates  are  sought 
to  be  illegally  paid,  the  Irish  Members 
will  resist  their  pajment  by  every  con- 
stitutional means,  until  the  position  of 
these  functionaries,  whatever  they  may 
be  called,  is  regularised  in  due  form 
and  course  of  law.     I  imagine  that  the 
reluctance  of  the  Government  to  give 
this  information  is  due  to  an  unwilling- 
ness to  face  a  full  and  fair  discussion 
such  as  is  incidental  to  the  progress  of 
a  Bill.    What  are  the  functions  of  these 
remarkable  officials  ?    Why,  they  are  a 
kind  of   flexible    buffer    between  the 
Executive  and   the    public,   and  their 
function  is  to  push  the  policy  of  violence 
against  the  public  right  to  the  extremest 
point,  and  to  minimise  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government.    Under  this  system 
what  is  called  the  responsibility  of  the 


Government  to  this  House  has  gone  to 
the  vanishing  point,  and  has  practically 
ceased  to  exist.    Under  it  there  is  no 
security  for  liberty,  justice,  or  iairplaj 
to  any  political  opponent  of  the  Gomn- 
ment    in    Lreland.      lliese  Bivisiona) 
Commissioners  g^t  up  cases,  espedaUy 
against  public  men,  choose  the  Mtgii- 
trates  who  are  to  try  them  and  who  alio 
act  as  juries,  and  then  present  the  evi- 
dence to  the  police  whose  promotioa  it 
in  their  hands.    To  put  it  shortly,  these 
men  make  the  charge,  oonstitute  th» 
Judge  and.  jury,-produpe  the  efidence. 
and    reward  the  witnesses.    There  i» 
nothing  to  compare  with  this  in  any 
part  of  Great  Britain  or  of  the  dfilised 
world ;  and  the  chance  of  justice  an^ 
fair  play  on  the    part  of  any  public 
man  en&;aged  in  any  political  motS' 
ment  in   Ireland  in  opposition  to  th^ 
Government  has  absolut  )ly  disappeared. 
I  will  refer  to  one    or  two  6f  these 
functionaries.     In  the  North  we  hare 
Mr.  Cameron.      He   is  the  man  who 
broke  into  the  empty  homes  of  evicted 
tenant?,  and  arrested  them  for  tmU^ 
possession,  and  he  is  the  fnnotionazy 
whose  impartiality  may  be  judged  by 
the  fact  that  he  it  was  who  gave  bus* 
leading  information  to  the  hon.  Uembor 
for  South  Tyrone,  and  led  him  to  wUiw 
a  false  libel  on  the  hon.  Membir  for 
North  Monaghan. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  i): 
What  I  said  in  Court  was  that  )aVH 
heard  the  statement,  first  of  all  fo^ 
Mr.  Olphert,  I  went  to  the  vOlas*  afd 
consulted  with  the  Divisional  ^'i'^^' 
sioner  and  another  gentleman*  ^  '^ 
was  because  Mr.  Cameron  and  tl^oth|er 
gentleman  were  not  able  to  give  ne  the 
name,  although  they  had  heard  of  the 
incident,  that  I  refrained  from  me&tua- 
ing  the  name.    . 

Mr.  sexton,:    At  any  rate,  li^ 

after  a  conversation  with  this  man,  V^ 

the  hon.  Gentleman  took  upon  ^***^ 

to  make  a  statement  with  regard  to  v* 

Member  for  North  Monaghan,  whW^ 

was  afterwards  obliged  to  admit  on oj* 

I  to  be  false.    In  the  West  we  bavs*- 

John  Byrne,  the  hero  of  the  I^UgF** 

evictions ;     further     South    we   «*'• 

Captain  Slacke,  and  in  the  OooS^f  * 

Cork   there    is  Captain  Flunket^vjo 

sounded  the  keynote  of  outrage  i*  ^ 

famous  telegram,  **  Da  not  hesfta**  ** 

shoot."    He  and  Captain  Slait  ^ 


Mr.  Siwtan 
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cburage  and  promote' those  policemen 
who  Sstinguidi  themselves  by  outrage, 
and  repress  and  degrade  those  who  are 
oonspicuous  for  humanity  and  endeavour 
to  perform  their  duties  in  a  temperate 
spirit.  Daring  the  greater  part 
of,  the  .last  year  Captains  Plunkett 
amd  Slaeke  devoted  themselves  to 
the  service  to  the  Timet,  and  judg- 
ing by  the  good  account  the  Ohief 
Secretary  gave  of  the  state  of  Ireland 
in  their  absence,  I  think  it  would  be 
sound  economy  to  save  their  salaries  by 
transferring  them  to  the  Times  alto- 
^ther.  To  give  the  House  an  idea  of 
the  relations  of  these  functionaries  and 
the  people,  I  need  only  refer  to  the  case 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Kerry,  who  has  been  described  by 
Oolonel  Turner  as  a  person  who  has 
been  a  persistent  breaker  of  the  law  and 
a-  scurrilous  traducer.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  were  again  to  be  tried  for  what 
in  any  other  country  would  be  called  the 
ordinary  exercise  of  his  duty  as  a 
journalist  he  would  be  tried  before  Mr. 
Oecil  Boche,  who  has  said  of  him  that 
ke  systematically  insults  the  preservers 
of  law  and  order,  and  the  man  to  choose 
his  Judge  would  be  Oolonel  Turner ; 
the  Judge  would  be  Mr.  Oecil  Boche. 
I  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  an  ezplana- 
tion  of  Colonel  Turner's  conduct  with 
reference  to  the  Yandeleur  Estate. 
Oolonel  Turner  incited  the  landlords  to 
nromote  eviction  and  to  bring  tenants 
from  distant  parts  of  Ireland  to  take  the 
vacant  farms  in  the  place  of  the  tenants 
whose  title  was  ancestral.  Colonel 
Vandeleur,  who  was  a  high-minded  man, 
was  about  to  settle  a  dispute  with  regard 
te  one  of  his  farms,  when  Oolonel  Turner 
ioterfered  and  prevented  the  settlement 
beiog  carried  out.  What  explanation 
«an  the  Chief  Secretary  give  of  the  letter 
written  by  Colonel  Turner  to  another 
official,  **  Things  will  never  be  right  in 
Olare  until  old  Dynan  and  his  villanous 
priests  are  removed"?  How  did 
Oolonel  Turner  mean  them  to  be 
removed  ?  The  only  meaning  which  I 
ean  attach  to  the  letter  is  that  Colonel 
Turner  desires  that  the  police  should 
Imow  that  he  will  be  well  pleased  if  the 
priests  had  their  skulls  cracked  by 
oatons,  or  if  some  of  them  can  be  hit  by 
ricochet  bullets,  such  as  have  been 
heard  of  at  Mitchelstown.  I  challenge 
Oolonel  Turner  to  say  that  he  did  not 


mean  his  subordinates  to  understand 
that  he  would  not  be  sorry  if  violence 
were  done  to  the  worthy  Vicar  General 
of  the  Diocese  and  his  priests. 
I  now  come  to  the  case  of  the  Besident 
Magistrates,  and  firsfc  I  will  deal  with 
that  of  Captain  Segrave.  That  hero 
has  been  too  much  forgotten.  His  case 
acquires  particular  interest  from  the 
fact  that  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Cork  charged  Captain  Segrave 
in  this  House  with  having  embezzled 
the  funds  of  his  regimental  canteen  as 
well  as  money  confided  to  him  by  a 

?rivate  soldier  to  send  to  his  mother, 
mmediately  after  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  was  never  before  interfered 
with  on  account  of  his  speeches,  was 
charged  in  respect  of  a  speech  which 
differed  in  no  way  from  those  of  which 
no  notice  had  been  taken,  and  was 
sentenced  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment. I  believe,  and  the  Irish  people 
believe,  that  it  was  not  really  for  the 
speech  that  the  hon.  Member  was  prose- 
cuted, but  for  having  exposed  the  mis- 
conduct of  an  official  of  the  Crown. 
Captain  Segrave  has  been  allowed  to 
resign  his  appontment,  from  which  he 
ought  to  have  been  dismissed  with 
ignominy.  I  wish  to  know  what  was 
the  date  of  the  resignation,  and  whether 
Captain  Segrave  has  been  allowed  to 
resign  in  order  to  enable  him  at  a  f  utu  ra 
time  to  re-enter  the  public  service. 
What  amount  of  salary  has  he  been 
paid  since  the  date  of  his  exposure  in 
this  House  ?  Another  Besident  Magis- 
trate is  a  gentleman  whose  name  is 
constantly  appearing  on  the  black  list. 
There  is  Colonel  Caddell,  a  gentleman 
of  whose  legal  knowledge  nobody  is 
satisfied.  Only  recently  he  insulted 
a  young  girl  who  was  at  the 
time  in  the  custody  of  the  police. 
The  discrepancy  between  his  sentences 
is  remarkable,  emergency  men  being 
treated  with  exceptional  leniency.  Out 
of  the  75  Besident  Magistrates  whose 
names  appear  upon  the  Beturn  of  last 
March  there  are  only  33  of  whose  legal 
knowledge  even  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
satisfied,  while  the  legal  knowledge  of 
the  remaining  42  g^ves  no  satisfaction  to 
any  one  in  the  world.  Twelve  Magis- 
trates have  been  selected  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
their  legal  capacity.  Only  three  of  them 
are  barristers,  eight  are  retired  officers 
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when  the  General  Election  comes  we  will 
ask  the  yoters  to  put  them  under  the  role 
of  "  good  behaTioor,"  and  prevent  yon 
for  a  time  from  exercising  these  func- 
tions.   I  can  understand  your  taking  a 
dozen  of  us,  putting  us  against  a  wall, 
bringing  up  a  platoon  of  soldiers  and 
giving  me  order  "  fire  I "    That  would 
be  an  intelligible  policy,  for  *'  when  a 
man's  dead,  there's  no  more  to  be  said." 
Bet  the  system  you  pretend  to  carry  out 
is  that  of  makinp^  the  Irish  people  love 
you  by  heaping  indignities  op  their  Be- 
preeentatives — on  men  like  Dr.  Tanner, 
who,  after  all,  represents  thousands  of 
people.    As  long  as  £r.  Tanner  was  a 
Oonservative,  a  mend  of  Lord  Bandon, 
a  member  of  the  Cork  County  Club,  but 
spending  money  in  the  interests  of  the 
Tory  Pfurty,  as  his  brothers  now  do,  he 
was  all  right  and  had  a  most  amiable 
temper.     He    would,  doubtless,    have 
made  a  most  admirable  Besident  Magi- 
strate.   Whv,  he  has  a  brother  who  is 
a  major,  and  who  remains  to  you  as  a 
veiy  strong  Conservative ;  and  I  would 
suggest  that  he  should  be  put  b^ore 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  andLord  Gbaocellor 
as  a  person  of  whose  legal  knowledge 
and  experience  those  individuals  might 
be  satisfied ;  because  gentlemen  of  ttiis 
class  are  exactly  the  sort  of  men  you 
make  Besident  Magistrates  of.    They 
are  just    the  men    who    would    have 
the  supreme  characteristic  of  being  able 
to  bind  over  to  good  behaviour  the  men 
who   recommend   the   Beirut    kidney 
paving-stone  throwers  to  ffo  and  do  their 
duty.    Tour's,  however,  is  a  game  that 
two  can  play   at     You   may  find  it 
extremely  convenient  at  the  present  time 
to  have  *' removables  "  operating  from 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  but 
no  doubt  it  would  l>e  possible  to  get 
Magistrates  as   base  as  Boche  and  as 
iirational  as  Fitzgerald  or  Longboume, 
even  under  a  HomeBule  administration. 
You   can   do    almost    anything   with 
money ;    and  there  are  a  number  of 
broken  down  gentry  and  landlords  who 
would  be  very  glad  to  take  our  pay — 
gentlemen  whose  estates  have  not  been 
sold  under  the  Ashbourne  Act,  but  who 
have  made  bad  bargains,  and  who  may 
be  had  in  sufficient  numbers  to  deal  with 
the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentlemen  opposite 
and  their  colleagues.  ,  In  the  meantime, 
the  game  is  yours ;  we  admit  it    Carry 
it  on;  do  your  best— do  your  worst. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Btaly 


What  I  protest  against  is  this  siekemiig 
veil  of    hypocrisy.      The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretsxv  is  UgUj 
indignant  with  the  right  hon.  GentmA& 
the   Lord  Mayor  of   Dablin  lor  tb 
extravagance  of  his  langnsge,  snd  lui 
stated    that   Dr.    Tanner  i«    not  .« 
first- class   misdemeanant,  bat  ii»  in 
point      of      fact,      treated     ai    aa 
untried  prisoner,  and  so,  I  snppoeei  is 
entiUed  to  one  or  two  ounces  more  of 
<<skilly"  than  the  other  prisoasrs.  Bis 
the  rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlsoisn  tks 
Chief  Secretary  to  give  the  go-by  to  tlie 
main  facts  of  the  case  and  to  {atUsQpQt 
some  little  pin-point  whidi  nobody  onss 
anything  about,  and  which  has  only  bsss 
touched  on  by  the  way.    He  tiisB  isig- 
nifiee  the  matter  to  enormous  dimsi- 
sions  and  drawB  his  Bxoalibar  in  wte 
to    annihilate    it      The    Oovsmnsot 
pretend  that  their  anxiety  is  sUior 
the  good  of  the  Irish  people— thst  it  is 
all  in  the  intei*est  of  Ireland  aadths 
downtrodden   population;    oaly,  tt<9 
will  not  give  the  downtcoddea.  ^opk- 
don  .  a  chsmoe  of  maoagiiig  than  otn 
aflPairs.     They  are  proModing  witt  o 
extravagant  amount  of  energy,  ^"^ 
are  having  the  country  devdo^  "I 
them.  They  appoint  all  dieseMsgnMM 
to  carry  out  their  policy,  and  thsv  estfot 
afford  to  tell  the  truth  about  wbstlh^ 
do.    They  must  play  the  hypocrite;!!* 
so  long  as  they  do  that  so  hmg  «i&^ 
come  forward  imd  expose  thflO»«^A* 
righthon.  Oentleman  the  Ohie(8<i!flf«^ 
has  lately  been  boasting  how  compliNT 
he  has  pacified  Ireland— at  l!!!^^{|^ 
has  not  said  so  by  word  of  >!<^^  . 
has  said  it  by  his  permanent  QOiWit 

Sipe ;  because  we  have  had  tho  W» 
on.  Oentleman  the  Member  far  Vs"^ 
Birminghflun  recently  giving  a  AM"" 
party  and  have  heard,  ondiw  the  i>* 
nuence  of  tea  and  muffins,  nhat  eiifi* 
ordinary  strides  have  been  made  byw 
Irish  people  in  the  direotjon  of  |Wt* 
perity  and  peace.  I  do  not  xMff 
whether  the  right  hon.  Oentlemsa  m 
Chief  Secretary  will  back  up  the  M#^ 
ments  of  the  Sage  of  Binninghao,  W 
these  are  matters  which  are  takeap^ 
of  in  the  "  Black  Country."  Imsyki^^ 
say  that  I  observe  curious  mgns  n*!^ 
their  appearanceinlreland — reaaikiM! 
signs;  and  if  these  operations  CA  W 
part  of  the  Oovemment  ooptiaiitr' 
operations   against  which  there  it^ 
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appeal — if  the  pledges  and  promises  of 
the  Government  continue  to  be  falsified, 
and  if   Magistrates   composed  of   ex- 
Sepoys,  broken  down  barristers,  Navy 
and  Army  men,  and  promoted  police- 
men, are  to  be  the   persons  to  whom 
the    (Government    are    to    entrust    the 
liberties  of  a  great  portion  of  the  Irish 
representatives,    they    will   bring    the 
people  to  see  that  the  point  of  attack  is 
the  magisterial  system,  and,  as  always 
occurs  when  people  are  outlawed — for 
that  is  what  is  being  attempted — the 
condition  of  aflpairs  will  become  much 
more    serious.     The    Oovernment    are 
showing  them  that  there   is   no  such 
thing  as  justice ;  they  have  produced  a 
very  unfortunate  con«Ution  ox  the  public 
mind,  and  while  temporary  prosperity 
may  inspire  some  hope  in  the  people's 
breasts,  and  may  enable  them  to  tide 
over  a  period   which   they  view  with 
great  apprehension,  there  is  at  the  same 
time  being  held  over  them  the  possi- 
bility of  twenty  years  of  ''firm  and 
resolute  Oovernment."    While  Ireland 
in     the      past     was    overridden    by 
your  iobreura  and  dragoons,  they,   at 
any  rate,  were  soldier?.    They  carried 
their  lives  in  their  hands  against  the 
Irish  clansmen ;  but  if  these  men,  these 
wretched  hirelings  whom  you  can  pick 
up  in  the  purlieus  of  any  quarter-master 
sergeant's  rooms,  if  these  men,  whom 
nobody  respects,  are  to  be  permitted  to 
carry  on  the  Oovernment  of  the  country, 
theMsh  people — theOeltic  race — will  not 
permit  th«n  to  carry  on  their  operations 
unchecked.     You  are  creating  for  your- 
selves an  inevitable  revulsion  of  feeling, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Oentlemau  has 
passed  from  his  office  and  handed  it 
down  to  his  successor,  it  will  be  said,  as 
is  said  now,  that  that  successor  is  the 
most  successful  of  all  Irish  Chief  Secre- 
taries, and  while  his  friends  are  blowing 
his  trumpet,  they  will  say,    ''Balfour 
was  an  impostor ;  we  have  now  got  the 
light  man."      fiut  when  all  this  has 
happened,  what  will  you  have  done  for 
the  CKmsoUdation  of  the  Empire,  for  the 
establishment    of  peace,  and   for  the 
moeperity   of  the    people^    both    the 
EDglish    and     Irish    at     home    and 
abroad  ?.     Absolutely   nothing.      Your 
policy      is     a     barren     policy,    fore- 
ooomed  to  failure,  and  if  Englishmen 
opposite  were  wise,  instead  of  sitting 
silent  bfiibiQd  a  Minister  whom  at  heart 


they  cannot  support,  they  would  get  up 
boldly  and  give  expression  to  their  true 
opinions.  We  have  heard  a  great  many 
Debates  on  these  subjects  in  this  House, 
but  we  never  hear  what  the  Tory  Party 
have  to  say.  We  see  them  go  into  the 
Division  Lobbies,  but  they  never  give 
us  the  opportunity  of  judging  of  their 
intellectual  calibre.  If  hon.  Oendemen 
can  fairly  support  the  policy  of  the  pre* 
sent  Oovernment  let  them  give  ezpres* 
sion  to  the  faith  that  is  in  them,  and  do 
not  let  them  be  content  to  servilely 
follow  a  Minister  who  has  led  them  into 
as  fatal  a  course  as  ever  despot  pursued 
against  the  interests  of  the  people. 

Mb.  OILL  (Louth,  S.):  I  cannot 
allow  this  Debate  to  close  without  re- 
ferring to  one  or  two  remarks  whidi 
have  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Oenfle- 
man  the  Ohief  Secretary.  Every  sen- 
tence delivered  by  him  is  singular 
enough ;  but  I  do  not  think  we  have  yet 
witnessed  anything  so  singular  or  so 

utterly  beyond  what  might  have  been 
expected  as  the  extent  to  which  he  has 
gone  this  evening.  I  would  remind  him 
that  the  charge  against  Oaptain  Segrave 
was  brought  forward  several  times  in 
this  House  and  was  proved  against  him. 

^Mb.  SPEA^KEB:  Oaptain  Se^ve 
was  referred  to,  but  as  his  salary  is  not 
mentioned  in  this  Vote  the  reference  to 
him  is  out  of  order. 

Mb.  OILL :  I  will  not,  thexi,  refer 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  justifica- 
tion of  the  conduct  for  which  Oaptain 
Segrave  was  first  cashiered  from  the 
Army,  and  is  now  suspended  from 
service  as  a  Magistrate  in  Irdand ;  but 
I  will  allude  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Oeotleman  has  said  in  regard  to  the 
charge  against  Oolonel  Turner.  Oolonel 
Turner  was  charged  with  writing  what 
I  pronounce  to  be  one  of  the  most  infa- 
mous documents  that  ever  passed  between 
onelrish  official  xnd  another.  That  was  a 

letter  in  which  Oolonel  Turner  described 
one  of  the  most  venerable  priests  in  all 
Ireland  and  the  body  of  clergy  by  whom 
he  is  supported  in  language  which 
could  only  come  from  the  lips  of  a  black- 
guard.   He  referred  to  the  Very  Kev. 
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Dr.  Dinan,  than  whom  in  the  whole  Irish 

nation  no    more  respected    clergyman 

existd,  in  these  terms :  — 

'  "  The  peace  of  this  district  will  not  be  re- 
stored antil  old  Dinaa  and  some  of  his  villainous 
priests  are  removed.*' 

This,  I  sav,  is  the  language  of  a  ruffian 
and  a  blackguard.  But  when  this  letter 
is  charged  against  Colonel  Turner  what 
is  th^  reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man? Does  he  reprobate  that  language 
or  does  he  deny  it?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  practically  endorses  the 
statement  and  justifies  the  ruffianly 
language  by  levelling  other  reckless 
charges  against  the  priest  of  Clare.  He 
has  levelled  a  most  provocative  and 
reckless  insult  against  a  body  of  clergy- 
men, than  whom  there  are  no  more  re- 
spected men  on  the  face  of  the  earth, 
and  I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  name  a  single  one  of  these  priests 
who  comes  justly  under  the  description 
g^ven  by  Colonel  Turner.  He  has  not 
the  courage  to  do  so,  and  I  brand  that 
conduct  as  blackguardly.  Indeed,  it  is 
difficult  for  me  to  find  words  adequately 
to  describe  it.  Now,  Sir,  another  charge 
which  has  been  made  against  Colonel 
Turner  has  not  been  answered,  and  that 
is  the  charge  of  going  to  a  tenant  on  the 
Yandeleur  estate,  and  urging  that 
tenant-T-or  .  rather  the  mother  of  the 
tenant — against  the  wishes  of  the  land- 
lord, and  against  the  desires  of  the  other 
tenants,  as  well  as  against  the  interests 
of  peace  and  order  in  the  district,  to  hold 
posises^ion  of  a  farm  and  to  resist  the 
complete  settlement  likely  to  be  arrived 
at  by  <  arbitration.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  deny  that  Colonel 
Turner  went  to  the  tenant.  He  says 
that  Colonel  Turner  merely  told  her 
that  she  would  be  protected  by  the  law 
in  holding  possession  of  her  faim.  But 
what  business  had  Colonel  Turner  to  do 
anything  of  the  kind  ?  Why  should  he 
seek  in  this  way  to  prevent  a  settlement 
being  arrived  at  ?  I  say  that,  in  that 
case,  he  deliberately  took  the  only  step 
in  his  power  to  prevent  a  successful 
issue  to  the  efforts  to  bring  about 
harmony  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  that  he  took  up  an  utterly  unworthy 
position.  Reference  has  been  made  to 
the  cases  which  have  been  tried  under 
the  Act  of  Edward  III.,  and  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  during  the  last 
three  weeks,  there  has    been  a  regular 

Mr.  Giil 


recrudescence  of  proseoations  under 
that  Act.  I  believe  that  there  have  been 
no  fewer  than  thirteen  cases.  What  i) 
the  meaning  of  it  ?  Is  it  that  the  Coer- 
cion Act  having  failed  in  its  purpose, 
the  Government  have  felt  bound  to  fill 
back  on  this  old  Act  ?  They  have  mt 
succeeded  in  crushing  the  Irish  people 
with  Coercion,  and,  therefore,  thefhare 
had  to  take  this  step. 

Mb.  AIED  (Paddington)  rose  in  his 
place  and  claimed  to  move  ^'Thattk^ 
Question  be  now  put,"  but  Mr.  Soeaker 
withheld  his  assent,  and  declined  thai 
to  put  that  question. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (FermanagH, 
N.) :  I  join  heartily  in  the  protest  vhieh 
has  been  made  from  these  Beoebas 
against  the  appointment  of  men  to  ad* 
minister  the  law  in  Ireland  who  com- 
mand no  confidence  in  the  people,  and 
I  must  say  I  am  surprised  that  a  Mam- 
ber  for  a  Metropolitan  oonstitaeocy  who 
never  distinguishes  himself  in  Dehate  in 
the  House  should  get  up  and  more  the 
Closure  on  this  question.  Throoghoat 
the  length  and  breadth  of  tbia  land 
people  are  now  beginning  to  uodentand 
what  it  is  that  makes  the  Irish  people  s) 
discontented.  They  realise  that  the 
law  is  administered  hj  men  who  are 

incapable  of  administering  it  fairly  «^ 
impartially,  that  it  is  administered  by  a 
pack  of  bravo9.  I  think  if  anythiag  i* 
required  to  give  an  impetus  to  the  De- 
bate to-night,  it  will  be  found  in  the 
conduct  of  the  Chief  Seoretaiy,  and  in 
his  references  to  the  priests  of  Ooao^ 
Clare.  One  of  his  Resident  Magiatiatee 
has  spoken  of  these  priests  as  a  "pa^ 
of  villains/'  and  when  compUiat  ie 
made  to  the  right  hon.  Q^atleman  of  the 
use  of  language  of  this  chaMct^  with 
regard  to  a  most  respected  bodyof  meSt 
what  does  the  right  hon.  Gentlesan. 
who  is  responsible  for  the  GkivenuneB^ 
of  Ireland,  say  in  reply  ?  Does  he  de- 
precate the  use  of  language  of  (hat 
kind?  No,  we  do  not  hear  a  aogje 
word  of  condemnation  come  firooa  hie 
lips.  Instead  of  that,  he  addii  to  ^ 
insult  by  declaring  that  the  priesto  oi 
Clare  have  disgraced  thetr  eloth. 
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♦Mb.  a.  J:  BALFOUR:  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to*  point  out  that  I  said  there 
were  some  priests  in  the  County  of 
Claire  who  were  not  a  credit  to  their 
clotli. 

Mr  W.REDMOND:  Then  I  venture 
to  assert  it  was  the  duty  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  specify  those  priests  to 
whom  he  alluded,  and  not  to  level  an 
insult  against  the  whole  body  of  the 
f;lergy  in  that  county.  I  must  say  I  do 
not  think  that  Oolonel  Turner,  whose 
cause  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
championing  here  to-night,  will  have 
cause  to  be  very  much  obliged  to  him 
for  the  language  he  has  used.  Of 
course  one  is  bound,  as  far  eis  possible, 
to  keep  within  the  limits  of  Parliamen- 
tary decorum,  but  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  dare,  in  any  pub- 
lic place  in  that  land  of  which  he  is  the 
chief  ruler,  or  before  any  audience  of 
Irishmen  in  County  Clare,  to  repeat  the 
utterances  which  he  is  privileged  to 
make  on  the  floor  of  the  House  of 
Commons — he  would  not  dare  to  nse 
language  of  that  kind,  for  if  he  did,  he 
would  probably  require  an  extra  force  of 
police  to  protect  him  from  the  rotten  eggs 
which  the  people  would  assuredly  use 
against  him.  Who  are  these  Resident 
Magistrates?      If  I    were    prudent    I 

should  not  say  a  word  against  them 
which  would  increase  the  prejudice  they 
already  have  against  me.  They  have 
already  given  me  three  months'  impri- 
sonment for  nothing  at  all,  except  say- 
ing three  words  on  the  impulse  of  the 
moment.  One  of  the  Magistrates  who 
did  that  was  a  civil  engineer  and  the 
other  an  ex-constable,  and  these  are  the 
men  of  whose  legal  knowledge  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  is  supposed  to  be  satisfied. 
With  such  lawgivers  can  you  expect  the 
Irish  people  to  have  anything  but  an 
utter  contempt  for  your  Government 
and  your  administration .  These  Magis- 
trates do  not  even  know  how  to  conduct 
a  trial  in  an  ordinary  manner,  but  they 
surround  themselves  with  police,  and 
the  general  public  are  refused  admission 
to  their  Court.  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  to 
mjjmowledge,  threatened  some  people 
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who.  whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  were 
defending  their  homes,  that  if  they  did 
not  come  out  he  would  make  it  hot  for 
them  when  they  appeared  before  him 
next  day.  How  can  the  Irish  people 
expect  fair  and  level- banded  justice 
from  such  men  as  these,  who  baton  the 
people  one  day  and  try  them  the  next 
day  ?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretarv  ever  shows  his  nose  in 
Clare  after  insulting  in  a  most  unwar- 
rantable manner  the  priests  of  the 
county,  I  would  recommend  the  people 
of  Clare  to  give  him  a  warm  reception. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  I  may  say  that  I 
have  looked  through  the  Prison 
Rules  and  I  certainly  cannot  find  that 
what  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  said  as  to  the  prison 
treatment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
borne was  in  any  way  exaggerated. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  123; 
Noes  81.— (Div.  List,  No.  311.) 

SEA  FISHERIES   (SCOTLAND)    REGU- 
LATION BILL  (No.  330.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 
**  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill  be  discharged,  and  the  Bill 
\7itfh  drawn 

Mb.  MARJORIBANKS  :  In  moving 
to  withdraw  tbis  Bill  I  should  like  to 
press  upon  the  Government  the  great 
importance  of  dealing  with  this  question 
as  soon  as  possible.  I  hope  the  Lord 
Advocate  will  take  it  into  his  considera- 
tion during  the  Recess,  and  bring  in  a 
Bill  next  Session. 

Question  put,  and  agpreed  to. 

POLICE    FORCES    (SUPERANNUATION 

FUNDS). 
Ordered — 

**  Address  for  Return  for  England  and  Wales, 
including  the  Metropolis  and  the  City  of 
London,  of  the  strength  of  the  various  Pplice 
Forces ;  the  number  of  Pensioners ;  the  num- 
ber who  have  left  the  Force  during  the  past 
five  years ;  the  number  of  Men  now  serving 
over  60  years  of  age;  the  number  who  have 
served  respectively  over  25  years  and  over  30 
years ;  the  annual  amount  of  Pensions,  Par- 
ticulars as  regards  those  Pensioned,  during  the 
past  five  years,  and  of  the  number  of  Pensioners 
who  have  died  during  the  past  five  years  ;  Par- 
ticulars of  the  Income  and  Expenditure  of  the 
Police  Superannuation  Funds  for  the  Police 
year  ended  in  or  within  the  financial  year 
1888-9,  and  the  amount  of  the  Capital  of  the 
Funds  as  invested  on  the  last  day  of  the  Police 
year." 
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DBAINAQE    AMD    lUPBOTBHKNT    OF    LiND  BRIBERy  (PUBLIC  BODIES  AND  OPPI- 

(IEBLand)  bill.  CES  under  THE  CROWN)   PEEVES- 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  MBunc«  Hsaly,  BUI  to  I  TION  BILL  (Changed  from   "  BEIBEEI 

Hmend  the  Lav  relating  to  the  Drainaga  and  (PUBLICBODIE8)PREVENTI0N  BILL.'' 

ImDTOTement  of  Land  in  IrelBind,  ordered  to  be  t      >  <   •           i         .      .      <              ■>     i 

brough  in  by  Mr.  Msuricfl  Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Lords'  AmendmentB  to  bs  oonsidenl 

Uesly,  and  Mr.  (Chance.  upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  priatad. 

Bill  prewintad,  and  read  flnttima.  [BiU37d.]  [Bill  360.] 


(FOEM  OF  RETURN.) 
Stekhoth  of  Police  Foecbb  asd 

BEB8   PkHSIOKBD,    &C. 

Nik- 

Ebokepts  and  Payments  of  the  Sdto- 
AHHUATioN  Funds  ts  the  ykab  eidd 
THE  29rB  DAY  OF  Skptbubsk  1SB3. 

Nameoft-orce. 

NameofKrce. 

Hr 

Capital. 

M 

Inoome. 

HI 

intartet  receiied  on  Capitaa 
invested. 

Setgeanto. 

ConCribution  (rom  pav  of 
Force. 

m 

1 

1 

sr 

1  Without  Pension 

1  Deductiona  tor  nckneos. 

J 

1    or  Oratuity. 

1  Fines  on  Constables. 

-- 

ness,  &c. 

1 

Dismiaaed. 

- 

With  Pension. 

m 

warrants,  &c. 

Without  Pension 
or  Oiatnity. 

Proceeds  of  tale  of  old  cloth- 
ing 

Dismissed. 

Proceeds  of  Capital  sold  ont 

ib  years  and 
leas  than 

60  years. 

i 
•It 

Other  receipts. 

SO  jearsand 
less  than 
SS  yean. 

Balance  dne  to  TreasnHir, 
39th  Sept.  1883. 

Balance  ^ne  to  l-(«niiei. 

6(y«w,ind 
upwards. 

30th  Sept  I8S3. 

1 

HuperannoationL 

IS  years  and   euthan 
20  years. 

i^ 

Uratnitiee. 

20  years  and  Ies>  than 

r«. 

Is 

Oth.r 

1  2S  year*  and  loM  than 

Cp,. 

btcom 

And 
Stuart 

forlUi 
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HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
Friday,  16/A  August^  1889. 


SUCK    DEAINAGB   BILL    (PRIVATE. 

BILL). 

On  the  Motion  by  the  Chairman  of 
CommitteeB,  Standing  Orders  No. 
XXXIX.  and  143a  be  dispensed  with 
in  order  to  enable  the  Bill  to  be  read 
the  third  time. 

*LoED  DENMAN  briefly  protested 
Against  the  growing  practice  of  suspend- 
ing Standing  Orders  in  order  that  Bills 
^ght  he  forced  into  law.  He  pointed 
oat  that  if  he  pressed  his  opposition  to 
the  Votion  to  a  Division,  and  secured  a 
Toller,  the  House  would  be  compelled  to 
meet  on  a  subsequent  occasion,  because 
the  Standing  Orders  provided  for  the 
Attendance  of  30  Peers  in  order  to  make 
a  Division  effective,  and  at  that  moment 
tjere  were  not  10  noble  Lords  in  the 
House.  He  did  not  propose  to  take 
that  extreme  course ;  but  he  thought  it 
fight  formally  to  protest  against  this 
harried  legislation,  which,  he  would 
jnention,  was  always  deprecated  by  the 
late  Chairman  of  Committees,  Lord 
^^esdale. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Bill  read  3'  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

PALATINE    COURT    OF    DURHAM 
BILL.  (No.  71.) 

Betumed  from  the  Commons  with  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Lords  to  the 
Amendments  made  by  the  Commons 
agreed  to. 

VOL.  CCCXXXIX.  [thibd  series.] 


GENERAL  POLICE  AND  IMPROVEMENT 
SCOTLAND  (ACT  1862.)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.  (No.  228.) 

Bead  2*  (according  to  order),  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Thursday  next. 

POOR  LAW  BILL.  (No.  195.) 

Bead  3^  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments ;  further  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

OFFICIAL  SECRETS  BILL.  (No.  112.) 
Bead  3*  (according  to  order)  with  the 
Amendments ;  further  Amendments 
made;  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  232.) 

PAYMASTER  GENERAL  BILL.    (No.  208.) 
Bead  3*  (according  to  order),  with  the 
Amendment,  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Commons. 

COUNTY  COURT  APPEALS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.    (No.  104.) 

Commons  Amendments  to  Lords 
Amendments  considered  (according  to 
order),  and  agreed  to. 

FEES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acquainted  the 
House  that  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
had  laid  upon  the  Table  (pursuant  to 
order  of  yesterday)  a  table  of  the  fees 
of  this  House  relating  to  Appeals, 
Claims  of  Peerage,  and  Claims  to  Vote 
for  Bepresentative  Peers ;  the  same  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table,  and  to  be 
printed,  and  circulated  with  the  Stand- 
log  Order  of  this  House  relating  to 
Appeals,  &c.    (No.  231.) 
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ARBITRATION  BILL.    (No.  97.) 
Oommons     Amendment     considered 
(according  to  order),  and  agreed  to. 

COINAOE  (LIGHT  GOLD)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Oommons;  read  I't 
to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on 
Thursday  next. — (The  Marquees  of  Salit- 
bury).    (No.  233.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    OOMMONS, 
Fridaff,  I6lh  August,  1889. 


QVJESTIONa. 

IRELAND— CAPTAIN  PRESTON,  B.M^ 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware  that 
Oaptain  Preston,  B.M.,  at  Keady, 
County  Armagh,  on  July  25th,  refused 
an  adjournment  of  certain  cases  for  one 
month,  and  on  application  of  District 
Lispector  Starkie  fixed  the  cases  for 
August  8th ;  and  that  when  the  parties 
had  gone  to  great  expense  and  appeared 
in  C^urt  on  August  8th,  no  Besident 
Magistrate  was  present,  nor  was  the 
District  Inspector  present  to  prosecute ; 
and,  if  he  can  state  the  reason  of  the 
absence  of  the  Eesident  Magistrate  and 
District  Inspector  P 

Thb  CHIEP  SEORETAEY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfottb,  Man- 
chester, E.):  I  understand  that  on 
the  application  of  the  District  Inspector 
the  oases  of  assault  on  Wallace  and 
others  were  adjourned  by  Captain  Pres- 
ton, B.M.,  and  two  Local  Magistrates  to 
the  following  Keady  Petty  Sessions,  the 
8th  inst.,  on  the  ground  that  Wallace, 
who  was  injured,  was  unable  to  attend. 
There  was  an  application  to  adjourn  for 
a  month  and  another  for  six  weeks. 
The  fact  that  the  case  was  not  proceeded 
with  on  the  8th  was  in  no  way  due  to 
no  Besident  Magistrate  being  present, 
as  the  Court  was  fully  constituted  by 
the  attendance  of  two  Local  Magistrates, 
but  solely  to  the  unavoidable  absence  of 


the  District  Inspector  who,  as  was 
explained  in  the  Petty  Sessions  Ooart 
on  the  8th  inst.,  was  in  Dublin  attend- 
ing as  a  witness  in  a  case  of  min- 
slaughter. 

THE  STAFF  OF  THE  ARMY. 

Colonel  COTTON   (Cheshire,  Wir- 
ral) :  I    beg   to  ask  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  any  officers  of  the  Army  Semce 
Corps,  unqualified  by  either  Staff  Col- 
lege certificates  or  by  serrice  on  the 
staff  in  tiie    field,  have  recently  bera 
appointed  to   important   posts  on  the 
Staff  of  the  Army,  tenable  hitherto  only 
by    officers  qualified   as   aboTo;   and 
whether  it  is  intended  to  abolish  the 
Staff  College   qualifications  for  other 
branches  of  the  Army  ? 
♦Thb  SECBETABY  op  STATE  r& 
WAB  (Mr.  B.  Stanhope,  lincobshire, 
Homcastle) :  Officers  of  the  Army  S^ - 
▼ice  Corps  have  not  been  appointed  to 
any  stsiff  positions  of  which  the  duties 
have  hitherto  been  reserved  for  com- 
batant officers  with  Staff  College  oerti- 
ficates  or  service  in  Uie  field.     The  dis- 
tinction  maintained   hitherto  betweea 
supply,    transport,    and  finance  dnties 
and    general    staff   duties    has   been 
abolished,  and  a  portion  of  the  former 
are  now  open  to  competent  officers  vith 
the  usual  staff  qualifications ;  bat  it  i^ 
necessary  that  some  or  most  of  iheee 
appointments  should  be  filled  hj  m^ 
who  have  previously  performed  riadiar 
duties   departmentally.      Beyond  pro- 
viding for  the  changes  thus  indieiied, 
it  is  not  contemplate  to  alter  the  rego- 
lations  affecting  staff  appointments. 

IRELAND— LAND  LAW  AMENDMEKT. 
Mr.  BLANE:  I  beg  to  adc  tht 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieotensit 
of  Ireland  if  his  attentioii  has  bees 
called  to  a  meeting  of  the  laboorsnsB" 
cottiers  of  County  Armagh,  hsH  ^ 
Derrycorr  on  3rd  August,  in  which,  i» 
reported  in  the  Lurgan  Times,  they  re- 
quested the  Government  to  have  tot 
Land  Law  amended,  so  that  whs*']'* 
terms  were  given  farmers  in  pnrclisiB<f 
their  holdings  should  also  be  ooncws* 
to  the  labourers  for  the  purdiass  of 
their  cottages  and  plots  of  gardsit  f** 
payable  in  49  years  at  four  per  oiati^ 
terest ;  and,  if  the  (Jovemmeat  «••'* 
consider  the  matter  f 
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Mb.  A»  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Govern- 
ment  are  not  aware  of  any  meeting  of 
the  kind  referred  to  in  the  question, 
and,  moreover,  I  do  not  see  that  I  can 
add  anything  to  the  reply  which  I  gave 
to  a  question  of  the  hon.  Member  on 
the  26th  of  July. 

^  Mr.  BLANE  :  All  I  ask  is  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  to  the 
labourers  the  same  terms  as  those  which 
are  given  to  the  farmers. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  himself  see  that  it 
would  be  premature  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  pledge  themselves  in  regard  to 
the  provisions  of  any  Bill  which  they 
may  nereafter  bring  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BLANE :  I  merely  ask  that  the 
same  facilities  should  be  given  by  the 
Government  to  the  labourers  as  those 
which  are  given  to  the  farmers.  I  do 
not  ask  for  more. 

BODMIN  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  on  Wednesday,  3rd  July,  George 
Sjmons,  aged  22,  of  Parc-Bracket 
Street,  Camborne,  after  serving  a 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
in  the  Cornwall  County  Gaol,  Bodmin, 
on  a  charge  of  day  poaching,  had  suf- 
fered 80  much  from  the  prison  treat- 
ment that  he  was  in  a  semi- unconscious 
state  when  brought  home,  and  died  on 
the  following  Monday ;  that  he  was 
much  emaciated  when  released  ;  that 
his  own  clothes,  which  he  had  to  re- 
snme  on  leaving  the  gaol,  were  in  such 
a  damp  condition  that  they  were  covered 
with  blue  mould ;  that-  no  inquest  was 
held,  a  certificate  of  death  from  inflam- 
mation being  supplied  by  the  medical 
attendant  at  Camborne;  and  will  the 
GoTomment  order  any  inquiry  ? 

Tub  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Shef- 
field, Hallam)  :  It  appears  that  George 
Sjmons,  on  admission  to  prison,  was 
pronounced  fit  to  undergo  his  sentence 
of  one  month's  imprisonment;  that 
during  his  imprisonment  he  made  no 
complaint  to  the  Acting  Governor  or  to 
the  prison  doctor ;  nor,  indeed,  when 
be  was  seen  by  them  the  day  before  his 
discharge.  He  left  the  prison  on  Wed- 
nesday, July  3rd,  in  good  Bpirits ;  and 


the  senior  officer  reports  that  his  clothes 
were  clean  and  dry,  and  that  he  made 
no  complaint  as  to  their  condition.  His 
death  on  the  following  Monday  was, 
according  to  two  local  newspapers,  at- 
tributed to  excessive  eating.  No 
grounds  for  an  inquiry  seem  to  exist  in 
this  case 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  Does  it  not 
follow  that  if  excessive  eating  followed 
the  release  from  prison  the  man  must 
have  been  starved  in  gaol  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.J 

IRELAND— DERRY  GAOL. 

Mr.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  John  M'Gee,  who  died  at 
Dunfanaghy,  County  Donegal,  on  his 
way  home  from  Londonderry  Prison, 
was  suffering  from  typhus  fever  a  con- 
siderable time  before  his  discharge,  and 
if  his  case  had  been  reported  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  as  being  in  danger  of 
death  before  his  discharge ;  if  any  Be- 
port  were  made  that  his  health  was  im- 
paired by  the  imprisonment,  and  what 
was  the  nature  oi  the  Beports  sent,  and 
the  date  of  each ;  what  was  the  date  of 
his  transfer  to  the  prison  hospital ;  how 
long  was  he  there,  and  under  what  cir- 
cumstances was  he  sent  back  to  his 
cell ;  how  long  was  he  in  his  cell  suffer- 
ing from  fever ;  and,  will  the  Govern- 
ment lay  the  Medical  Beports  of  the 
case  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  M'A"RTHUB  (Cornwall,  Mid, 
St.  Austell)  put  a  question  on  the  same 
subject,  and  added  that  he  had  received 
a  telegram  from  Derry  informing  him 
that  the  prison  doctor  had  stated  that 
Mr.  Conybeare  was  suffering  from  skin 
disease. 

Dr.  KENNY :  With  reference  to  the 
cases  of  M^Qee  and  Seyes,  two  of  the 
Falcarragh  prisoners  recently  confined 
in  Derry  Gaol,  and  who  have  died  since 
their  liberation,  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  can  state  the 
dates  on  which  they  first  complained  to 
the  prison  doctor,  and  the  entries,  if 
any,  made  in  his  report  book  by  the 
doctor  as  to  their  respective  oases ;  whe- 
ther they  were  removed  from  their  cells 
to  prison  hospital ;  and,  if  so,  the  dates  on 
which  they  were  removed,  and  whether 
the  cells  they  had  occupied  were  flagged 
or  boarded,  the  diseases  from  which 
they  were  respectively  suffering  when 
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ihey  were  removed  to  hospital,  if  they 
were  bo  removed,  and  the  dates  of  their 
liberation ;  whether  he  can  give  similar 
particulars  concerning  the  case  of  Diver, 
an  untried  prisoner  from  Qweedore 
recntlj  liberated  in  ill-|health;  and, 
whether  inquests  have  yet  been  held  on 
John  M'Gee  and  Michael  Seyes,  and,  if 
so,  he  can  state  the  findings  of  the 
juries  in  each  case  ? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I 
have  also  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
what  account  he  can  now  give  of  the 
sanitary  state  of  Derry  Prison,  and  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  illness  and 
death  of  John  M*Oee  and  Michael  Seyes, 
and  the  illness  of  Patrick  Driver,  all 
tenants  imprisoned  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  and 
lately  released  from  Derry  Prison; 
whether  M'Gee  was  twice  in  the  gaol 
hospital  during  his  imprisonment,  and 
•on  each  occasion  was  sent  back  to 
ordinary  treatment  against  his  protest, 
and  on  the  second  occasion  was  too 
weak  to  dress  himself;  whether  the 
prison  records  of  his  illness  will  be  laid 
4ipon  the  Table ;  whether,  at  the  time 
of  his  release,  M*Gee  was  in  a  delirious 
condition,  and  fell  down  on  being  de* 
prived,  by  the  intervention  of  a  warder, 
of  assistance  in  walking  out  of  prison ; 
whether  M'Oee  died  within  48  hours 
after  his  release ;  and,  whether  emer- 
gency men  in  charge  of  an  evicted  farm 
at  Falcarragh,  his  native  place,  hoisted 
the  Union  Jack  on  hearing  of  his 
death  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  re- 
sults now  received  of  the  special  in- 
vestigation made  by  the  medical  mem- 
ber of  the  General  Prisons  Board  show 
that  Londonderry  Prison  has,  for  at  least 
a  period  of  20  years, enjoyedaremarkable 
immunity  from  the  principal  zymotic 
diseases.  There  has  been  no  case  of 
fever  among  the  prisoners  during  that 
period,  nor  is  there  any  now.  A 
thorough  examination  of  the  sanitary 
arrangements  has  satisfied  Dr.  O'Farrell 
that  there  is  nothing  in  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  prison  which  could  be  in 
any  way  injurious  to  health.  From 
references  contained  in  the  questions, 
some  hon.  Members  appear  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  the  prisoners 
specially  named  in  the  question 
were  under  sentences  imposed  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
Act.      That    is    not   the  case.    M'Gee 
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and     Seyes    were     convicted    before 
a  jury  at   the     last    Spring  Aenzes. 
Diver  was  an  untried  prisoner.   Tvo 
prisoners  convicted  under  that  Act  were 
recently  discharged — namely,  the  Be?. 
Mr.  Stephens,   on  the  ground  of  iU* 
health  (though  he  himself  is  under- 
stood  to  have  protested    that  he  wu 
well),   and  F.  Kelly,  on  the  condoiioa 
of  his  sentence.    The  prisoner  M'Gee 
was  in  the   prison   hospital  from  the 
1st  of  June  lul  the  drd    of  July,  wlien 
he  was  transferred  to  his  cell,  as  hii 
further  detention  in  hospital  was  not 
considered  necessary.    Me  was,  how* 
ever,  still  carefully  looked  after  by  the 
doctor  in  his  cell,   and,  getting  wcm^ 
he  was  again  placed  in  hospital  on  the 
24th  of  July,  and  detained  there  ustil 
the  expiration  of  his  sentence  on  the 
8th  of  August,  when  he  waa  discharged 
on  his  own  demand.    The  doctor  wsi 
most  unwilling  that  he  ahould  go  ottt 
He  specially  warned  him  thathewai 
not  fit  to  travel,  and  he  offered  to  get 
him   into  the  County  Infirmary  if  he 
was  unwilling  to  remain  in  the  priaoa 
hospital.    M*Gee,  however,  insisted  on 
going  away,   and    refused  to  use  the 
van  provided  for  him,  and,  on  his  way 
home,   travelled  20  miles  on    an  oat- 
side  car  in  inclement  weather.    An  in- 
quest in  his  case  is  proceeding.    S9jt» 
was  discharged    on  the    ISth   of  Itet 
month.    He  waa  then  recovering  from 
an  attack  of  pneumonia  of  one  long, 
and    through  the  recommendation  of 
the  medical    officer,  the    remission  of 
the  remainder  of  his  sentence  had  been 
granted,   as  it  was  believed  that  hie 
recovery  would  be  more  rapid  in  hii 
native  air.      At    the  time    when  the 
order  for  discharge  was  received,  how- 
ever, the  medical  officer  .thought  that 
the  prisoner  was  not  fit  to  travel,  and 
he  urged  him  not  to  go.     The  prisoner, 
however,  insisted  on  taking  his  die- 
charge,   and  there  was  no    power^  to 
detain  him.    He  is  said  to  nave  since 
died ;  but   whether   of  fever   or  some 
independent  cause  is  not  known  to  the 
authorities.    Diver,  an  untiied  prisoaffi 
awaiting  his  trial  on  a  charge  of  murder, 
was  committed  to  prison  on  the  2Bth 
of  February,  1889,  and  betwe«i  that 
date  and  the    29th    of  July   he  wai 
treated  in  hospital  on  three  different 
occasions    for    spitting     and   paaiiai 
blood.     On  the  29th  of  July  ho  wsi 
discharged  on  bail  on  this  ground,  aid 
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he  is  believed  to  be  making  a  good 
reooYeij.  There  does  not  appear  to  be 
any  reason  to  apprehend  any  risk  of 
contagion  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Oambome  Division,  or 
any  other  prisoner. 

Mb.  W.  M»AETHUE  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  received  any  informa- 
tion similar  to  that  conveyed  in  the 
telegram  to  me— namely,  that  the  doc- 
tor of  the  prison  has  reported  that  Mr. 
Conybeare  is  suffering  from  skin 
disease,  and,  if  not,  will  he  cause 
inquiries  to  be  made? 

Mb.  sexton  :  There  is  one  part  of 
my  question  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered,  whether 
on  each  of  the  two  occsisions  that  Mr. 
M'Gee  was  sent  back  from  the  hospital  to 
his  cell  against  his  protest ;  whether,  on 
the  second  occsision,  he  was  too  weak  to 
dress  himself;  whether  the  prison  records 
about  his  illness  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table;  whether  at  the  time  of  his 
release  he  was  in  a  delirious  condition, 
and  whether  he  fell  to  the  ground  when 
deprived  of  the  support  of  the  warders 
on  leaving  the  gaol  ?  I  would  further 
ask  how  it  happens  that  Sejes  and  Magee 
were  so  ill  as  not  to  be  fit  to  travel ; 
whether  Magee  died  in  48  hours  after 
his  release ;  and  if  an  Emergency  man 
did  not  raise  the  Union  Jack  at  one  of 
the  houses  at  Faloaragh  upon  hearing 
of  Magee's  death? 

Mb,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
truth  in  regard  to  the  Union  Jack  being 
raised.  .  I  believe  that .  Magee  died 
owing  to  an  illness  contracted  through 
travelling  on  an  outside  car  during  in- 
element  weather  against  the  doctor's 
orders.  I  do  not  believe  Magee  was  in 
a  delirious  condition  when  released,  and 
there  is  no  truth  in  the  statement  that 
when  he  was  sent  from  the  hospital  to 
his  cell  he  protested  against  that  course 
being  taken.  The  confidential  Report  of 
Pr.  O'Farrell  has  been  received,  and  I 
will  consider  the  desirability  of  placing 
it  on  the  Table. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Also  the  prison 
records. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not 
think  they  will  be  required  in  addition 
to  Dr.  O'FarreU's  Report. 

Mb.  M'ARTHUR:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he  has 
received  a  telegram  about  the  health  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oambome  ? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  re- 
ceived no  telegram.  All  these  things 
are  carefully  watched,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  I  shall  receive  full  informa- 
tion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  aware  of  the  fact  that 
the  Government  have  been  obliged  to 
discharge  four  prisoners  from  Derry 
Gaol  in  the  last  three  weeks  owing  to 
the  condition  of  the  building,  and 
have  not  two  of  them  died,  the  others 
being  so  seriously  ill  that  they  have 
been  admitted  to  bail,  although  bail 
was  previously  refused?  Under  such 
circumstances,  I  request  that  an  inde- 
pendent medical  man  may  be  sent  to 
the  gaol  to  investigate  the  condition  of 
the  prison. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
yet  read  Dr.  O'Farrell's  Report.  I  see 
no  reason  for  ordering  an  inquiry, 
although  no  doubt  there  are  circum- 
stances which  are  still  deserving  of  ex- 
amination. But  it  has  been  found  that 
the  illness  in  each  of  the  cases  spoken 
of  was  not  due  either  to  the  medical 
treatment  or  to  the  unsanitary  condition 
of  the  prison  itself. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  One  of  the 
prisoners  who  is  now  dead  was,  prior  to 
his  imprisonment,  as  fine  a  young  man 
as  could  be  found  in  the  whole 
country.  It  is  precisely  a  similar  case 
as  that  of  the  man  Larkin,  whose 
father  was  unable  to  recognise  him  after 
he  had  been  in  prison. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not 
think  there  are  any  grounds  for  an  in- 
dependent inquiry.  No  doubt  there 
have  been  these  unfortunate  cases. 
Occasionally  things  of  this  kind  must  oc- 
cur, but  the  death  rate  in  Derry  Gaol  is 
much  lower  than  the  death  rate  in  Derry 
town. 

Db.  KENNY:  The  fact  that  the 
death  rate  in  the  gaol  is  lower  than  that 
in  the  town  does  not  amount  to  much. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
answered  a  portion  of  my  question — 
namely,  whether  the  cells  are  boarded 
cr  flagged.  Will  he  give  us  the  Re- 
ports to  the  Prison  Board  upon  these 
cases,  from  beginning  to  end  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  I  can 
see  my  way  to  lay  the  Reports  upon  the 
Table  I  will  do  so.  They  contain  all 
the  information  the  hon.  Gentleman 
requires. 
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ALLEGED  FRAUDULENT  CLAIM  ON 
INSURANCE  COMPANIES. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow.  College) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  T.  M.  Bonar,  of 
Staplehill,  Bristol,  who  in  October, 
1888,  insured  himself  against  accidents 
with  five  different  Insurance  Companies, 
and  in  May,  1889,  made  claims  against 
each  of  them  for  a  broken  leg  alleged  to 
have  resulted  from  an  accident  sustained 
in  Glasgow  ;  and  whether  it  is  the  case 
that  two  eminent  Glasgow  surgeons  who 
examined  the  case  deponed  that  Bonar's 
leg  had  never  been  broken,  and  that 
Dr.  Campbell,  the  medical  attendant 
whose  name  was  appended  to  each  of 
the  five  certificates  sent  in  in  support  of 
the  different  claims,  has  deponed  that 
his  purported  signature  is  in  every  case  a 
forgery ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  would  state  the 
grounds  on  which  the  Crown  Office 
directed  the  public  prosecutor  at  Glas- 
gow not  to  bring  forward  the  case  for 
trial? 

♦Thb  LOBD  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  EoBEBTsoN,  Bute)  :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  case.  It  is  the 
fact  that  an  eminent  surgeon  who  saw 
Bonar's  leg  was  of  opinion  that  it  had 
not  been  broken,  but  he  thought  the 
injury  sufficiently  serious  to  justify  the 
use  of  splints,  and  he  granted  a  certifi- 
cate upon  which  one  of  the  Insurance 
C/ompanies  made  a  grant  of  £6  a  week 
for  two  weeks.  As  this  was  the  only 
sum  of  money  actually  obtained  from 
any  of  the  companies,  and  as  it  was  paid 
upon  the  certificate  which  I  have  men- 
tioned, and  not  upon  the  strength 
of  any  of  those  to  which  Dr. 
Campbell's  name  was  improperly 
appended,  Crown  counsel  were  of 
opinion  that  a  conviction  would  not  be 
obtained,  and  that  the  circumstances, 
although  highly  irregular,  were  not 
such  as  to  justify  a  prosecution. 


NUISANCE  AT  KENSINGTON. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  existence  of  a  nuisance  caused  to 
some  of  the  residents  in  the  parish  of 
Kensington  by  the  burning  of  bricks  in 
certain  fields  outside  that  parish;  and 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 


promote  or  support  legislation,  with  the 
view  of  making  such  nuisances  remo7- 
able  by  law  ? 

♦Mr.  STUART  WORTLEY:  The 
Secretary  of  State's  attention  has  beea 
called,  by  a  memorial  submitted  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Kensington,  to  the  existence  of 
the  alleged  nuisance.  Apart  from  sucli 
remedies  as  may  be  open  to  iadividaala 
for  injury  to  private  rights,  the  abate- 
ment of  nuisances  in  the  Metropolis  is 
committed  by  Statute  to  Local  Authori- 
ties, such  as  Vestries  and  District  Boarde, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  has  nopow^ 
to  initiate  proceediDgs,  except  where  the 
nuisance  complained  of  amounts  to 
smoke  nuisance  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act  of  1853^  or  where  it  is  made  to 
appear  to  the  Secretary  of  State  that  the 
Local  Authorities  fail  to  proceed  actitelj 
and  impartially  in  noticing  and  supprees- 
ing  nuisances.  No  pledge  c^  be  giren 
as  to  legislation. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE:  la 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  ear^ 
next  Session  I  will  ask  leave  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  deal  with  such  nuisances  afieet- 
ing  the  Metropolis. 

IRELAND-LAW  AND  POLICE- 
PAYMENT  OF  WITNESSES. 
Me.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lofd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any 
complaint  has  reached  him  that  Franeu 
Sherlock,  of.  Oootehill,  who  w.as  a  wit- 
ness in  a  case  against  John  Glennaa  and 
others  on , the  11th  and  12th  October, 
1888,  at  Cavan,  received  a  letter  from 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  Peace  to  the 
effect  that  he  bad  paid  a  cheque  for 
10s.  6d.  not  to  Sherlock  but  to  Bi- 
chanan ;  and  whether  this  man  wiQ 
get  paid  his  expenses  out  of  pocket  and 
loss  of  time  also  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  appean 
that  Buchanan  forged  the  names  ef 
Goss  and  Sherlock  to  two  cheqimi  ^ 
10s.  6d.  each,  which  had  been  issued  io 
payment  of  their  expenses  as  wiiuMVi 
and  entrusted  to  him  for  transmisaioB  to 
them.  Buchanan  was  subeequen^yliB* 
tenced  to  six  months'  imprisonmeat  tat 
the  forffery.  In  the  circomstanoa^  f^ 
Crown  Solicitor  was  authoriaed  0*  to 
30th  July  to  issue  further  obeqM  ^ 
Messrs.  Goss  and  Sherlock  fbr  ^^~ 
amounts,  which,  I  presume,  thej 
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before  this  received.  Mr.  Sherlock  put 
forward  a  further  claim  for  expenses  and 
loss  of  time,  which,  however,  it  was 
found,  upon  inquiry,  could  not  be  s*js- 
tained  as  a  charge  against  public 
moneys. 

THE   DUBLIN  AND   WEXFORD 

TRAINS. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

Postmaster  General  if  it  is  a  fact  that 

the  trains  to  and   from   Dublin    and 

Wexford  stop  at  a  station  only  one  mile 

from  Newcastle,  and  that  no  letters  are 

sent  either  way,  but  that  the  letters  are 

carried  on  foot  seven  miles  to  Newtown 

Kennedy,  at  a  very  great  loss  of  time 

and  inconvenience  to  the  traders;  and, 

whether  he  will  arrange  that  in  future 

letters  be  lifted  at  Newcastle  Station  by 

the  train  service  ? 

♦The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes,  University  of  Cambridge) :  The 
hon.  Member  is  correct  in  stating  that 
the  trains  to  and  from  Dublin  and  Wex- 
ford stop  at  a  station  which  is  about  one 
mile  from  the  Newcastle  Post  Office,  and 
that  no  letters  to  and  from  this  office 
are  conveyed  by  these  trains.    The  cor- 
respondence is  conveyed  on  foot  between 
the  Newcastle   and    Newtown    Mount 
Kennedy  offices,  which  are  three  miles 
apart.    The  morning  delivery  of  letters 
commences  at  Newcastle  at  7  a.m.,  and 
00  improvement  in  this  respect  is  needed. 
The  day  mail  letters  are  delivered  at  5 
p.m.,  at  the  same  time  as  the  collection 
for  the  night  mail   takes  place.     An 
acceleration  could  be  made  in  the  hour 
of  delivering  the  day  mail  letters,  and 
a  later  bour  for  posting  letters  in  the 
evening  could  be  granted,  if  the  train 
service  were  utilised ;  but  the  amount  of 
correspondence  is  far  too  small  to  justify 
the  additional  expenditure  which  this 
alteration  would  involve. 

BOROUGH  BOUNDARIES. 

Mb.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  wbether,  having  in  view  the  bard- 
ship  inflicted  upon  small  landowners  by 
their  being  driven  to  the  expense  of  op- 
posing before  a  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittee tbe  inclusion  within  a  borough 
boundary  of  land  of  a  rural  character, 
be  will  make  provision  that  the  attention 
of  Parliament  shall  be  directed  to  any 
iatore  case  in  whiob  it  is  proposed  to 


obtain  an  extension  of  the  boundary  of  a 
borough  by  a  Local  Bill,  instead  of  by 
application  for  a  Provisional  Order 
under  ''The  Local  Government  Act, 
1888  ?'' 

*Thb  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  In  the 
case  of  Bills  promoted  by  Local 
Authorities  dealing  with  matters  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Local  Govern** 
ment  Board,  the  Board,  in  ac- 
cordance with  tbe  Standing  Order, 
submit  Reports  to  the  Committees 
to  which  the  Bills  are  referred.  Attri- 
tion would  be  drawn  in  these  Reports  to 
any  proposal  to  extend  a  borough  by 
Local  Bill. 

BELTED  CRUISERS. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  statement  of  the  Timet  cor- 
respondent of  August  10th — namely, 

<<  I  must,  however,  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  in  one  of  the  helted  cruisers  of  our  squad- 
ron if  the  ^eet  anchor  is  let  go  there  is  ab- 
solutely no  means  of  weighing  it,  as  a  six-inch 
wire  hawser  has  been  supplied  in  lieu  of  a  chain 
cable.  Nautical  men  will  know  what  this 
means.  And,  further,  if  there  is  steam  on  the 
main  engines  it  is  also  on  all  the  auxiliary  en« 
gines,  as  do  stop- valves  are  fitted.  Fires  had  to  be 
put  out  the  other  day  in  order  to  make  good  a 
leak  in  a  joint  of  the  steam  pipe  of  the  capstan 
engine ;" 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  ascertain  wbo 
is  to  blame  for  such  shortcomings  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  allowance  of  chain 
cables  at  present  supplied  to  the  belted 
cruisers  is  350  fathoms,  and  if  proved  to 
be  necessary  that  amount  will,  after  tbe 
manoBUvres,  be  increased.  Tbe  other 
statement  with  regard  to  the  absence  of 
stop-valyes  has  evidently  been  made 
under  a  misapprehension,  as  there  is  a 
separate  system  for  the  auxiliary  and 
main  engines,  and  in  no  case  would  it 
be  necessary  to  draw  the  fires  in  order 
to  repair  a  leak  in  the  steam  pipe  of  the 
capstan  engine. 

IRELAND— FAIR  RENTS  IN  NEWRY. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  be  is  aware  that  Stephen 
M*Oann,  of  Lislea,  Camlough,  County 
Armaghi  and  25  other  tenants  on  the 
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estate  of  the  late  Mr.  Edward  Quin,  of 
Newry,  had  their  applioations  for  haying 
a  fair  rent  fixed  dismissed  by  Mr.  D. 
Tuckey,  B.L.,  at  Newry  Land  Commis- 
sion, and  that,  in  the  judgment,  the 
Commissioners  stated  that  the  leases 
vere  dated  between  the  years  1826  and 
1832,  the  period  covered  by  the  two 
subletting  Acts,  and  that  the  cases  were 
dismieseif  owing  to  a  defect  in  the  Act 
of  last  Session,  which  did  not  embrace 
leases  which  contained  no  non-alienation 
dause ;  and,  whether  the  GK>yernment 
would  amend  the  law  so  as  to  cover  the 
leases  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  MACAETNET  (Antrim,  S.) :  Is 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  thati 
have  introduced  a  Bill — the  Leaseholders 
Bill— to  remedy  this  defect,  and  that 
when  I  have  repeatedly  endeavoured  to 
move  the  Second  Beading,  hon.  Mem> 
bers  below  the  Qangway  opposite  have 
always  objected,  and,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  case,  will  the 
Government  give  facilities  for  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  believe  that 
it  is  the  fact  that  the  Bill  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  refers  does  deal  with  the 
subject  raised  in  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Blane), 
and  my  impression  is  that  it  has  been 
objected  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
in  that  quarter  of  the  House.  In  reply 
to  the  question  on  the  Paper,  I  may 
say  that  I  have  received  no  Beport  in 
regard  to  the  cases  mentioned.  Per- 
sonally, I  should  be  extremely  glad  if 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Antrim  (Mr.  Macartney)  were  to 
become  law. 

GOVERNMENT  DEPARTMENTS  (TRANS- 
FER OP  POWERS)  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  BILL. 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Pro- 
visional  Order  Government  Depart- 
ments (Transfer  of  Powers)  Bill  is 
to  be  abandoned  in  consequence 
of  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee; if  a  similar  Bill  will  be  in- 
troduced next  year;  and,  if  not,  how 
the  Government  propose  to  carry  out  the 
undertaking  they  gave  last  year  to 
enlarge  the  powers  of  County  Councils 
by  transferring  to  them  certain  duties 
of  the  Government  Departments? 

Jfr.  BJan0 


«Mb.  BITCHIE :  The  hon.  Oentlemin 
will  recognise  that  the  Ctovenunnt 
have,  by  introducing  the  Gbverameot 
Departments  (Transfer  of  Powers)  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill,  fulfilled  the  ondsr 
taking  under  which  they  came  lut 
Session,  and  I  regret  that  the  Beport  of 
the  Select  Committee  to  which  the  BOi 
was  referred  precludes  the  Bill  being 
proceeded  with  this  year.  No  enlarge- 
ment of  the  powers  of  the  Coonty 
Councils  can  take  place  without  legis- 
lation, and  I  cannot  give  any  assnranoe 
as  to  the  legislation  that  may  be  pro- 
posed next  Session. 

Mb.  HOBHOUSE :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  a  future  day  I  will  eall 
attention  to  this  subject. 

THE  ULSTER  AND  TYRONE  CANAL. 

Mb.  JORDAN  (Clare,  W.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treaniy 
whether  the  agreement  of  transfer,  i& 
accordance  with  <  <  The  Ulster  and  Tyrone 
Navigation  Act,  1 888,"  has  been  ratified; 
and,  if  so,  when ;  whether  the  Companj 
has  yet  received  any  money  from  the 
Treasury  ;  and,  if  so,  how  much ; 
whether  the  Company  haa  yet  executed 
any  repairs  or  performed  any  work  on 
these  canals;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent; 
and,  whether  in  addition  to  the  gnst 
the  Company  has  obtained  or  is  seeking 
for  a  loan  from  the  Treasury  ? 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  thb  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  1. 
The  agreement  for  the  transfer  of  the 
Ulster  and  Tyrone  Canals  to  the  I^gtt 
Navigation  was  completed  on  the  8A 
March  and  the  transfer  has  been  canied 
out.  2.  The  Company  has  commaDfied 
the  work  of  repair,  and  has,  I  am  in- 
formed, done  about  25  per  cent  of  the 
contemplated  work.  3.  The  Board  oi 
Public  Works  has  advanced  to  the  OoB- 
pany  out  of  the  Parliamentary  Giant 
the  sum  of  £1,500.  No  loan  has  beet 
or  is  in  process  of  negotiation  at  preevt. 

FOREIGN  OFFICE  LIST. 
Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  nKA- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  oeot* 
tary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whetiNr 
the  publication  known  as  the  Flm^ 
Office  Liet,  with  a  large  royal  eioi^ 
upon  it,  is  a  Government  publioatioa  oc* 
subsidised  by  the  Government  and  editv 
by  a  Government  official ;  if  so^  whete 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  sanctioaeASi 
being  made  up  in  great  part  of  tm* 
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advertisemeiits,  and  mixed  and  inter- 
leayed  with  such  adyertisementa,  so  as 
to  Tender  it  Fery  troublesome  to  find 
indexes,  maps,  &c.y  hid  among  the 
oopious  advertisements  of  patent  medi- 
ciaesy  insurance  offices,  and  other 
matters? 

*Thb  under  SEOEETARY  op 
STATE  FOE  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Tebgussok,  Manchester,  N.  E.) :  The 
Foreign  VJIee  Ziht  is  not  an  official 
publication,  and  ie  not  subsidised  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  purports 
to  be  edited  by  a  member  of  the  Oivil 
Service.  There  is  only  one  page  of 
advertisements  interleaved  immediately 
before  the  maps  and  one  before  the 
Index  at  the  end  of  the  book. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Hate  the  pub- 
lisfaers  any  authority  for  putting  ihe 
mark  of  the  crown  upon  this  publi- 
cation? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

HYDERABAD-BRITISH  RESIDENT. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  heg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  Mr.  Howell,  having  been 
appointed  to  the  Hyderabad  Residency 
at  an  exceptionally  difficult  crisis,  and 
having  acted  in  the  capacity  of  Resident 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government 
for  18  months  or  upwards,  has  lately 
been  removed  because  he  differed  from 
tbe  Nieam's  Ministers  in  regard  to  the 
grant  of  fresh  concessions  to  the  parties 
in  London  who  obtained  the  Deccan 
Mines  Concessions  in  collusion  with  the 
Nizam's  representative;  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  Council  has  dis- 
approved of  the  arrangement  so  made, 
and  referred  it  back  to  India ;  and  whe- 
ther, under  these  circumstances,  care 
will  be  to  maintain  the  independence  of 
judgment  of  the  British  Resident  ? 

Tot  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham) :  Mr.  Howell  was  never  ap- 
pointed Resident  at  Hyderabad.  He 
was  in  March,  1888,  directed  to  officiate 
as  Besident  during  the  absence  of  the 
late  incumbent  of  that  office,  and  he 
continued  in  the  temporary  post  until  a 
Booceasor  was  appointed.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
the  non-appointment  of  Mr.  Howell  to 
the  permanent  office  was  due  to  any 
difference  of  opinion  with  the  Nizam's 
Ministers  in  respect  to  the  Deccan  Mining 
Oompany.    The  Secretary  of  State  has 


not  disapproved  of  the  arrangements 
made.  Qe  has  no  doubt  that  the  Yioe- 
roy,  in  selecting  an  officer  for  the  im- 
portant post  of  Resident  at  Hyderabad, 
has  exercised  the  discretion  vested  in 
him  with  due  regard  to  the  public 
interest. 

UNQUALIFIED    MEDICAL    PRAOTI. 

TIONERS. 
Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether*  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  report  in  the 
Dails/  Newe  of  26th  June  of  an  inquest 
held  at  the  CDroner's  Court,  High  Street, 
Borough,  on  the  body  of  a  child  named 
James  Abraham  Smith,  when  evidence 
was  given  to  the  effect  that  the  child 
had  been  attended  and  prescribed  for 
by  an  unqualified  medical  practitioner ; 
that  a  qualified  practitioner  who  had 
been  called  in  and  had  declined  to  give 
a  certificate,  deposed  to  making  a  post 
mortem  examination,  which  showed  that 
death  was  due  to  narcotic  poisoning; 
that  a  certificate  was  afterwards  signed 
by  another  doctor  who  had  never  seen 
the  child,  but  stated  the  cause  of  death 
to  be  dentition  and  convulsions;  and, 
whether  the  Registrar  General  proposes 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter? 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  have  made  inquiry 
of  the  Registrar  General  and  am  in- 
formed that  the  death  of  a  child  named 
Smith  was  registered  on  the  certificate 
of  Mr.  Carr,  a  duly  registered  medical 
practitioner,  who  stated  on  his  certificate 
that  he  had  attended  the  child  during 
its  last  illness,  and  that  the  cause  of 
death  was,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge, 
''Dentition.  Convulsions.'Trom  informa- 
tion received  by  the  local  registrar  from 
other  sources,  he  thought  that  the  case 
was  of  a  suspicious  character,  and  sent 
information  to  the  coroner.  An  inquest 
was  held  and  a  verdict  found  that  the 
cause  of  death  was  narcotic  poisonings 
but  whether  caused  by  an  overdose  of 
prescription  given  b3'  an  unqualified 
practitioner  uiere  was  not  sufficient 
evidence  to  show.  The  coroner  re- 
quested the  registrar  to  inform  the 
Registrar  General  that  Mr.  Carr  had 
certified  that  he  had  attended  the  child, 
although  he  had  in  fact  never  seen  it, 
the  child  having  been  attended  by  Mr. 
Carr*s  unqualified  assistant.  The  Re- 
gistrar General  has  asked  to  be 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  depositions. 
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He  has  not  yet  received  them,  and  be 
has  therefore  at  present  no  evidence  on 
which  to  take  aotion. 

THE  ROYAL  DUBLIN  SOCIETY. 

Mb.  MAHONY  (Meath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  aek  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Eoyal  Dublin  Society  to  whom  in  1 888  and 
1889  sums  of  £5,000  were  paid  for  the 
encouragement  of  the  breeding  of  horses 
and  cattle  in  Ireland,  out  of  the  share 
of  the  Probate  Duties  allotted  to  Ireland, 
is  a  body  subject  to  any  proper  control ; 
whether  he  will  state  how  many  bulls 
have  stood  for  service  under  this  Grant 
in  the  mountainous  districts  of  Ireland 
where  the  poorer  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion reside ;  whether  in  such  cases,  if 
any,  he  will  state  the  name  of  the  place 
where  the  bull  stood,  and  the  breed  to 
which  he  belonged ;  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  no  stallion  has  stood  under  this 
Grant  in  the  County  Kerry  either  in  1888 
or  1889 ;  and,  whether  the  County 
Kerry  has  been  excluded  from  the 
scheme  proposed  for  stallions  in  1890 ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  the 
reason  for  this  systematic  exclusion  of 
the  County  Kerry  from  the  benefits  of 
this  Grant  as  regards  stallions  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  not 
yet  received  a  Heport  upon  this  ques- 
tion, and  must  therefore  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  defer  it. 

THE  DUTIES  OF  THE  IRISH  POLICE. 
Mr.  MAHONY:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proceedings  at  a 
Court  which  was  held  at  Kings- 
court,  County  Cavan,  on  the  7th  instant, 
presided  over  by  Messrs.  A.  M.  Harpur 
and  H.  Turner,  Eesident  Magistrates, 
where  Margaret  Fitzsimops,  of  Tully- 
brick,  was  prosecuted  for  having  taken 
forcible  possession  of  the  house  from 
which  her  husband  was  evicted  on  11th 
April  last,  and  Sergeant  Bobert  Back- 
house, Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  Kings- 
court,  deposed  that  on  the  day  following 
the  eviction  he,  on  behalf  of  Samuel 
Eatkins,  who  had  taken  the  farm,  offered 
Mrs.  Fitzsimons  £15,  if  she  would  leave 
the  premises ;  whether  it  is  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  police  to  act  as  agent  for 
persons  like  Eatkins,  and  to  facilitate 
their  getting  possession  of  evicted  farms ; 
And,   whether  ho  is  aware  that  Mrs. 

Mr.  BitchU 


Fitzsimons  had  Samuel  Eatkins  sam- 
moned  for  assaulting  and  threatening 
to  shoot  her,  but  that  these  sammonses, 
having  been  postponed  ^ye  times  at 
Petty  Sessions  on  the  interveDtion  of  the 
police,  pending  the  prosecution  of  Mrs. 
Fitzsimons,  were  finally  dismissed  bj 
Mr.  A.  M.  Harpur,  Besident  Magistrate, 
on  the  ground  that  Mrs.  Fitzsimons  vm 
a  trespasser,  and  that  therefore  Eatkiiu 
was  entitled  to  take  the  law  in  his  own 
hands  and  to  assault  and  threaten  toshoot 
her? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The 
Constabulary  Authorities  report  tint 
it  is  not  the  case  that  Sergeant 
Backhouse  acted  on  behalf  of  Eatkins 
in  the  matter.  Eatkins  when  reporting 
to  the  police  that  the  farm  had  been  re- 
taken forcible  possession  of  mentioned 
that  he  would  gladly  give  Mr8.Rti- 
simons  £10  or  £15  to  leave  qnietlj. 
The  sergeant  when  on  patrol  doty  it 
the  farm  stated  during  a  firiendlj  con* 
versation  with  Mrs.  Fitzsimons  tiiat  it 
would  be  better  for  her  if  she  left 
quietly  getting  at  the  same  time  this 
sum  of  money  than  to  have  to  leire 
eventually  without  it.  Mrs.  PitniiDoni 
summoned  Eatkins  for  an  alleged  assault 
The  case  was  postponed  five  times,  at 
first  on  the  application  of  Eatkins'  soli- 
citor on  the  gfround  that  the  Crown 
were  considering  a  case  of  ibrciUj 
possession  against  Mrs.  Fitzsimons,  nd 
that  it  would  be  almost  impossiW*  to 
separate  the  two  cases,  and  at  theesfl 
of  July  Mrs.  Fitzsimons  further  dmgw 
Eatkins  with  threatening  to  shooi  fcer. 
All  these  cases  were  heard  before  Mi- 
Harper  at  Petty  Sessions  on7thAngait 
He  decided  that  there  was  no  «^^^ 
of  the  alleged  assault  or  attemptw 
shooting,  and  that  Mrs.  Fitzsimons  tu 
a  trespasser.  He  did  not  say  fli^ 
Eatkins  was  entiUed  to  take  the  Uf 
into  his  hands. 

THE  3rd  LEICESTBRSHIBE  BEOIHKKT. 
The  Mahqubss  op  QKANBT  (Wel- 
ter, Melton) :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Sicff- 
tary  of  State  for  War  whether  h»  tf 
aware  that  the  3rd  Battalion  I'AjjJJ 
shire  Begiment,  at  their  last  mta^^ 
training,  was  obUged  to  goto  Stiwif*' 

on- Avon  for  its  musketry  oouw^JJ*? 
to  the  refusal  of  the  Volunteer  AlftJ* 
ties  at  Ashby-de-la-Zouch  *<>  ^  * 
regiment  in  question  use  the  ''N^Lr 
Ashby,  which  are  hired  by  tfc#Ti»- 
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teers ;  and  that  the  cost  of  transport  of 
the  3rd  Leicestershire  Regiment  from 
Lieicestershire  to  Stratford-on-Avon  and 
back  exceeded  £240 ;  whether  it  is 
a  fact  this  refusal  also  extends  to  the 
17th  Regimental  District  Depot;  and, 
whether,  if  this  is  so,  the  War  Office 
will  consider  the  advisahiliti^  of  provid- 
ing a  range  for  the  17th  Regimental 
District  Depot,  and  the  3rd  Leicester- 
fihire  Regiment,  which  will  he  within 
Teasonahle  distance  of  their  head- 
quarters ? 
♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  The  range  at 
Afthby  is  private  property,  and  the 
owner  will  not  permit  its  use  by  the 
Hegolar  troops  and  the  Militia.  The 
3rd  Battalion  Leicestershire  Regiment 
was,  therefore,  sent  for  musketry  to  Strat- 
ford-on-Avon as  the  nearest  range  avail- 
able. Every  effort  has  been  made, 
hitherto  without  success,  to  obtain 
ground  for  a  range  nearer  the  head- 
quarters of  the  regimental  district. 

THE  TEMPLETON  AND  HOPE  ESTATES. 

MR.PATRICK  0'BRIEN(Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  tenantry  on  the  Templeton 
and  Hope  estates  in  the  Oastleblayney 
Union  have  had  applications  to  have  a 
fair  rent  fixed  listed  for  bearing  by  the 
Land  Sub-Commission  for  nearly  two 
years,  and  which  have  not  yet  been 
heard;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
landlords  of  these  estates  are  issuing 
ejectments  against  these  tenants,  with 
the  purpose  of  depriving  them  of  the 
right  to  have  fair  rents  fixed ;  and 
whether  he  will  cause  the  Land  Com- 
miasion  to  promptly  afford  facilities  for 
hearing  the  cases  of  these  tenants  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  I  have 
not  yet  received  a  Report  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  defer  the  question. 

ORANGEMEN  AND  CATHOLICS. 

Mb.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  on  Saturday  evening,  the  3rd 
inatant,  between  7  p.m.  and  8  p.m.,  an 
Orange  fife  and  drum  band  from  Bally- 
mena  stopped  opposite  the  Roman 
Catholic  church  in  the  town  of  Antrim, 
and  there,  surrounded  by  a  large  crowd, 
obstructed  the  thoroughfare  and  played 


Party  tunes,  including  ''Kick  the 
Pope,"  wbiIo*the  priests  and  people  were 
at  their  devotions  in  the  church ;  that, 
when  the  sergeant  of  police  ordered 
them  to  move  away,  a  member  of  the 
band  used  most  insulting  language  and 
brandished  a  drum  stick  in  the  sergeant's 
face ;  and  that  the  band,  on  going  away, 
began  to  curse  the  Pope  and  make  use 
of  other  insulting  language  in  the 
presence  of  the  police;  whether  this 
same  band  misconducted  themselves  in 
Antrim  on  another  occasion  within  the 
last  three  years,  when  the  police  were 
chased  into  their  barracks ;  whether 
'any,  and  what,  steps  will  be  taken  to 
prevent  a  repetition  of  this  conduct  and 
to  protect  the  Catholic  people  from  in- 
sult when  attending  devotions  in  their 
church;  and  whether  he  can  state  if 
there  is  any  Roman  Catholic  holding  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  within  the 
Petty  Sessions  district  of  Antrim,  and, 
if  not,  why  some  of  the  eligible  Catholics 
living  there  are  not  appointed  Magis- 
trates ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  From  the 
Constabulary  Report  received  in  the 
matter  it  would  appear  that  the  facts 
are  altogether  exaggerated  in  the  ques- 
tion. So  far  as  the  police  are  aware, 
there  was  no  Divine  Service  going  on  in 
the  chapel.  The  parish  priest  was 
observed  at  the  chapel  door  and  after- 
wards at  his  house,  and  he  did  not 
inform  them  that  '^there  was  any  service 
going  on.  A  drummer  did  shake  his 
drumstick  at  the  sergeant,  but  the  band 
do  not  appear  to  have  cursed  anybody 
or  used  insulting  language.  It  is  not 
the  case  that  this  band  ever  chased  the 
police  into  their  barracks  or  committed 
any  breach  of  the  peace.  The  police 
will  at  all  times  take  every  possible  step 
to  prevent  any  interruption  to  Divine 
Service.  There  appears  to  be  one 
Roman  Catholic  Magistrate  who  has 
attended  occasionally  at  the  Antrim 
Petty  Sessions.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Lreland  is  always  ready  to  consider 
the  names  of  any  properly  qualified 
Roman  Catholics  who  may  be  recom- 
mended to  him  for  appointment  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace  by  the  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  County. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  on  a  recent  occasion  when  a 
Nationalist  band  defended  themselves 
against  an  attack  by  the  crowd,  the 
bandsmen  were  all  summoned  ?  In  this 
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case  it  appears  that  the  band  defied  the 
police. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:   I  have  no 
information. 

CATTLE  DISEASE. 
Sib  EDWARD   BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Cham- 
berlain if  he  can  say  whether  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council  has  received  a 
copy  of  a  Report  agreed  to  at  a  special 
meeting  of  the  Cattle  Diseases  Commit- 
tee   of     the      Central      Chamber    of 
Agriculture,  again  inviting  the  Privy 
Council  to  re-consider  their  intention  to 
permit  the  importation  of  animals  from 
Holland    without    the     safeguard    of 
slaughter  or  quarantine,  which  has  been 
insisted  on  as  necessary  for  the  exclu- 
sion of  contagious  disease  since  1877; 
whether  in  view  of  his  statement  that 
footh-and-mouth     disease    existed    in 
Sohleswig-Holstein  as  lately    as   16th 
July  last,  and  of  the  admitted  existence 
of  footh-and-mouth    disease    in  other 
parts  of  Germany  and  in  Belgium,  the 
Privy  Council    remain    satisfied    that 
Holland    can,   by    means   of   existing 
regulations,  offer    reasonable   security 
against  the  possible  passage  of  conta- 
gion through  the  Netherlands  to  this 
country  if  no  precautions  whatever  are 
taken  at  the  ports ;  whether  he  can  in- 
form the  House  of  the  precise  date  at 
which  the  Priyy  Council  became  satis- 
fied of  the  reasonable  security  of  the 
Netherlands;      and,     whether,     under 
existing  circumstances  and  in  the  face  of 
the  alarm  very  generally  felt  in  this 
country,  he  can  hold  out  any  hope  of  the 
revocation  of  the  Order  admittingDutch 
animals,  or  will  at  all  events  assent  to  a 
further  postponement    of    its    excecu- 
tion  ? 

The  vice  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count LEWiSHikM,  Lewisham) :  A  letter 
has  been  receiyed  from  the  Central 
Chamber  of  Agriculture  on  the  subject 
of  the  importation  of  animals  from  Hol- 
land without  being  subject  to  slaughter 
or  quarantine.  The  Privy  Council  were 
satisfied  at  the  date  of  the  passing  of 
the  Animals  Amendment  Order  on 
March  1  last  that  the  Netherlands 
Government  had  complied  with  the  pro- 
visions of  the  5th  schedule  to  the  Act  of 
1878,  paragraph  4,  and  having  regard 
to  the  terms  of  the  Act  they  felt  that 
they  had  no  option  but  to  admit  cattle 
worn  that  country  without  being  subject 
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to  slaughter  or  quarantine.  Since  Ikt 
date  nothing  has  occurred  to  alter  tb 
view  their  Lordships  then  took,  and 
under  the  circumstances  they  do  not 
propose  to  further  suspend  the  operatioii 
of  the  Order. 

SibE.  BIRKBECK:  Arismgontof 
the  question  may  I  ask  whether,  in  viev 
of  the  fact  that  foot-and-mouth  disew 
exists  not  only  in  Germany  but  alio  ii 
Belgium,  attention  will  be  called  hj  tk» 
Privy  Council  to  the  Order  of  the  l8t  of 
March,  at  all  events  until  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  have  considered  the  sob* 
jeet. 

Viscount  LEWISHAM:  TheBoari 
of  Agriculture  will  have  to  be  guided 
by  the  same  Act  of  Parliament  aa  the 
Privy  CoundL 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Sir  EDWARD  BIRKBECK:  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  Chamberlain  whether, 
with  reference  to  the  detailed  Betam 
now  in  course  of  preparation  relatiTe  to 
the  cost  of  compensation  for  slaughter  of 
animals  in  outbreaks  of  plearo-pae&' 
monia  in  the  United  Kingdom,  he  eo 
state  to  the  House  the  total  eon 
accounted  for  as  paid  for  compesiatvn 
in  England  and  Scotland  respeotiveljiB 
each  of  the  last  tbree  years,  oietiogiuih- 
ingthe  amount  incurred  in  reepeet  of 
diseased  cattle,  and  cattle  in  contact  wi^ 
animals  suffering  from  disease? 

Viscount  LEWISHAM :  The  foUot- 
ing  amounts  were  returned  as  hsfia^ 
been  paid  as  compensation  for  the 
slaughter  of  diseased  and  heilthj 
animals  in  the  years  1886,  1887,  and 
1888,  but  in  some  cases  in  the  tit) 
former  years  the  amoont  received  hf  the 
Local  Authorities  for  the  sale  of  oarois* 
was  not  deducted  : — England,  188^ 
diseased,  £14,641  28.  dd. ;  heahlij, 
£7,809  Us.  lid.— total,  £22»440 
14s.  2d.;  1887,  diseased,  £10^ 
10s.  lOd. ;  healthy,  £7,209  Oj.  9^- 
total  £17,743  Us.  7d. ;  1888,  diistiei 
£10,260  15s.;  healthy,  JW7.17« 
16s.  lOd.;— total,  £47,437  lU  l<*t 
together  £87,631    178.  7d.      ScodttA 

1886,  diseased,  £6,299  5s.  id. ;  haalA^ 
£8,832  Os.  5d— total,  £15,131  68.74^* 

1887,  diseased,  £10,863  14a.  Al 
healthy,  £15,057  Is.  10d--W* 
£26,520  168.  2d.;  1888,  diesSI* 
£3,005  12s.  4d.;  healthy,  JMM» 
12s.  3d.— total,  £23,518  4s.  7d.,  tqp*» 
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£65,170  68.  4d.  Total  England  and 
Scotland  in  the  three  years,  £152,802 
da.  lid. 

THE  COINAGE. 

Si&  ED WABD  BIHEBEOE :  I  beg 
to  aak  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Bank  of 
Sngland  have  been  instructed  not  to 
issue  any  mora  half-sovereigns  at 
present,  but  to  put  into  circulation  in- 
stead as  many  double  florins  and  crowns 
as  possible;  and  whether,  taking  into 
consideration  the  serious  inconvenience 
likely  to  arise  therefrom  to  farmers 
during  harvest  he  will  at  once  allow  the 
usual  issue  of  half  sovereigns  to  take 
place  ? 

*Thb    OHANOELLOK  of  thb  EX- 
OHEQUEE(Mr.  Gobchen,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir ;  instructions 
liave  not  been  given  to    suspend  the 
iflsue  of  half-sovereigns  altogether,  but 
r  have  requested  the  Bank  of  England 
to  limit  the  issue  of  this  most  expensive 
coin    as  far  as  possible,   and  in  con- 
sequence of    the  numerous  complaints 
made  in  this  House  and  elsewhere  with 
regard  to  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  suffi- 
cient silver  coin,  I  have  urged  the  Bank 
to  do  their  best  to  meet  these  complaints. 
The    proportion  of  half-sovereigns  in 
circulation  is  immense.      The  remon- 
strance of  my  hon.  Friend  comes  fron^ 
the  only  quarter  of  the  kingdom  from 
which  so  far  any  murmurs  have  reached 
me.    They  have  been  stimulated  by  a 
circular    from   a   private  bank  stating 
erroneously  that  I  had  altogether  sus- 
pended the  coinage  of  half-sovereigns. 
As  to   the  question  of   inconvenience 
in  the  greater  use    of  silver,    I  admit 
the  possibility    of   somewhat    greater 
trouble    to    bankers  and    employers ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  far  from  being 
inconvenient  to  those  who  receive  the 
coin,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases  one 
of  the  first  things  which  the  receiver  of 
wages  has  to  do  is  tochanee  the  sovereign 
or  half-sovereign  which  has  been  given 
him,  and  that  change  in  many  quarters 
of  the  country  has  not  been  readily  pro- 
cured.   I  understand  that  an  employer 
of  labour  in  the  eastern  counties  said  he 
wanted  £2,000  in  half-sovereigns  every 
week.    That  is  more  than  any  single 
individual  has  a  right  to  demand  of  that 
particular  coin.    The  wear  and  tear  of 
a  half-sovereign  is  nearly  as  great  as  that 
of  a  whole  one.    The  percentage  of  loss, 


therefore,  is  nearly  double  on  it.  There 
are  supposed  to  be  £20,000,000  in  circu- 
lation of  half-sovereigns— t.^.,  40,000,000 
of  this  coin.  They  may  not  circulate  in 
equal  proportions  in  all  parts  of  the 
country ;  but  the  sum  total  seems  to  be 
much  more  than  enough  to  perform  the 
functions  at  present  expected  from  this 
coin. 

Mb.  H.  H!  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) :  Have  the  Bank  of  England 
increased  the  circulation  of  double  florins 
and  double  half-crowns,  and  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  directions  to 
have  the  value  of  the  coin  stated  on  the 
reverse  of  either  of  those  two  coins,  to 
obviate  the  difficulty  which  many  persons 
experience  in  distinguishing  between 
them? 

*Me.  GOSCHEN  :  There  is  practically 
the  same  difference  between  the  four- 
shilling  piece  and  the  five-shilling  piece 
in  design  as  there  is  between  the  two- 
shilling  piece  and  the  half-crown,  but 
no  doubt  the  amount  is  not  stated  on 
either  of  the  two  coins.  The  matter  has 
been  brought  to  my  attention,  and  if  I 
could  be  sure  that  the  circulation  of 
this  class  of  coin,  which  I  believe  to  be 
not  at  all  inconvenient  to  many  of  the 
working  classes,  would  be  increased  by 
a  change,  I  should  be  glad  to  consider 
the  point. 

Mb.  BBOADHUBST  (Nottingham) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  of 
the  great  difficulty  that  has  been  experi- 
enced in  obtaining  small  silver  coins  ? 

«Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  have  given  an 
answer  once  or  twice  upon  that  point, 
but  am  glad  to  repeat  it.  There  is  a 
large  stock  of  shillings  and  sixpences 
at  the  Bank  of  England.  If  they 
have  not  been  circulated  in  the  country 
so  extensively  as  may  have  been 
desired,  it  has  been  because  the  bankers 
themselves  did  not  pay  them  out  to  their 
customers.  So  far  as.  the  Mint  is  con- 
cerned there  are  large  stocks  of  the 
coins,  and  the  profit  upon  them  is 
sufficient  to  make  the  Government  desire 
to  stimulate  their  circulation. 

THE  POSTAL  TELEGRAPH  SERVICE. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  if 
he  will  state  whether  any,  and  what, 
classification  prevails  in  the  Postal  Tele- 
graph Service;  whether  the  like  classifi- 
cation prevr.ils  in  all  towns ;  and  what 
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appointments  are  properly  described  as 
of  the  first  class  ? 
«Mb.  BA.IEES:  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  the  classification  of  the  tele- 
graph staff  fully  set  forth  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper,  No.  286,  ordered  by  the 
House  to  be  printed  on  the  17  th  of  June, 
1A81 .  The  classification  then  approyed 
applies  to  the  central  staff  as  well  as  to 
the  staff  in  the  provincial  offices.  Ap- 
pointments which  belong  to  the  first 
class  are  those  to  which  the  highest  class 
of  duty  appertains. 

THE  4th  HUSSABS. 
Mb.  LAFONE  (Southwark,  Bermond- 
sey):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  the  Island  Bridge 
Barracks  were  duly  handed  over  to  the 
4th  Hussars  on  their  arrival  from  Cork, 
and  that  the  headquarters,  recruits,  and 
married  men  were  settled  there ;  if  the 
Boyal  Barracks  were  too  unhealthy  for 
the  5th  Dragoon  Guards,  why  the  4th 
Hussars  are  to  be  removed  there ;  and, 
if  they  are  removed  from  Island  Bridge, 
whether  the  expenses  incurred  by  the 
married  men  will  be  repaid  them  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  details  of 
these  removals  are  aU  arranged  by  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  Ireland, 
and  I  have  not  yet  received  a  Eeport  on 
the  circumstances,  and  I  would  only  now 
repeat  what  I  said  yesterday — that  in 
the  cavalry  barracks  in  question  there 
has  been  no  recent  case  of  fever  nor  any 
evidence  of  unhealthy  condition. 

THE  CRAWFORD  CASE. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  drawn 
to  the  indignation  expressed  by  Sir 
Jamsetjee  Jeejeebhoy  and  the  Parsee 
community  of  Bombay  at  certain  state- 
ments recantly  published  in  the  Blue 
Book  on  the  Crawford  case;  and  whether 
any  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  the 
author  of  those  statements  of  publicly 
explaining  them  ? 

Sib  J.  GORST :  No  representation  on 
this  subject  has  been  made  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

THE     BOMBAY-BURMA    TRADING 
CORPORATION. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether    sanction  has  been  ao- 
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corded  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  &« 
concession  of  a  monopoly  in  the  workiBg 
of  the  forests  of  Upper  Banna  to  the 
Bombay-Banna  Trading  Oorporation; 
and  whether  the  Oorrespondeooe  oo 
this  subject,  with  the  text  o!  tlie  con- 
tracts or  agreements  between  the 
Government  of  India  and  the  Bombay- 
Burma  Trading  Oorporation,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  The  Bombay-Boimi 
Trading  Oorporation  were  in  poeeessioo 
of  a  monopoly,  granted  by  the  late 
King,  at  the  time  of  the  conqneit  of 
Burma.  An  agreement  on  the  basii  d 
the  rights  then  possessed  by  the  Cor- 
poration was  made  a  year  ago  between 
the  Corporation  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council.  Papers  on  the  sabjed, 
if  moved  for,  will  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

SEIZURE  OF  FISHING  NKTa 

Mb.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (8titb. 
erlandshire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hsd 
Advocate  whether  his  attentioa  bai 
been  called  to  the  seizure  of  five  fialus^ 
nets  belonging  to  Martin  Kennedy  asd 
Lachlan  Curry,  fishermen,  in  Lochin- 
daal,  on  the  night  July  23rd-S4tii,  by 
Major  Wise,  a  lessee  of  certain  fishiAg* 
in  Islay ;  whether  it  is  tme,  as  «ttt«i 
that  the  seizure  of  nets  referred  to  toc^ 
place  half-a-mile  beyond  the  proteeted 
line,  and  was  consequently  illegal  ^ 
whether  it  is  true  that  a  fortnight  tfUi 
the  seieure  of  the  nets,  Major  Wise  m 
not  lodged  any  complaint  with  tbe 
criminal  authorities,  but  retained  tb« 
nets,  and  refused  to  deli?^  tlMin  ^ 
their  owners ;  and,  if,  on  inqiorf «  ^ 
appears  that  the  appropriaticm  and  re^ 
tention  of  the  nets  was  illegal,  in  Tie* 
of  the  frequency  of  similar  treatmeatw 
fishermen  by  fishing  tenants  ia  tu 
Highlands,  he  wiU  instnict  the  rro^ 
curator  Fiscal  to  institute  proceediDgt:! 
this  case?  , 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  I  9^ 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  pos^oastsH 
question  until  next  week. 

THE  MAILS  TO  THE  NORTH. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  &«  JJ 
ask  the  Postmaster  (General  wh«ft«^ 
has  received  an  excerpt  from  ttejj|^ 
nutes  of  the  meeting  of  the  Magito««J 
and  Town  CouncQ  of  Thurso  m^ 
unsatisfactory  state  of  tbeconfS|«iJ. 
the  mails  to  the  North ;  whefiier  u  » 
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tiie  case  that  the  mail  trains  have  b^en 
'two  and  three  hours  late  for  several 
*^^eeks ;  and  why  the  Postal  Authorities 
^ATO  ceased  sending  the  sorting  van 
to  Wick  ? 

*Mb.  EAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
IC emberl  beg  to  say  that  I  have  received 
a  copy  of  the  Minute  of  the  Town  Coun- 
cil of  Thurso  on  the  subject  of  the  Mail 
Service,  and  it  is  now  under  considera- 
tion. I  regret  that  it  is  the  fact  that 
since  the  beginning  of  this  month  the 
ni^ht  mail  train  hasbeenvery  late,  and 
strong  representations  have  been 
addressed  to  the  Highland  Hailway 
Company.  The  principal  cause  appears 
to  be  the  pressure  of  the  traffic  owing  to 
the  large  number  of  passengers  proceed- 
ings to  the  North  for  tne  shooting 
season.  The  sortine  carriages  never 
proceeded  so  far  North  as  Wick.  But 
it  is  true  that  the  journey  was  shortened 
last  year  in  connection  with  the  arbitra- 
tion with  the  railway  company,  the 
reason  for  curtailment  being  that  the 
advantage  derived  from  the  longer 
journey  was  not  sufficient  to  justify  the 
larg^e  expenditure  which  the  continuance 
of  the  previous  arrangement  seemed 
likely  to  involve. 

THB  SEWERAGE  SYSTEM    OF  DERBY 
— DERRY  GAOL. 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Ix>rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that  the 
sewerage  system  of  Derry  is  a  tide 
locked  sewerage,  and  that  the  Corpora- 
tion,  although  aware  of  the  defects  of 
this  system,  have  deferred  the  question 
of  the  proper  ventilation  of  the  sewers 
indefinitely ;  also  that  the  sewerage  of 
the  gaol  runs  into  this  defective  sewerage 
of  the  city ;  and  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  gaol  is  situated  at  the  very  summit 
level  of  the  city,  and  necessarily  becomes 
the  receptacle  of  the  sewer  gases,  which 
must  rise  up  to  it  and  escape  through 
the  ordinary  sewer  traps  into  the  gaol, 
he  will  take  steps  to  remedy  this  danger 
to  the  health  of  prisoners  in  this  gaol  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman  to 
defer  this  question  until  Tuesday, 
because  before  that  date  the  Local 
Government  Board  inform  me  they  will 
not  be  able  to  send  a  Beport. 


In  reply  to  Mr.  Sexton, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  I  gather 
from  the  Beport  of  Dr.  O'Farrell  that  no 
danger  need  be  entertained. 

Mr.  mag  NEILL :  Seeing  that  the 
medical  officer  of  the  prison.  Sir 
William  Miller,  is  closely  connected 
with  the  Corporation  and  that  there  is 
a  distinct  charge  brought  against  the 
Corporation,  is  it  not  advisable  that  there 
should  be  a  distinct  medical  investiga- 
tion? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  must  await 
the  Beport  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  before  I  can  answer  that  ques- 
tion. 

THE  MA00LE8FIELD  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  that  portion  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  affairs  of  the  Maccles- 
field Savings  Bank,  in  which  Mr. 
Andrews,  the  Actuary  of  the  Manchester 
Savings  Bank,  advised  the  Actuary  of 
the  Macdesfidd  Bank  as  to  the  use  and 
disposal  of  the  separate  surplus  fund ; 
whether  the  separate  surplus  fund  of 
Trustee  Banks,  in  the  hands  of  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  can  be 
drawn  upon  and  used  in  the  manner 
Buggested;  and,  whether  the  Treasury 
will  take  steps  to  prevent  the  squander- 
ing and  any  misuse  of  the  separate 
surplus  funds  of  Trustee  Banks,  m  the 
manner  indicated  in  Mr.  Ajidrew's 
letter,  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  aOSOHEN:  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  whole  of  the  able 
Beport  of  the  Commissioner  to  inquire 
into  the  affairs  of  the  Macclesfield  Sav- 
ings Bank.  Mr.  Andrew's  advice  to  the 
Actuary  of  the  Macclesfield  Savings 
Bank  seems  to  consist  of  two  parts.  In 
so  far  as  he  recommends  that  the  sepa- 
rate surplus  fund  should  be  used  for 
building  a  new  bank,  if  such  new  build- 
ing was  required  by  the  increase  of 
business,  I  do  not  think  his  advice  is 
open  to  exception ;  but  his  further  sug- 
gestion (if  I  rightly  understand  the 
letter)  that  the  bank  should  increase  its 
expenditure,  not,  as  it  seems,  because 
greater  experience  was  necessary,  but 
because  there  happened  to  be  money 
which  he  considered  available  for  it, 
seems  to  me  very  regrettable.  The 
nature  of  the  purposes  to  which  the 


i 


1483        The  Northumberland         {COMMONS} 

separate  surplus  fund  can  be  applied 
seems  open  to  some  doubt.  I  belieye 
that  the  National  Debt  Oommissioners 
haye  power,  by  means  of  the  certificate 
required  before  any  portion  of  the  fund 
is  paid  over  to  any  bank,  to  prevent  any 
**  squandering  or  misuse."  JBut  I  agree 
with  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  that 
those  purposes  should  be  more  dearly 
defined  by  legislation. 
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THE  CASE  OF  SASiUEL  HUNTER. 

Mb.  HOWELL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  he  has  received  a 
Memorial  from  certain  persons  in  the 

borough  of  Salford,  praying  for  a  remis- 
sion or  mitigation  of  the  sentence  passed 
on  one  Samuel  Hunter  for  forgery  and 
perjury;  whether  he  will  state  the 
number  of  signatures  to  such  Memorial, 
and  what  number  of  them  were  members 
of  the  Gas  Committee,  in  connection 
with  which  frauds  were  discovered; 
whether  he  has  given  any  reply  to  such 
Memorial;  and,  if  so,  what  reply  has 
been  given ;  and,  whether,  before  giving 
any  reply,  he  will  consent  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  this  House  a  copy  of  the 
said  Memorial,  together  with  the  names 
and  descriptions  of  the  persons  who 
signed  the  Memorial  ? 

Mb.  STUAET  WOETLEY:  Yes, 
Sir.  Such  a  Memorial  was  received  on 
the  13th  inst.  It  is  signed  by  26  per- 
sons, among  them  being  the  Chairman 
of  the  Gas  Committee,  the  Mayor  of 
SaKord,  and  seversl  Aldermen  and 
Councillors.  No  reply  has  yet  been 
sent  to  the  Memorial.  It  would  be  con- 
trary to  all  precedent  to  lay  a  Memorial 
on  a  criminal  case  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  WUl  the  request  of 
the  memorialists  be  acceded  to  before  a 
copy  of  the  Memorial  has  been  laid  upon 
the  Table  ? 

Mb.  STUAET  WOETLEY :  It  would 
be  contrary  to  precedent  to  lay  a  copy  of 
the  Memorial  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  if  the  Home  Secretary  accedes  to 
the  prayer  of  the  Memorial  I  will  call 
attention  to  the  whole  question,  and  ask 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  consider  it. 

Mr.  Oofchen 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASE  IN  THE  INBUK 

ARMT. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  War 
Office  are  in  possession  of  any  statistia 
from  India  relative  to  the  alleged  in* 
crease  of  contagious  disease  in  tiie  In- 
dian Army  since  the  repeal  of  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts ;  and  whether  he 
can  give  any  information  on  the  rab- 
ject? 
♦Me.  E.  STANHOPE:  So  farastiie 
British  troops  are  concerned,  the  admis- 
sions for  venereal  disease  have  ruen 
from  a  yearly  ratio  of  823  per  1,000  for 
the  year  1887  to  560  per  1,000  for  the 
first  four  months  of  1889. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Stuabt  (Shoreditdi, 
Hoxton), 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  said:  The 
statistics  are  made  out  on  the  responii- 
bility  of  the  Medical  Department 

Ma.  CAVENDISH  BENHNOK:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  SUta 
for  India  whether  the  Debate  on  the 
Cantonment  Bill  in  the  Legidttife 
Council  of  India,  on  the  14th  inet,  is 
correctly  reported  in  the  London  news- 
papers of  the  15th  inst.  ;  whether 
Gheneral  Chesney  then  stated  ditt  ih» 
suspension  of  the  Contagious  Dieeuee 
Act  had  resulted  in  an  alarming  increise 
of  disease  among  soldiers ;  whether 
Oeneral  Sir  F.  Roberts,  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, then  stated  that  the 
percentage  of  soldiers  upon  the  eick  list 
had  doubled  since  the  suspension  of  the 
Act ;  and,  whether  the  Cantonment  Bill 
contains  powers  and  provisions  which 
will  mitigate  the  prevalence  of  this  die- 
ease  and  the  sufferings  caused  by  itf 

Sm  J.  QORST :  The  Secretary  of  »it» 
has  seen  the  reports  in  the  Frees  of  the 
Debate  in  the  Legislative  Council  isd 
has  no  reason  to  doubt  the  correetseai 
of  such  reports.  The  Cantonment  BiO 
contains  provisions  for  mitigating  the 
prevalence  of  all  contagious  disetsei 
within  Cantonments;  and  regulsttisi 
ior  that  purpose  are  now  under  the  eoa* 
sideration  of  the  Goyemment  of  lafii- 

THE  NOfiTHUMBERLAND  COVBTi 

COUNCIL. 

Ma.  BIJBT  (Morpeth) :  I  bsf  « 
the  President  of  the  Local  QoiWI^ 
Board  whether  his  attestton  hit  wm 
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called  to  a  resolution  passed  by  the 
Nortbumberlaad  Oountj  CouDOJI  to  pre- 
vent any  Uember  ol  the  eaid  OouDOil 
from  briogina^  forward  a  Motinn  for 
bnildine  abrid^  which  ma;  be  required 
in  hia  locality ;  and  whether  auch  a 
prohibition  is  iegal  and  in  acoordanoe 
with  the  prorisiona  of  "The  Local 
QoTemment  Act.  1888?" 
•Ma.  BITOHIE  :  I  have  been  in  com- 
munio&tion  with  the  Olerk  to  the  County 
Oooncil  of  Northumberland,  and  am  in- 
formed that  no  auch  resolation  as  that 
referred  to  in  the  tjuestion  of  the  hon. 
Hember  baa  been  passed  by  the  County 
Council. 

In  reply  to  a  further  question  by  Mr. 
BmtT, 
*Mx.  BITCHIE  aald  :  I  believe  that 
Bome  resolution  has  been  passed  by  th(t 
County  Council,  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
wiahea  for  further  infurmation  lie  bad 
better  put  a  question  on  the  Paper. 

THE  INDIAN  BDDGET. 
Ms  BRADLAUOH:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Tirat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  wliether 
he  can  now  fix  a  day  for  the  Indian 
Budset  statement? 
•Thb  first  lord  op  tdb  TREA- 
8TJBY  (Ur.  W.  H.  Smitb,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  name  a  day  for  the  Indian  Budget. 
It  will  be  necesaary  in  the  first  place  to 
make  ooneiderable  progress  in  Supply. 

THE  CONDITION  OP  THE  WESTERN 
COAST  AND  ISLANDS  OF  SCOTL.\ND. 
Mk.  J.  OHAUBEULAIN  (Birming- 
ham,'W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether  the  tiuvem- 
ment  have  received  any  Report  from  the 
Beoretory  for  Scotland  concerning  his 
recent  inquiriea  into  the  condition  and 
needs  of  the  population  on  the  Western 
Coast  and  Islanda  of  Seotland ;  and 
whether  hft  is  now  prepared  to  state  the 
intentions  of  the  (>ovemment  in  refer- 
ence to  the  provision  of  piera  and  har- 
bonze  and  of  railway  or  other  oomrauni- 
eation  oalcnlated  to  benefit  the  fishing 
industry  ia  these  ditlr.'cts  ? 

*Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Govern- 
in«i>t  have  received  a  Report  from  the 
S^cvetary  for  Scotland  with  regard  to 
thf  mbject  in  question,  and  they  will 
gttr9  that  Report  their  most  careful  con- 
nAevalion  during  the  Recess.  They 
hope  to  b«  able  to  bring  in  a  Bill  next 


Session  dealing  with  the  subject  on 
the  same  lines  as  those  of  the  Piers  and 
Harbours  Bill  dealing  with  Ireland. 

Mr.  E.  ROBEETSOM  (Dundee): 
Will  the  right  hon.  Qentlemin  consult 
the  Sootob  Members  on  the  subject 
before  they  make  any  proposil  to  the 
House? 

*Hb.  W.  H.  SUITH:  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  will  see  that 
any  proposal  which  is  made  must  be 
made  on  the  authority  and  responsibility 
of  the  Government.  The  Scotch  Mem- 
bers will  bo  afforded  a  full  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  opinion. 

Mi(.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
Will  the  Report  be  laid  oo  the  Table 
and  circulated  among  the  Members  of 
the  House  7 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH;  No,  Sir;  it 
is  a  confidential  Report. 

AN  AUrUUN  SESSION. 
Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL;  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
the  Government  will  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  a  short  adjournment  before 
reaching  the  later  autumn  months;  and, 
it  ao,  whether  the  Scotch  Votes  wilt  be 
taken    before    or    after   the    adjoum- 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  the  only  Member  of 
this  House  who  desires  that  there  should 
be  an  Autumn  Session.  I  am  sorry 
that  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  say  vhei>' 
the  remaining  Scotch  Votes  will  be 
taken,  but  certainly  not  in  an  Autumn. 
Session. 

Sir  Q.  CAMPBELL :  Will  a  fair 
notice  be  given  when  the  Scotch  Votes 
will  be  taken,  so  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers may  have  an  opportunity  of 
attending  ?  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  promise  that  they  shall  not  be- 
taken again  at  a  time  vhen  the  House' 
is  indisposed  to  take  any  other  busi- 
ness? 

•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  presume  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  receives  a  .copy  of 
the  Votes  and  Froceedingaofthe  Honse^ 
and  if  he  will  look  at  it  he  will  see  when 
the  Scotch  Estimates  are  down. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  But  a  oonaider- 
able  number  of  Scotch  Members  are 
absent,  and  I  wiah  to  know  if  they  will 
receive  fair  notice? 

[No  answer  was  given.^ 
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THE  FEMALE  TELEGRAPH  SERVICE. 

Mr.  BLANE:  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master  General  if  he  will  explain  why 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners  have 
held  no  examination  in  Ireland  of  can- 
didates for  female  telegraph  service  in 
the  General  Post  Office  since  September 
1888,  when  only  three  places  were 
offered  in  Dublin,  whereas  several  ex- 
aminations have  been  held  in  London 
and  Edinburgh  since  that  date;  and 
when  the  next  examination  in  Ireland 
will  take  place  ? 

*Mr.  RAIKES  :  The  reason  why  no 
examination  has  taken  place  for  female 
telegraphists,  Dublin,  since  September, 
1888,  is  that  no  vacancies  have  occurred 
Fince  March,  1888,  and  the  three  suc- 
cessful candidates  in  the  September, 
1888,  examination  are  still  at  the  Postal 
Telegraph  School,  Dublin,  waiting 
their  turn  for  appointment.  I  am 
unable  to  state  when  it  will  be  necessary 
to  hold  another  examination. 


PALATINE  COURT  OF  DURHAM  BILL 

[LORDS  ] 
Lords  Amendments  to  be  considered 
forthwith ;  considered,  and  agreed  to. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Sir  Edward  James  Harland,  Baronet, 
for  the  City  of  Belfast  (Northern 
Division). 

THE  TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  RECOVERY 

BILL. 

Sm  W.  HAECOURT  (Derby):  I 
ask  leave  to  submit  to  you,  Sir,  a  ques- 
tion relating  to  the  Bill  which  stands 
first  on  the  Order  Paper  to>day — 
namely,  the  Tithe  Bent-Charge  Be* 
covery  Bill.  You'  are  aware  of  the 
Amendments  which  it  is  proposed  to 
introduce  into  this  Bill,  and  I  would  ask 
you  what  is  the  practice  and  the  rule  of 
this  House  with  respect  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  Amendments  of  a  very  extensive 
character  into  a  Bill  during  its  passage 
through  Committee.  Perhaps  I  may 
be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  authority 
which  we  allArefer  to  on  these  occasions. 
I  have  here  Sir  Erekine'May's  book  on 
Parliamentary  Practice,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that — 

**  AVhen  a  Bill  has  been  committed  i»ro/ar»Mi 
it  is  not  regular  to  introduce,  withont  fml  ex. 
planation,  Amendments  of  so  extensiTe  a  cha- 
racter as  virtually  to  oonMitafe^H  a  diffBffent 


BiU  from  that  which  has  been  read  a  M«»d 
time  by  the  House  and  committed.  In  18M, 
the  Partnership  Amendment  Bill  having  btoi 
committed  pro  formd,  it  was  ezteniiTely 
amended,  but  no  Amendment  wai  inserted 
which  it  was  not  clearly  competent  for  tbe 
Oommittee  to  entertain  ;  yet,  when  an  ol)§«c- 
tion  was  urged  that  it  had  become  a  new  BiU. 
the  Minister  in  charge  of  it,  while  denying  the 
alleged  extent  of  the  Amendments,  conaeoted 
to  withdraw  the  Bill.  When  the  Amendmaoti 
affect  the  principle  of  the  Dill,  the  more  TCgalBr 
and  convenient  course  is  to  withdraw  the  BQi 
and  present  another.*' 

That  is  what  Sir  Erskine  May  says.  I 
observe  that  on  the  occasion  here  re- 
ferred to  Mr.  Henley,  a  Member  of 
^eat  experience  in  the  practice  of  ^ 
House,  objected  to  the  introduction  of 
extensive  Amendments  affecting  tbe 
principle  of  the  Bill.  Mr.  Lowe  said 
that— 

*'  The  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  hadgirm 
notice  of  his  intention  to  move  that  the  BiU 
^ould  be  rejected,  on  the  ground  that  there  bid 
been  an  abuse  of  the  forms  of  the  House  bj  tbc 
practical  substitution  of  a  new  BilL" 

Then  Mr.  Henley  said  that — 

'*  He  folt  that  the  new  clauses  had  essentisllj 
altered  the  character  of  the  measure,  and  that 
much  inconvenience  would  result  if  the  pro* 
ciples  of  what  was  really  a  new  BiU  were  dii- 
cussed  in  Committee.*' 

Accordingly  that  Bill  was  withdrawn,  in 
order  that  a  new  Bill  might  be  intvo- 
duoed.  I  would  now  ask  yoo,  Sr> 
kindly  to  say  whether,  whoi  Amesd- 
ments  are  of  so  extensive  a  charaotar  si 
practically  to  constitute  a  new  Bill  asd 
to  introduce  essentially  new  priiidpbi 
into  a  Bill,  it  is  not  the  rule  ana  pnw^ 
of  this  House  that  the  Bill  shodd  be 
withdrawn/jn  order  that  a  new  msiive 
may  be  introduced  in  its  place  ? 
«Mr.  8PEAKEB  :  The  right  ks. 
Member  was  good  enough  to  give  00 
notice  that  he  would  put  this  questeto 
me,  and  as  a  very  important  prineifi*)* 
involved  I  propose,  with  the  bats'<' 
the  House,  to  go  fully  into  the  wtli^ 
I  will  first  cite  two  preoedents  mYarik  ^ 
they  do  not  bear  immediately  upott  Ilk 
queetion,  certainly  illustrate  the  ^^ 
ciple  involved  in  it — ^the  preoeteftv 
1 878  and  1 878.  In  1 878  the  Uiiiing^ 
Tests  (Dublin)  Bill  was  introdgcajMl 
after  leave  had  been  given  tiie  yiiif 
was  very  muoh  diaoged— so  dMiiHJ 
that  the  Speaker,  having  been  WWi 
to,  held  that  the  Bill  then  MMi*f 
House  was  not  the  sameBiB 
leave  had  been  given,  and  Ant 


1489       Tithe  Rent'Charge        {AuausT  16,  1889} 


Recovery  BUI. 


1490 


accordingly  withdrawo.    In  1878  there 
was  another  Bill,  the  Hypothec  (Scot- 
land) Bill.     Whea  the  Order    for  the 
Second  Beading  was  read,  objection  was 
taken  that  the  Bill  had  been  so  trans- 
formed as  virtually  to  amount  to  a  new 
Bill,  and  the  Speaker  then  from   the 
Chair  rulied  that,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill 
was  a  different  Bill  from  that  for  the 
introduction  of  which  leave  had  been 
given,  anew  Bill  ought  to  be  substituted, 
and  the  leave  of  the  House  should  be 
asked  to  introduce  it.    The  House  will 
be  good  enough  to  observe  that  those 
are  two  cases  of  objection  taken  before 
the  Second  Beading,  when  the  alterations 
had  been  introduced  on  the  sole  autho- 
rity of  the  If  ember  who  had  introduced 
it,  and  not  by  a  Committee  of  the  House. 
Bat  the  measure  now  before  us — ^namely, 
the  Tithe  Rent-Charge  Recovery  Bill — 
18  in  a  different  position,  for  it  has  got 
into  Committee.    If  I  correctly  gather 
the  feeling  of  the  House,  it  is  that  I 
should  give  a  ruling  with  reference  to 
this  particular  Bill.    I  wish  expressly  to 
say  that  in  answei*ing  before  a  question 
upon  this  subject  I  desired  to  safeguard, 
^  I  do  no^  desire  to  safeguard,  the 
rights  and  tke  jurisdiction  of  the  Chair- 
pan  of  Committees.     I  do  not  think  it 
is  proper  that  an  appeal  should  be  made 
from  his    decision  to    mine,  and  the 
House  must  r  un  the  risk  of  any  collision 
of  opmion,  which,  however,  I  may  say 
▼«ry  respectfully  I  do  not  think  is  very 
^^\j  to  occur.     I  now  come  to  the  case 
cited  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  as  a 
precedent— namely,     the      Partnership 
Amendment  Bill  of   1856.     That  Bill 
was     committed      pro      formd,     and 
ft  great  number  of  Amendments  were 
proposed    in     Committee,     which    so 
changed  the  Bill  as  to  transform  it  into 
an  entirely  new  Bill.   The  objection  was 
taken,  as  the    right   hon.    Oentleman 
tmly  says,  by  Mr.  Henley  that  the  Bill 
was  entirely  different,  and  that  it  would 
be  laeonvenient  to  discuss  in  Committee 
^ses  the  principles  of  which  had  not 

n  affirmed  at  the  stage  of  Second 

ding.    That,  I    think,  is    a    most 
werfnl   and  coeent  argument.    Now 

present  Bill,  the  Tithe  Rent-Charge 
ery  Bill,  having  been  in  Oommit- 

fior  some  time,  new  clauses  have 
pat  down  upon  the  Paper  by  the 

miment,  and  on  comparing  the  Bill 
^  it  would  stand  with  these  new 
Msae  embodied  in  it  with  the  original 


Bill,  that — namely,  for  the  introduction 
of  which  leave  was  given,  and  which 
was  read  a  second  time,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  see  a  complete  difference 
between  them.  In  fact,  nothing  of  the 
old  Bill  remains  except  the  Saving  Clause, 
the  Interpretation  Clause,  and  I  think 
two  or  three  other  lines  at  most.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  "  A  line  and  a  half ; " 
and  criiB  o/ "Order!"]  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  seems  to  me  that  the  Bill 
would  assume  such  a  shape  that  it  would 
differ  largely  from  that  for  the  introduce 
tion  of  which  leave  was  given.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  what  is 
the  rule  and  practice  of  the  House  ?  I 
hope  I  am  not  afraid  of  taking  responsi- 
bility upon  myself ;  but  in  this  cekse  I  do 
not  wish  to  travel  beyond  the  proper 
responsibility  which  attaches  to  me,  and 
I  express  the  practice  of  the  House 
rather  than  the  rule  of  the  House,  if  I 
may  distinguish  between  them.  The 
practice  of  the  House  has  unquestionably 
been,  when  a  Bill  has  been  so  trans- 
formed, as  in  my  opinion  this  Bill  has 
been,  that  a  new  Bill  should  be  intro- 
duced ;  that  leave  should  be  given  to 
introduce  it ;  and  that  the  Second  Read- 
ing stage  should  be  gone  through,  when 
the  general  principles  of  the  measure, as 
distinguished  from  its  component  clauses, 
can  be  affirmed.  I  express  my  opinion 
upon  this  point  without  the  least 
hesitation,  and  I  desire  to  affirm  that 
opinion  very  strongly.  Having  said 
this  much,  I  think  I  ought  now  to  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
House  and  the  Oovernment.  I  could 
not  stop  the  Bill  on  the  point  of  order  as 
constituting  a  new  Bill;  but  I  do  unhesi- 
tatingly affirm  that  the  practice  of  the 
House  has  been  in  a  case  of  this  kind 
to  withdraw  the  old  Bill  and  then  to 
introduce  a  new  Bill  in  the  amended 
form. 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  have  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  ruling  which 
you.  Sir,  have  now  given  on  the  question 
which  has  been  addressed  to  you  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite— a  ques- 
tion arising  out  of  the  objection  which 
was  taken  yesterday  or  the  day  before  to 
our  proceeding  further  with  this  Bill.  X 
understand  you  to  say  that  it  would  be 
contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  House 
that,  in  the  circumstances  in  which  we 
are  placed,  the  ^Tithe  Rent-Charge 
Recovery  Bill  in  its  present  form  should 
be  Aurther  prooeedecl  with.     The  first 
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dutj  wbich  I  hsve  to  diocharge  in  thie 
Home  is  to  ps;  reepect  to  any  ruling 
which  you  may  give  from  the  Chair.  It 
IB  with  very  (rreat  regret  that  I  feel 
myself  oblieed  in  these  circamstancee  to 
withdraw  this  Bill,  which  we  had  hoped 
to  pan  with  the  sapport  of  the  groat 
m^nrity  of  the  EonM.  We  were  ready 
tOBgree  to  the  chances  proposed  to  he 
intioduced  into  the  Bill,  althongh  they 
would  have  undoubtedly  altered  very 
oonsiderably  the  Bubstanoe  of  a  tneainre 
dealing  with  a  question  of  great  com- 
plexity and  difficulty,  and  we  certainly 
endeavonred  to  meet,  as  far  as  we 
possibly  could,  the  reasonable  objeotions 
of  those  who  differed  from  us  with  regard 
to  the  conrse  to  be  followed  with  a  Tiew 
to  promote  law  and  order  in  certain  parts 
of  Her  Uajesty's  dominions.  Bat,  in  the 
eircumstances,  there  ia  only  one  oonrse 
for  me  to  pursue — namely,  to  move, 
with  very^  great  regret,  that  the  Order 
for  resuming  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  in  Committee  be  discharged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Order  for  resuming  Committea 
on  the  Tithe  Rent-Charffo    Keoovory  Bill  be 
read  and  ditchsrgad  and  tha  Bill  withdrawn." 

Bift  W.  HAECOUBT  (Derby):  The 
right  hon.  Oenllsman  must  not  mis- 
tmderstand  the  object  which  I  have  in 
view.  If  the  Qovemment  will  now  pro- 
ceed with  a  new  Bill  in  the  form  io 
which  the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  has  drawn  up 
tiioee  Amendments  T,  for  mypart,  concur 
eo  entirely  in  the  general  principles  of 
tiiose  Amendments — I  am  not  speaking 
of  all  the  details— that  I  will  undertake 
to  do  all  I  can  to  assist  the  Qovemment 
in  passing  such  a  Bill.  The  reason  why 
I  have  objected  to  proceeding  in  tbe 
partionlar  form  of  amending  the  old  Bill 
IS,  first  of  all,  because  I  believe — in  faot, 
I  may  say  I  know — that  considerable 
portions — not  the  whole,  but  consider- 
able and  important  portions  of  the  plan 
of  the  QoTemment,  portions  of  which  I 
■trongly  approve,  including  the  abolition 
of  the  power  of  distraint,  could  not  have 
beao  introdnoed  in  the  old  Bill,  and  onuld 
only  have  been  introduced  in  a  new  Bill. 
There  are  other  portions,  the  portions 
that  deal  with  the  remission  of  the  tithein 
certain  ciroamstaooes  and  the  deduction 
from  the  rent  to  the  landlord— those  are 
part*  of  the  Bill  I  think  extremely  im> 
portent  and  valuable,  and  they  JBOold 
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not  have  been  prooeeded  with,  in  n; 
opinion,  under  your  ruling.  Sir,  vhioL 
excluded  the  Instruction  proposed  bylhe 
hon.  Uember  for  Bristol,  which  vai  ■!• 
most  identical  in  its  effect.  If  wearetogo 
on  with  the  old  Bill  and  attempt  to  reus* 
it  "  lock,  stock,  and  barrel,"  we  shonld 
make  a  mesa  of  the  whole  concern.  We 
should  not  be  able  to  introduce  any  of 
the  principles  which  the  Oovernotait 
have  desired  to  introduce,  snd  the 
Psper  would  be  in  a  state  of  chaot- 
Wbat  I  desire  is  that  the  Qovemnisat 
should  iutroduoa  a  clean  Bill,  if  I  insj 
be  allowed  to  call  it  eo — such  a  Bill  ts 
that  circulated  in  the  fonn  of  th* 
Amendments  of  the  Attorney  Oeoenl. 
We  can  then  consider  that  Bill  and  deal 
with  it.  It  contains  a  principle  whiek 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  approve  of 
and  have  supported — namely,  that  tka 
tithe  shall  be  put  upon  the  ownsr  ud 
not  OD  the  occupier.  It  contaiai  * 
further  principle,  that  the  tithe  shall  be 
reduced  when  the  rents  and  pro&ls  u* 
not  adequate  to  meet  it.  That  is  tb» 
principle  we  approve  of  and  are  pre- 
pared to  support,  and  we  also  especially 
approve  of  the  principle  that  in  ihe 
future  the  power  of  distraint  shall  b« 
abolished.  These  are  three  very  (tla- 
able  principles,  but  there  is  yet  aootbu 
principle  in  tbe  proposed  new  Bill. 
There  is  the  constitution  for  the  fint 
time  of  a  universal  Land  Court  fortlui 
country.  The  Qovemment  have  pro- 
posed that  the  County  Court  should  bs 
appointed  to  inquire  into  and  inni'i- 
gate  rents,  and  to  see  what  relstioatitiie 
bears  to  rent,  and  that  if  tbo  rentiiwA 
adequate  to  meet  the  tiihe,  tiie  tilbe 
shall  be  proportionattrly  reduced— tkit 
is,  the  Government  propose  to  ai^mats 
Land  Court  of  Arbitration  ihronghoBt 
the  country  to  deal  with  all  rents  asd 
all  tithes.  So  valuable  and,  as  «ns 
Gentlemen  may  think,  so  revolntiautf}. 
a  principle  has  probably  never  bs«i  ie- 
troduced  by  any  Goverument,  not  te  Mf 
by  a  Conservative  Government.  Bwi 
if  the  Bill  disappears,  the  prinari*  f< 
enshrines  will  remain,  and  if  the  WWI 
introduced  the  principle  of  a  lAad  OMrt  i 
will  be  affirmed,  because  from  *I*t' 
Court  like  the  Oonrt  proposed  la  w  I 
Bill,  appo 
deciding  1 
shall  be  st 
fall  in  re 
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the  "  rents  and  profits  " — vague  terms 
and  difficult  to  define — but  the  Court  is 
to  determine  how  muoh  of  the  tithe,  or 
if  the  whole  of  it,  is  to  be  remitted — 
everyone  can  see  that  there  is  only 
another  step  to  giving  these  Land  Courts 
power  to  adjudicate  between  landlords 
and  tenants,  with  power  to  reduce  the 
rents.  All  I  can  say  is  that  these 
Amendments  of  the  Attorney  General, 
npon  which  I  congratulate  him,  which 
propound  the  principle  of  these  Land 
Courts,  which  are  to  have  plenary  and 
absolute  jurisdiction,  I  think  without 
appeal,  to  determine  per  »e  the  rights 
existing  between  the  titheowner  and  the 

landowner 

«Mb.  SP£AKEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  travelling  some- 
what wide  of  the  question.  It  is  my 
duty  to  inform  him  that  according  to  the 
ruling  of  my  predecessor  in  the  year 
1875  it  is  not  possible  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  discuss  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  a  Bill  on  a  Motion  for  the 
discharge  of  the  Order. 

Sib  W.  HABOOUBT  :  I  was  only 
discussing  the  merits  of  the  Bill,  Sir; 
but  perhaps  I  was  falling  into  the  grave 
error  of  writers  of  epitaphs,  and  was 
including  in  my  remarks  too  many  en* 
comiastic  adjectives.  What  I  desire  to 
say,  Sir,  is  that  I  myself,  and  I  believe 
I  may  say  a  good  many  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House — though  I  have 
no  right  to  speak  for  all  on  this  side  of 
die  House— would  be  very  glad  to  see 
the  principles  of  this  Bill  established ; 
and  if  the  Government  are  in  earnest 
in  this  matter,  and  if  they  will  to-day 
introduce  this  Bill,  already  drafted  and 
printed,  and  propose  it  for  a  Second 
Beading  on  Monday,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned they  will  have  my  support.  I  see 
there  are  some  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  who  are  not  at  all 
anxious  to  see  this  Bill  passed  ;  but  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  is  not  the  feeling 
of  all  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  for  I  am 
happy  to  see  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maldon,  to  whom  great  credit  has  at- 
tached, and  will  attach,  for  the  indepen- 
dent course  he  has  taken  in  this  matter, 
has  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  to-day  that 
he  will  introduce  a  Tithe  Bent-Charge 
Becovery  Bill,  and  I  hope  he  will  do  so. 
If  he  introduces  the  Government  Bill  I 
iSiink  he  might  carry  it,  as  he  carried, 
or  rather  did  not  cany,  the  Instruction 
which  has  converted  the  Government. 


So  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  shall  be 
very  happy  to  assist  the  Government  in 
passing  this  Bill  if  they  will  introduce 
it.  Do  not  let  it  be  objected  to  on  the 
ground  of  loss  of  time.  There  will  be 
much  less  loss  of  time  in  discussing  a 
Bill  in  this  dear  and  concise  form  pre- 
sented by  the  Amendments  than  the 
time  that  would  be  lost  in  discussing  the 
chaotic  mass  of  Amendments  to  the  old 
Bill  as  it  stands.  Do  not  let  it  be  said, 
if  the  Government  are  not  going  on  with 
the  BUI,  it  is  because  they  have  not 
time.  The  Government  have  quite  as 
much  time  for  dealing  with  a  new  Bill  in 
this  concise  form* as  they  would  have 
had  for  discussing  the  Amendments  to 
the  old  BilL  I  make  this  offer  to  the 
Government  sincerely,  and  I  hope  they 
will  accept  it. 

«Mfi.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  rise.  Sir,  at 
once  to  acknowledge  the  encomiastio 
adjectives  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  generally 
uses  adjectives  in  great  abundance.  He 
has  asked  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  Bill  similar  in  character  to  that  whieh 
they  hoped  to  pass  with  the  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  and  he  has  offered  his  per- 
sonal assistance  to  the  Government  to 
pass  such  a  Bill  into  law.  If,  Sir,  the 
Government  had  any  hope  whatever 
that  that  offer  of  the  right  hon.  G^entle- 
man's  would  result  in  the  speedy,  rapid, 
and  successful  consideration  by  this 
House  of  this  important  measure  they 
certainly  would  give  most  careful  con* 
sideration  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman;  but  we  have  to  con* 
aider  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  the  light  of  the  acts  of 
his  hon.  Friends  whom  he  usually  leads. 
I  find  on  the  Paper  to-day  three  pages 
of  Amendments  proceeding  from  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House — ^three  pages 
of  Amendments  to  these  valuable  pro* 
posals  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Fnend 
the  Attorney  General.  If  this  is  the 
work  of  the  24  hours  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
said  would  be  absolutely  insufficient  to 
consider  the  Amendments  of  my  hon« 
and  learned  Friend,  what  will  be  the 
effect  of  the  further  delay  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  forms  of  the  House,  must 
necessarily  intervene  before  we  reaoh 
the  Committee  stage  with  a  new  Bill  ? 
If  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  and  his 
Friends  will  give  the  Government  an 
assuranoe  that  this  Bill  as  it  is  noir 
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shadowed  forth  will  be  passed  forth- 
with, the  Qovemmeat  will  at  once  go  on 
with  it.  But  I  read  the  Amendments  on 
the  Paper,  and  I  see  expressed  in  those 
Amendments  determined  opposition  to 
the  Bill  as  proposed.  What  interpreta- 
tion,  therefore^  can  I  put  upon  these 
friendly  assurances,  these  encomiastic 
adjectives  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
I  haye  heard  this  language  used  before 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  occupy 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  I  have 
b9en  obliged  on  many  occasions  to  dis- 
count it  by  the  action  and  conduct  of 
their  friends.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  in  a  position  to  give  those  assur- 
ances which  have  frequently  been  given, 
and  which,  I  might  almost  say,  were 
uniformly  given  by  Oppositions  in  times 
past,  though  not  during  the  present  Par- 
liament I  am  sorry  to  say— rif  he  can 
give  those  assurances,  then  we  shall  be 
exceedingly  glad  to  avail  ourselves  of 
his  suggestion. 

♦Mb.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN 
(Denbighshire,  E.) :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say,  as  a  Representative  of 
that  part  of  the  country  which  has  been 
pointedly  alluded  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that,  speakiug  for  my 
Colleagues  and  myself, while  we  are  not 
unwilling  to  give  a  general  approval  to 
some  of  the  broad  principles  of  the  new 
Bill,  we  shall  feel  hound  to  weigh  and 
scrutinise  most  carefully  its  details,  some 
of  which  may  arouse  our  most  strenuous 
opposition. 

Mb.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon): 
Before  the  Order  is  discha^ed  I  desire 
to  say  that  it  is  with  very  great  regret 
I  heard  the  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment. But  I  would  ask  you,  Sir, 
whether  it  is  not  competent  at  the  pre- 
sent time  for  the  Government  to  with- 
draw the  Amendments  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  to  take  up  the  Bill  where 
it  was  before  they  were  put  on  the 
Paper  ?  I  think  it  would  be  most  deeply 
to  be  deplored  that  this  Session  should 
terminate  without  a  Bill  passing  which 
would  certainly  have  the  effect  of 
restoring,  or  helping  to  restore,  law  and 
order  in  many  parts  of  the  country.  To 
quote  an  expression  used  by  the  8otUh 
Wah$  Daily  Ifewa,  "  the  tithe  question 
is  a  useful  lever  for  effecting  disestab- 
lishment." As  strongly  as  I  can,  I  urge 
the  Government  to  go  on  with  the  Bill. 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
the  Amendments  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
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ral  are  concerned,  I  entirely  agree  wifli 
them  in  principle.  Not  only  in  this 
House,  but  for  the  last  three  or  four 
years  on  every  platform  in  the  coontiy 
it  has  been  declared  that  among  tiie 
many  things  for  Parliament  to  do  is  the 
putting  the  tithe  upon  the  owner,  aswts 
intended  by  the  Tithe  Commutation  Aet 
While  I  agree  entirely  with  the  prio- 
ciple  expressed  in  the  Amendments  of 
the  Government,  I  cannot  conceal  from 
myself  that  even  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  there  will  certainty  be 
Amendments  to  those  Amendments. 
This  will  have  the  effect  of  keeping  op 
the  discussion  for  a  long  time.  There- 
fore, unless  the  Government  see  their 
way  to  take  up  the  original  Bill,  I  hope 
they  will  persevere  with  the  Motion  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  altogether. 

Mb.  HERBERT  GARDNER  (Essex, 
Saffron  Walden):  I  hope  I  may 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words, 
for  I  have  taken  great  interest 
in  this  subject,  which  I  have  pressed 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Hoase^ 
I  hope  not  unduly.  I  hope  the  Lesd« 
of  the  House  heard  the  remarks  of  his 
follower  who  has  just  sat  down,  beesBse 
they  will  bring  home  to  him  and  to  the 
country  that  &e  opposition  to  the  BiO 
does  not  proceed  alone  from  this  ndeof 
the  House.  I  hope  we  shall  not  hifs 
it  said  that  our  opposition  prereoted 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Hoise 
will  allow  me  I  will  shortly  explain  my 
own  position.  There  are  two  parties 
in  the  State  who  are  much  intereeted 
in  tithe  reform — one  who  object  on 
conscientious  grounds  to  the  paymeat 
of  tithes,  and  the  other,  in  the  agaed- 
tural  interest,  who  only  wish  for  a  liur 
tiUie.  I  am  one  of  the  latter,  and 
should  be  prepared  to  support  aay 
Bill  brought  forward  by  the  Gofsn- 
ment  in  the  sense  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Deiby- 
At  the  same  time,  I  must  admit  thst  I 
think  that  the  prinm^e  of  re-adjos^ 
ment  ought  to  be  indaded  in  say 
measure  brought  forward. 
♦Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Jitor 
versity) :  In  a  few  words  I  should  iiks 
to  sta^  my  view  of  this  very  oom^ 
oated  situation.  I  listened.  Sir,  witt 
great  respect  to  your  ruling,  and  with 
great  interest  to  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  if 
the  Leader  of  the  House.  Wbsa  I 
heard    the    right   hon.    Member  te 
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Derby  I    hoped    there   was    a   pro- 
spect   of     settling    this    vexed     and 
thorny  question,  because  I  am  bound 
to    give   the    right     hon.    Gentleman 
credit  for  straightforwardness  when  he 
says  he  is  willing  to  help  the  Govern- 
ment in  passing  the  amended  Bill.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  with  great 
responsibility  when    he    addresses  the 
House,     because,     unfortunately,     the 
usual  Leader  of  the  Opposition  is  not 
present.    We  are,  therefore,  bound  to 
take  what  was  said  by  tho  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  as  the  words  of  the 
responsible  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
We  had,  then,  an  announcement  from 
the  Opposition,  expressed  through  their 
Leader,  that  they  would  give  their  best 
assistance  in  passing  the  amended  Bill. 
Now,  I  desire  to  say,  with  a  full  sense  of 
my  responsibility  as  representing  as  large 
a  number  of  tithe-owners  as  any  Mem- 
ber in  the  House ;  that  I  am  prepared 
also   to    give  the    Government    every 
assistance  in  passing  the  Bill,  as  it  is 
proposed  that  it  should  be  introduced. 
In  doing  so  I  am,  of  course,  ready  to 
make  geat  sacriBces  on  behalf  of  many 
tithe  owners.   At  the  same  time,  there  is 
such  a  prospect  of  solving  this  vexed 
question  as  has  never  occurred  before, 
aadisnot  likely  to  occur  again  for  a 
long  time.     I  accordingly  earnestly  beg 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  re-consider  the 
half  decision  at  which  he  has  arrived, 
and  between  now  and  Monday  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  to  introduce  a  new 
Bill.    I  know  I  am  speaking  the  mind 
of  at  least  some  hon.  Members  on  this 
aide.    lean  promise  the  assistance  of 
myself  and  my  friends  in  passing  such 
a  measure.     There  must  in  such  a  ques- 
tion be  compromise ;  there  must  be  sur- 
render, even  Joss.    I  earnestly  hope  that 
this  question,  which  relates  not  only  to 
the  just  rights  of  tithe  owners,  but  to  the 
peace  of  a  great  part  of  the  country, 
may  be    peaceably    settled.     Such    a 
setdement  will    not  only  remove  the 
grievances  of  tithe  owners  and  tithe 
payers,  but  will  calm  the  disturbances 
whioh  have  arisen  in  so  many  parts  of 
the  country. 

Mb.  a.  THOMAS  (Glamorgan,  E.) : 
I  do  not  profess  to  express  any  opinion 
but  my  own  when  I  say  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  settlement  short  of  disestablish- 
ment will  give  any  satisfaction  to  the 
Principality,  and  therefore  I  shall  give 
all  the  opposition  I  can  to  the  measure. 


Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire, Oiwestry) :  It  has  invariably  been 
the  practice  in  the  House  to  accept  the 
statement  of  a  leader  as  expressing  the 
opinion  that  he  could  carry  his  Party 
with  him.  I  think  if,  therefore,  some- 
what discreditable  that  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Denbighshire,  rising  after 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby,  should 
have  expressed  a  different  view.  I 
appeal  to  tho  Leader  of  the  House, 
although  the  confidence  of  the  Party  has 
been  somewhat  shaken,  to  proceed  even 
at  the  last  moment  with  this  Bill, 
which  has  been  promised  for  three 
years,  and  is  now  almost  brought  to 
maturity.  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
declared  that  this  Bill  has  been  brought 
forward  for  the  sake  of  maintaining 
order  in  the  Principality.  To  maintain 
order  is  the  duty  of  every  Government, 
and  is  certainly  the  first  duty  of  a  Con- 
servative Government.  I  earnestly  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  assure  his  supporters  that  he  in- 
tends to  stick  to  the  Amendments  of  the 
Attorney  General,  and  not  to  leave  his 
Party  in  the  extremely  disagreeable 
position  in  which  they  now  stand. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) : 
I  do  not  intend  to  prolong  the  Debate, 
or  to  enter  into  the  question  as  betweeji 
the  Bill  abandoned  and  the  Bill  to  bo 
proposed  ;  but,  after  what  has  been  said 
from  this  side,  I  do  not  think  I  ought 
to  sit  quiet  and  allow  it  to  be  supposed 
that  I  will  support  the  new  Bill.  I  ^t 
once  enter  my  protest  against  being  sup- 
posed to  agree  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  said  just 
now,  it  will  require  most  careful  con- 
sideration, and  many  of  its  provisions 
will  be  met  with  stern  opposition. 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis- 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

MEDICAL    PRACTITIONERS    (GREAT 
BRITAIN  AND  SWITZERLAND). 

Address  for — 

**  Copy  of  Corresf  ondence^on  the  subject  of 
the  reciprocal  admiBsion  of  Medical  rracti- 
tioners  qualified  in  either  Country  to  practise 
in  Great  Britain  and  Switzerland."— (^r. 
TapUng). 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

That  they  have  agreed  to :  Amend- 
ment   to     Arbitration    Bill    (Lords); 


1499 


SiMn^  of  the 


(COMMONS}        muM^Saiurday. 


1500 


AmendmentB  to  Amendments  to  County 
Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  without 
Amendment;  Paymaster  General  Bill, 
with  an  Amendment;  Poor  Law  Bill; 
Official  Secrets  Bill. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  O.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
N.E.) :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  it  is  intended  to 
proceed  withUhe  Statute  Law  Bevision 
Bill? 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  state 
what  will  he  the  effect  of  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Tithe  Bill  on  the  im- 
mediate progress  of  business  ? 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee): 
May  I  ask  when  it  is  proposed  to  take  the 
Light  Railways  Bill,  and  whether  the 
Leader  of  the  House  will  cause  the  Bill 
to  be  examined  in  the  light  of  the 
recent  ruling  of  the  Speaker,  in  order 
to  see  whether  the  measure  is  not  fiub- 
stantialty  a  new  Bill  ? 

Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby, 
that  a  new  Tithe  Bill  should  be  intro- 
duced?       

Sib  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield):  May  I  ask  whether  the 
Cbvernment  will  grant  facilities  for 
passing  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ire- 
land) BiU  ? 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol 
E.)  :  May  I  remind-  the  Leader  of  the 
House  that  we  have  had  the  Light 
iiailways  (Ireland)  Bill  in  its  present 
*  form  only  about  half  an  hour  in  our 
hands? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
I  think,  Sir,  it  is  time  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  know  what  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  do  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill. 

ttiB  W.  HARCOORT:  I  think  it 
will  be  convenient  if  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  will  state,  when  he  moves 
the  Motion  with  regard  to  Saturday's 
Sitting,  what  Bills  the  Government  in- 
tend to  proceed  with. 

SITTING  OF  THE  HOUSE-SATURDAY. 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  that 
would  be  a  convenient  course.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Resolution  that  stands  in  my 
name,  namely — 


"That  this  House  do  sit  to-morrow,  and 
that  such  sitting  he  held  subject  to  the  Stasdiiig 
Orders  which  regulate  the  sitting  of  the  Hooie 
on  Wednesdays. 

The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  will  see,  if  he  looks  at  the 
Paper,  that  there  is  practically  no 
seriously  opposed  business  to  be  dealt 
with,  with  the  exception  of  the  Intozi* 
catiDg  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Several  hon.  Mbmbbbs  :  The  Technieil 
Instruction  BilL 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  believe  there 
is  a  very  strong  desire  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  pass  the 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  and  we  pro- 
pose to  accept  the  Amendment  o!  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gorton  (Mr.  Mather.) 
With  regard  to  the  Statute  Law  Be- 
vision Bill,  there  is  a  notice  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolfer- 
hampton  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  agtinet 
that  measure.  These  Statute  Lev 
Revision  Bills  were  prepared  by  a  iDOit 
impartial  and  able  Commission,  whoei 
duties  have  always  been  exercised  with 
great  ability  and  with  great  advanti^ 
to  the  public ;  and  I  should  be  sony  if 
the  Bill  had  to  be  postponed.  If,  bow* 
ever,  serious  objection  be  taken  to  it, 
I  cannot  say  it  has  been  before  FwStr 
ment  a  sufficient  time  to  justify  se  u 
pressing  it.  With  regard  to  the  light 
Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  I  undented 
that  no  new  clause  has  been  inserted  in 
that  measure ;  and  it  cannot  be  eiid 
that  the  Bill  is  in  the  slightest  degree 
altered.  The  Standing  (Tommittee  ^ire* 
as  they  were  fully  entitled  to  do,  itnck 
out  many  of  the  clauses  of  the^BiU; 
but  the  measure  remains  substsottaOy 
as  it  was.  Under  these  circumsttBcee 
we  think  we  are  bound  to'  proceed  wA 
the  measure,  and  I  b^eve  it  wiD  he 
convenient  to  hon.  Members  to  take  it 
to-morrow.  I  am  exceedingly  aniiotf 
that  the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Irekafl 
Bill  should  be  passed,  and  we  wffi  ^ 
deavourto  find  an  opportunity  to  the 
consideration  of  that  measure.  B| 
business  to-morrow  will  be  the  IJgV 
Railways  Bill,  and  Supply,  if  wsji^ 
reach  it.  I  think  it  would  be  tonieBiert 
to  hon.  Members  from  Irelaod  tfve 
took  the  Irish  Estimates  on  V<"*'9* 
We  propose  to  take  the  Votes  in  Chmu^ 
in  their  regular  order.  As  to  *^  ff*" 
tion  put  my  hon.  Friend  theMew^ 
for    Bradford   (Mr.    Byron  Bead\  I 
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can  say  nothing  beyond  what  I 
have  already  stated  to  the  House.  I 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  and 
those  who  take  an  interest  in  the  tithe 
question  that  notice  is  given  of  serious 
and  protracted  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure as  amended  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
and,  under  the  circumstances,  I  think 
the  Ooyemment  would,  at  this  period 
of  the  Session,  be  incurring  a  very 
great  responsibility  in  asking  the  House 
to  take  up  the  question,  unless  we 
received  assurances  from  the  Party 
opposite  generally,  such  as  have  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroourt), 
that  the  Bill  will  be  passed  through  its 
remaining  stages  with  the  adequate 
despatch  which  is  necessary  at  this 
period  of  the  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'Tbat  this  Ilouse  will  sit  to-morrow,  and 
that  such  sitting  be  held  subject  to  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  which  regulate  the  sittings  of  the 
House  on  Wedneedays.*'— (Ifr.  W.  H.  Smth.) 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.):  Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  GK>yemment  to  ignore  the  exceed- 
ingly strong  representations  which  have 
been  made  to  them  from  Australia  with 
reference  to  the  Western  Australia 
Constitution  Bill? 

Mb.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Glouces- 
ter,  Oirenceeter) :  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  stated  on  Thursday  that  no 
oontentioUB  business  would  be  taken  on 
Saturday.  The  Li^ht  Hailways  Bill 
is  distinctly  contentious  business,  and 
I,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lulfil  the  pledge  he  has 
given. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  ( Wolverhamp- 
ton,  £.) :  I  Yonture  to  think  that  the 
House  is  entitled  to  a  distinct  assur- 
ranee  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  what 
business  the  Government  intend  to  take 
during  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  all 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  he  intends 
to  take  aU  the  days  of  the  week  as 
well.  We  are  entitled  to  hear  what 
Bills  are  to  be  proceeded  with,  whether 
any  are  coming  from  the  Lords,  and 
▼hat  attitude  the  Government  will 
assume  towards  the  private  Bills 
which  are  on  the  Paper,  and  which 


subject  hon.  Members  wlio  oppose 
them  to  a  great  deal  of  trouble 
There  are  26  Government  Bills  on  the 
Paper,  21  private  Members'  Bills,  and 
80  Votes  in  Supply  still  to  be  taken, 
.and  this  is  the  16th  of  August. 
With  regard  to  the  Statute  Law  Eevi- 
sion  Bills,  I  have  had  great  pleasure  in 
helping  these  measures  forward  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  and  in  order 
toenable  the  cheap  edition  of  the  Statutes 
to  be  published.  But  the  cheap  edition 
was  no  sooner  published,  bringing  the 
Statute  Law  revision  down  to  1800,  than 
a  Bill  is  introduced  to  repeal  some  of 
the  Acts  which  were  reprinted  as 
representing  the  Statute  Law  of  the 
country.  Without  very  considerable 
explanation,  I  cannot  consent  to  that* 
It  is  proposed  to  go  back  to  the  reig^ 
of  Edward  III.  in  regard  to  the  repeal 
of  Acts.  I  am  afraid  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  finds  himself  in  Com- 
mittee dealing  with  the  Acts  of  Edward 
III.,  we  shall  have  something  to  say 
about  one  of  them.  This  Bill  deals 
with  the  Acts  of  the  present  reign, 
including  the  Tithes  Commutation  Bill, 
Lands  Clauses  Act,  the  Bailway  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  and  the  Companies 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act.  We  cannot 
consent  to  deal  with  the  statutory 
legislation  of  the  present  reign  simply 
upon  the  allegation  of  a  Government 
Department  or  Secretary  of  State  that 
such  legislation  is  unnecessary.  That 
is  the  sole  reason  why  I  object  to  the 
Government  proceeding  with  the  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bills  during  the  present 
Session.  I  suggest  that  the  Bill  be 
postponed  until  next  Session,  and  then 
that  it  should  be  referrt^d  to  a  Select 
Committee,  on  whose  Ropoit  the  House 
might  act. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  The  Light 
Railways  Bill  has  been  entirely  altered 
in  the  Standing  Committe-%  and  I  warn 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  thut  unless  he 
abandons  his  intention  ot  proceeding 
with  the  Bill  to  morrow,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly feel  it  net'Cssary  to  votu  against  a 
Motion  for  a  Saturday  Sit  iug. 
*Mr.  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  Merciiaut  Shipping 
(Pilotage)  Bill  will  he  proceeded  with? 

Sir  W.  HARCoURT  :  There  are  26 
Government  Bills  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
morrow and  Monday.  It  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  put  his  peucil  through 
a  large  number  of  those  we  shall  know 
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better  whar*  ve  are.  Withont  express- 
ing an;  opinion  of  my  own  upon  the 
Light  Hailva^B  Bill,  it  ia  clear  that  it  is 
a  bighlj  ooutroTersial  measure,  aad  I 
therefore  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  take  it  to-morrow.  I  see  in  the 
Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill  what  ia  quite 
new  to  me — namel;,  the  repeal  of  cer- 
tain Statutes  as  "unnecessary,"  by 
omitting  "the  words  '  and  be  it  enacted ' 
and  all  the  words  that  fDllow," 

SiK  K.  ^EBSTEB  :  It  is  in  order  to 
save  printing,  and  the  saviog  on  the 
whole  will  amount  to  half  a  volume. 

SibW.  HAECOURT:  That  is  a  very 
good  reason.  I  hope  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  will  be  able  to  reduce  the 
list  of  Billc. 

*Mb.  8.. smith  (Flintshire):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  Lord  Xnutsford 
has  promised  eeveral  hon.  Hembera  that 
be  will  not  procesd  further  than  the 
Second  Beadiog  of  the  Western  Aus- 
tralia Bill  f 

8iB  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport)  :  It 
will  besomeconsolatiouto  a  large  num- 
ber of  Members  of  this  House  if  the 
right  hun.  Gentleman  will  give  the 
^use  an  assurance  that  the  Tithe 
Kent-Charge  Bill  will  be  one  of  the  firet 
measures  introduced  next  Session, 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
Hy  right  hon.  Friend  has  said  we  fdl 
want  to  get  away,  and  for  my  part  I 
want  to  get  away  so  much  that  I  am 
going  away,  so  that  I  can  speak  about 
what  is  going  to  happen  after  I  hare  gone 
with  more  impartiality  than  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  are  going  to  stay.  At  the 
present  period  of  the  Session  the  demand 
UT  a  Saturday  eittiug  is  reasonable;  but 
we  are  in  a  peculiar  position.  Uinisters 
have  taken  the  days  of  private  Members, 
and  hare  recklessly  wasted  them.  I 
think  we  ought  to  take  the  first  oppor- 
tunity of  espreasing  our  disapproval 
of  the  reckless  waste  of  public  time  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  I  shall 
feel  it  my  duty  to  register  in  a  Division 
my  opinion  that  Her  Majesty's  Mini8t<>rs 
have  scandalously  wasted  the  publi 
time. 

Mb.  HOWELL :  I  have  gone  through 
the  Statute  Law  fievision  Bill,  and  find 
that  l!:i-20ths  of  it  consist  of  simple 
repeals  of  unnecessary  words  in  existing 
Acts  of  Parliament,  about  which,  I 
suppose,  there  can  be  no  contention  on 
the  part  of  anybody  except  lawyers  who 
Sir  W.  Sartouri 


want  to  make  the  law  as  complicatsdu 
possible.  The  Bill  remoree  from  tbt 
Statute  Book  a  lot  of  rubbish  which 
ought  never  to  have  encumbered  ic  I 
hope  the  Government  will  press  tha  M 
through  the  House. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Oalway,  N.) :  I 
hope  the  right  hop.  Gentleman,  who  hs> 
an  euormous  majority,  will  givs  tb 
House  a  chance  of  passing  ths  Idght 
Bailways  Bill  to-morrow. 
*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH ;  I  think  it  mU 
to  answer  the  questions  which  have  Iwea 
aofar  asked  of  me  before  theyareeDtltdj 
obliterated  by  .a  series  of  otheri.  I 
believe  the  most  important  question  put 
to  me  is  that  which  has  refsTSDUto 
the  Light  Railways  Bill,  and  wlule  I 
rseognise  the  warmth  of  feeling  vludi 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  (CcJotul 
Nolan)  has  shown  in  reference  to  thil 
Bill,  as  I  wish  to  pass  the  messnre,  ind 
do  not  wish  to  waste  a  sitting,  Ithinkil 
would  be  desirable  not  to  take  the  M 
to-morrow,  after  the  oppoeltion  thstli> 
been  shown,  but  to  put  it  down  si  th< 
first  order  on  Monday.  I  hope  I  rill 
then  have  the  support  of  hon.  Memben 
in  psssing  it  through  as  quickly  •> 
possible. 

Hb.  ILLTNGWOBTH  (Bradford. 
W.) :  Will  it  now  be  aecessary  to  hsre 
a  Bitting  to-morrow  V 
•Mr.  W.  H.  BMITH  :  Yes,  eertsinly. 
With  reference  to  the  Statnte  Ia* 
Eerision  Bill,  I  am  desirous  thst  the 
Statute  Book  should  be  purged  of  omIm 
and  unnecessary  enactoaents,  but  I  avA 
admit  that  it  is  reasonable  thst  thi 
House  should  have  an  opportnoitj  u 
examining  and  considering  a  meusnw 
that  hind.  I  recognise  thefaitnM»» 
the  contention  of  the  right  hon.  0*^ 
man  (Mr.  Fowler)  with  regard  to  s  flu 
which  has  only  been  !n  the  haait* 
hon.  Members  for  three  days,  sadl 
cannot  at  this  period  of  the  SesdoaiBS* 
the  House  to  oonsider  it.  Even  sltkMP 
it  may  be  all  that  the  hon.  Membsrw 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  HoweU)dBSoa« 
it,  still  it  justifies  and  requires  euiuf' 
tion.  I  am  asked  to  expunge  MrtA 
Bills  from  the  Order  Paper.  I  f"""*** 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that  !••• 
are  remarkablv  few  Bills  which  «iM 
in  the  ordi 
sidered  at 
hon.  Mem 
there  were 
Paper  for  i 
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a  matter  of  fact,  there  are  about  that 
nnmber  of  Govemment  Orders  on  the 
Paper,  but  the  number  of  Bills  is  very 
much  less.  There  is  the  Interpretation 
Billy  upon  which  a  question  is  raised  as 
to  whether  Wales  should  be  included  in 
Bngland  or  not.  I  do  not  know  that 
there  need  be  much  difficulty  about 
that. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLT8 :  There    will 
be. 

*Mr  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  do  not  know 
that  we  shall  make  any  difficulty  about 
it.  The  Technical  Instruction  Bill,  I 
believe,  will  not  take  an  hour  to  consider 
in  Committee.  Then  comes  the  con- 
sideration  of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
the  Local  Qovemmeat  (Scotland)  Bill, 
which  I  suppose  will  take  a  few 
minutes  only.  The  Judicial  Rents  (Ire- 
land) Bill  follows,  and  it  depends  on 
hen.  Oentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
whether  that  Bill  shall  pass  or  not. 
[OfM  of  "No"  from  Irish  M$m^ 
bwi,'\  Very  well,  then.  The  next  is 
the  Steam  Trawling  (Ireland)  Bill,  which 
was  introduced  at  the  instance  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
and  should  not  take  long.  The  Infectious 
Diseases  Notification  BUI  and  the  Prefer- 
ential Payments  in  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 
Bill  ought  to  go  through  without  delay. 
The  Council  of  India  Bill  ought  not  to 
take  five  minutes  of  the  time  of  the 
House  if  hon.  Members  have  any  regard 
for  economy  of  administration  in  India. 
The  Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill,  I 
think,  will  be  accepted  without  discussion. 
Then,  as  to  the  Western  Australia  Bill, 
I  have  been  appealed  to  by  the  Member 
for  Fermanagh.      I  am  under  an  en- 

fagement  to  the  House  not  to  proceed 
eyond  the  Second  Beading  of  that  Bill. 
I  hope  to  take  the  Second  Beading,  but 
it  will  be  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session, 
so  as  not  to  interfere  with  or  impede 
other  business.  There  are  two  BiUs — 
the  Begistration  of  Assurance  and  the 
Local  Kegistration  of  Titles  Bill.  Those 
Bills  will  not  be  proceeded  with.  The 
London  County  Council  (Money)  Bill  is 
a  necessary  measure. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  Bann  Drainage 
Bill. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SBHTH  :  It  stands  for 
Monday,  and  if  it  is  opposed  it  will  not 
be  proceeded  with. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  And  the^  Suck 
Bill. 


♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  Suck  BiU 
also  will.  The  Merchant  Shipping 
(Colours)  Bill  is  a  matter  of  little  im- 
portance. With  regard  to  private  Mem- 
bers' Bills  we  haye  no  control  over 
tnem ;  and  I  can  assure  hon.  Members 
that  no  effort  will  be  lost  to  bring  the 
Session  to  a  dose  at  the  earliest  moment. 

Mb.  STUABT  (Shoreditoh) :  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  the  County  Council  Bill 
will  be  taken  on  Monday  or  not,  and^ 
if  Supply  is  to  be  the  business  to- 
morrow, what  Supply  will  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  PIGTON  (Leicester) :  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  exclude  from 
to-morrow*s  business  Class  Y.  I  really 
think  this  is  a  matter  of  very  serious 
consideration.  The  House  has  beea 
unable  during  this  Session,  on  account 
of  the  exclusive  possession  of  its  time  by 
the  Goyemment,  to  give  attention  to  the 
most  important  affairs  which  naturally 
arise  under  that  Vote.  We  have  all  the 
rest  of  the  world  outside  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions  to  consider  under  that  Vote. 
I  can  understand,  that  there  are  some 
questions  of  foreign  policy  that  the 
Government  would  be  very  glad  to  ex- 
clude from  consideration  on  this  Yote^ 
but  is  a  course  which  no  Government 
ought  to  take  which  respects  itself. 
Apart  from  that  there  are  many 
questions  affecting  poor  uneducated 
natives  in  other  parts  of  the  world  who 
cannot  help  themselves,  and  who  look 
for  help  and  defence  and  counsel  to 
the  representatives  of  the  oonstituenmea 
in  this  country.  I  think  it  a  little  unfair 
that  a  day  like  Saturday  should  be 
taken  for  questions  of  this  kind.  It 
was  only  last  night  that  there  was  any 
intimation  given  that  there  would  be  a^ 
Saturday  Sitting  at  all.  There  ar» 
large  numbers  of  Members  interested 
in  these  questions,  who  find  it  absolutely 
impossible  to  make  arrangements  to  be 
present  to-morrow.  Of  course,  we  ar& 
not  excluded  from  bringing  forward 
these  questions  on  Beport  of  Supply, 
and  if  tiie  Diplomatic  Votes  are  run 
through  in  a  small  House  to-morrow, 
we  shall  be  compelled  to  take  the  only 
remaining  opportunity  open  to  us  on 
Beport  of  Supply  to  bring  forward  our 
objections. 

♦diB  R.N.  FOWLER  (City  of  London): 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  in  several 
Parliaments.    I  appeal  to  him,  and  to* 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Denbigh  on 
thePront  Bench  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)^  . 
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whether  it  has  not  been  the  practice  to 
hold  Saturdaj  Sittings  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  and  whether  a  similar 
Motion  has  not  constantly  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lothian  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  Govern- 
ment have  Btated  their  intention  of 
f^ving  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Intoxicating  Liquors  Sunday  (Ireland) 
Bill,  to  which  in  the  abstract  I  have  no 
objection  whatever.  But  I  oppose  it, 
because  the  licensee  are  entirely  under 
the  control  of  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
and  so  long  aa  that  is  the  case  I  will 
continue  to  oppose  it.  But  there  are 
other  and  more  important  qaestions 
affecting  Ireland,  among  them  the  anb- 
jeot  of  appeals  in  criminal  cases.  The 
Chief  Secretary  some  years  ago  said 
we  should  have  an  appeal  in  all  cases, 
and  the  Bill  I  proposes  carries  out  the 
intentiaas  of  the  Oovemment  in 
that  sense.  I  would  ask  the  Oovem- 
ment whether  if  they  ore  going 
to  snppott  a  private  Member's  Bill,  with 
regard  to  the  curtailment  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  I  am  not  entitled  to  ask  for  some 
consideration  of  the  subject  of  appeals 
in  criminal  cases,  which  is  a  question  of 
far  greater  Constitutional  importance 
than  ths  Intoxicating;  liquors  fiilL 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentlemon 
whether  the  Technical  Education  Bill 
will  be  taken  to-morrow,  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  will  be  put  early  among  the 
Orders,  that  we  may  have  time  to  discuss 
it  and  take  the  sense  of  the  House  F 

Mb.  NOLAJf  (Louth  N.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  if,  in 
giving  facilities  for  the  oonsideratton  of 
the  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
be  has  coneidoKd  uie  fact  that  one  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  took  a  very  great 
interest  in  this  question,  and  who  was 
the  head  of  the  opposition  to  it  in  Com- 
mittee, is  at  present  in  custody  through 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  bos  been  for  the  post 
four  months  ? 
•Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  omitted  one 
Bill,  the  Bill  to  carry  out  the  reoom- 
mendationa  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Civil  Service  with  regard  to  Super- 
annuation. That  Bill  is  necessary.  As 
to  postponing  OUss  Y.,  we  are  scolded  if 
we  postpone  EstinuteB,  and  now,  when 
a  quiet  Saturday  Sitting  is  offered,  we 
ara  asked  to  postpone  Votes.    I  shall, 
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however,  agree  to  postpone  Clan  T.  it 
not  reached  to-night.  As  to  the  bra. 
Member  for  Longford,  no  doubt  he  vill 
find  an  opportunity  for  binuell.  I  sm 
ignorant  of  the  merits  of  his  msMon, 
which  possibly  may  be  opposed.  IT  it  ii 
an  unopposed  Bill,  he  is  perfectly  vtU 
aware  that  the  measure  will  pass  throngji 
the  House  without  any  diScalt^  ud 
without  any  assistanoe  of  the  Qoren- 

«Mb.  CH  ANNING(Nortbamptonihin, 
E.):  Will  the  right  hon.  Genllemaan- 
consider  hie  decision  with  regud  to 
Class  v.  ?  There  ore  a  large  number  of 
Members  present  who  areinterestedmllu 
important  subjects  to  be  discnssed  unds 
that  Vote,  and  it  would  be  inconveiuail 
to  postpone  Class  T.  until  a  period  of  tin 
Sassion  when  they,  perhaps,  cunrt 
attend.  The  hon.  Member  ioi  haoMi 
ia  quite  alone  in  asking  for  the  pod- 
ponement  of  Class  T. 

•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Beally.  Sir,  I 
sse  no  reason  why,  if  we  reach  Clw  ^• 
to-night,  it  should  not  be  disposed  of 

Mb.  STUART:  As  to  the  Londos 
County  Ijouacil  Bill,  I  wish  to  bu* 
when  it  will  be  put  down,  in  oids 
that  Members  may  not  attend  nnaeott- 
sarily. 

The  SECBETASY  to  thi  TBEA- 
SU£Y(Mr.  J^KsoM,  Leeds,  N.1:Ih<¥> 
we  may  be  able  to  take  it  on  Uoad*T- 

Mb.  BRADLAnOH :  Can  tiu  ^ 
hon.  Qentleman  say  whether  the  lodiu 
Budget  will  not  be  taken  to-mcmf 
week? 

Ma.  H.  W.  LAWSON  [St.  Psdom): 
There  is  no  opposition  whatever  to  ^ 
London  County  Council  Bill.    A  ntf 
clause  is  to  be   moved  which  csn  t* 
taken  after    \i.    and    oDon    vbid  *  i 
Division 
on  behal 
on  this  a 
no  wish  I 
All  we  d 
on  the  81 

•Mb. 
Member 
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ing>  Orders  which  regulate  the  Sitting  ol  the 
fioose  on  Wedneadayi." 

MOTION. 


TITHS  SB2rr-CHAROB  RBOOVEBT 

(no.  2  bill). 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Gray's  Bill  to  amend  the 
Liaw  relating  to  the  Recovery  of  Tithe  Rent- 
Charge,  ordered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr.  Gray, 
Colonel  Cotton,  Mr.  John  Talbot,  Sir  John 
Puleaton,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Hunter, 
Mr.  Ilobhouse,  and  Mr.  Scale -Hayne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  381] 


EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

(No.  376.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second 
time."— (  Mr,  JFtliiam  H$nry  Smith,) 

Mr.    T.   M.   HEALY:    There   is   a 
matter  in  this  Bill  on  which  I  propose 
to  offer  a  few  obseryations,  namely,  the 
liand  Commission.    I  think  the  position 
of  the  Land  Commissioners  is  unsatis- 
factory.   I  haTQ  in  the  first  place  to 
congratulate    the    Oovernment  on  the 
course  they  have  taken  with  regard  to 
the    leaseholders.      I    suppose  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
deal  with  their  case ;  at  the  same  time  I 
think  that  they  have  acted  in  this  matter 
rightly.    Certainly  I  have  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  giving  them  that  credit. 
But,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  is  only  one  por- 
tion of  the  Bill.     With  regard  to  the 
Land    Commission,    I    think   that  for 
the   last    two    or     three     years    the 
position  must  have  been  most  unsatis- 
factory  to    the    gentlemen    concerned, 
Mr.   Wrench,   Mr.   John  Oeorge  Mac- 
Carthy,  and  Professor  Lynch  and  Mr. 
Litton.  I  think  it  is  most  unsatisfactory 
that  gentlemen  occupying  these  onerous 
and  weighty  positions  should  be  left 
entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  Government 
of  the  day.    Mr.  Litton  and  Mr  Wrench 
were  appointed  in   1881.     Mr.  Litton 
was  appointed  for  seven  years,  and  Mr. 
Vernon  was  appointed  with  him.     Mr. 
Yemon  died,  and  Mr.  Wrench  got  the 
balance  of  the  seven  years.    But  instead 
of  getting  an  absolute  term,  these  gen- 
tlemen are    carried    on  from  year  to 
year,  not  knowing  the  moment  when  the 
Qovemment  may  turn  them  out  of  office. 
I  am  not  going  to  express  any  opinion 
either  as  to  Mr.  Wrench  or  Mr.  JAiUm 
personally,    except  that    gentlemen  in 
the  position  of  Judges,  especially  Judges 


where  property  is  concerned,  onght  to  be 
in  a  position  of  absolute  independence* 
I  think  it  is  most  unfair  to  the  suitors  in 
this  Court  that  these  gentlemen  should 
be  placed  in  the  position  of  not  knowing 
when  their  appointments  come  to  an 
end.  If  that  is  so  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Litton  and  Mr.  Wrench,  how  much  more 
is  it  so  with  regard  to  the  Commissioners 
under  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  Take  the 
case  of  Mr.  Lynch  and  Mr.  MacCarthj. 
It  is  most  unsatisfactory  that  they  should 
be  placed  under  the  suspicion  of  being 
open  to  the  nods  and  becks  and  winks 
of  their  superiors.  I  do  say  that  gentle- 
men in  the  position  of  Judges,  and  exer- 
cising functions  with  regard  to  the 
expenditure  of  millions  of  money,  should 
be  put  in  a  position  which  would  remove 
them  from  the  level  of  Cecil  Roche  and 
Colonel  Turner,  and  other  gentlemen  of 
their  notoriety  and  reputation.  Sir,  a  Bill 
ought  to  be  introduced  putting  the  Land 
Commissioners  in  the  position  of  irre- 
movables,  at  any  rate  for  several 
years  to  come.  I  say  the  same  with 
regard  to  the  Land  Purchase  Com- 
missioners— even  more  strongly  in  re- 
gard to  them,  because  the  Government 
have  proclaimed,  or  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  SVest  Bir- 
mingham has  proclaimed  for  them,  that 
this  position  in  regard  to  Ireland  is  the 
position  of  land  purchase.  If  you  take 
the  case  of  the  Auditor  General  of 
Public  Accounts,  he  is  irremovable 
except  on  an  address  from  both  Houses. 
I  think  it  is  a  most  undesirable  state  of 
affairs  that  these  gentlemen  should  not 
be  placed  in  an  equally  strong  position. 
If  the  Government  were  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  I  think  it  would  be  certain  to  pass 
almost  without  discussion. 

The  CHIEF  SECBETABY  voa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfotjb, 
Manchester,  £.):  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  substance  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech.  It  is 
extremely  unsatisfactory  to  leave  these 
Judges  in  what  is,  after  all,  a  great 
Appeal  Court  on  a  yearly  tenure,  and  I 
should  like  to  put  an  end  to  the  present 
arrangement.  I  tried*  to  do  so  last  year 
in  a  Bill  which  there  was  not  time  to 
discuss;  and  I  had  hoped  to  bring  in 
another  Bill  dealing  with  the  matter 
this  year.  This,  however,  has  been 
found  impossible;  but  it  is  the  desire 
of  the  Qovemment  to  tarry  out  next 
year  this 
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Mr.  lea.  (Londonderry,  8.) :  It 
seems  rather  unasual  to  take  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance Bill  at  this  time,  and  I  trust 
those  who  have  charge  of  it  will  give 
us  at  least  a  week's  notice  before  it 
goes  into  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commit- 
ted for  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL  (No.  365.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — '^Mr*  Jackson.) 

Sib  O.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy): 
There  are  two  questions  I  wish  to  ask — 
whether  theinterest  on  English  and  Scotch 
loans  has  been  reduced  from  4  per  cent 
to  3^  per  cent,  as  in  the  case  of  Irish 
loans ;  and,  whether  there  is  also  a  long 
list  of  Irish  loans  written  off?  I  should 
like  some  explanation  of  this. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  With  regard  to  the 
reduction  of  the  rate,  there  are  no  loans 
in  England  and  Scotland  of  the  kind  on 
which  the  interest  has  been  reduced  in 
Ireland.  Every  year  those  amounts  are 
written  off  which  are  deemed  irrecover- 
able, but  this  does  not  discharge  the 
debtors  from  their  legal  liabilities.  It 
is  thought  desirable  to  err,  if  at  all,  on 
the  side  of  over-caution. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  congratulate 
the  Gk>vermnent  on  having  introduced 
this  Bill.  There  is,  however,  one 
deserving  class,  the  Irish  labourers,  who 
have  to  pay  for  the  loans,  and  who  are 
still  charged  4  per  cent  interest  on  the 
amounts  advanced  for  their  cottages. 
The  reduction  would  be  to  them  a  sub- 
stantial concession,  and  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  Bill  shoiild  not  include 
loans  under  the  Labourers'  Act. 
♦Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  1  presume  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  suggestion  will 
have  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  artisans'  and  labourers'  dwellings 
generally.  But  the  matter  is  one  de- 
serving consideration,  and  I  will  not 
fail  to  consider  it. 

Mb.  FLTNN  (Cork,  N.);  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
artisans'  dwellings  stand  on  a  different 
footing tolabourers' holdings.  Inthecaae 
of  the  fbrmer  the  rating  is  of  such  a  oha* 
xttoter  that  any  deficiency  in  &e  value 
ii  small ;  whereas  in  the  case  of  the 
rural   ratepayers,    they  are   saddling 


themselves  with  a  heavy  burden,  and  if 
the  rate  of  interest  can  possibly  be  re- 
duced to  3^  it  will  be  a  substantial 
relief  to  them. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Lichaeld): 
Will  Her  Majesty's  Gbverament  take 
into  consideration  the  redaction  of 
interest  upon  drainage  loans  in  England, 
where  we  are  paying  6}  per  cent,  while 
in  Ireland  the  money  is  raised  for  one- 
half  that  amount  ? 

♦Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  would  remind  flw 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  Legislature  has 
stepped  in  and  dealt  with  the  landlords 
and  tenants  of  Ireland  on  different 
principles  -to  those  which  have  been 
followed  in  this  country. 

Mr.  MUBPHY  (Dublin) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  take  into  con- 
sideration the  fact,  in  dealing  with  the 
subject,  that  the  artisans'  dwellings  are 
the  only  security,  whereas  ia  Ireland 
there  is  the  security  of  the  rates? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com* 
mitted  for  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIiUTES. 
Oonsidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee) 

Class  IY. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £9,487,  k 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  tb«  m 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  willsiBo 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  endiiif 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  fir  Um 
Salaries  ^and  Expenses  of  the  Nationil  Oil- 
lery." 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  wish  Ui  vk 
for  some  explanation  with  regard  to  dM 
grant  for  the  purchase  of  pictor^ 
When  an  unusually  eztrayagant  hu- 

fain  was  concluded  some  time  Dsck,  tb 
[ouse  was  given  to  understand  that  At 
grant  would  be  suspended  until  A* 
purchase-money  had  been  iriped  oC 
That  has  not  been  done,  jet  a  soA  d 
£5,000  for  the  purchase  of  pieturasii 
put  down  in  the  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Queetion  piopoaii 
**  That  Item  D,  Purchase  of  Fkimm 
be  reduced  by  £3,S0O."*-(fiir  Otttf 
Campheli.)  *" 

Mb.  JACKSON:   lamafraidl 
admit  that  in  this  case^  fiom  ttt 
Member's  point  of  view,  tlie 
meat  hare  been  guilty  of 
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gance.    It  is  true  that  when  the  pur- 
diaae  to  which   the  hon.   Oentleman 
refers  was  made  it  was  agreed  that  for 
a  time  the  grant  for  the  purchase  of  pic- 
tures should  be  suspended,  though  no 
definita  number  of  years  was  fixed.    No 
doubt,  hovever,  it  is  in  spirit  intended 
that  the  grant  should  be  suspended  to 
enable  the  amount  to  be  spread  over  a 
Dumher  of  years.    That  arrangement 
has  continued,  but  from  time  to  time 
appeals  are  made  to  tbe  Oorernment 
vben   opportunities  offer   to  purchase 
pictures  which  in  the  opinion  of  autho- 
rities ought  not  to  be  missed.     I  believe 
tbe  plan  will    work    satisfactorily   and 
emnomically.     I    believe    the  Qovern- 
ment  have    done    right   to    give    the 
£5,000.    It    is    a   less   sum  than   we 
have  formerly  given,  and  it  will  con- 
ttDue  at  that  smalt  sum  for   a   period 
of  years. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
*Ha.  H.  W.  LA.WSON  (8t.  Pancras): 
Ur.  Courtney,   I  wish  in    a    very    few 
words  to  impress   upon   the   Financial 
Secretary  the  growing  intensity  of  in- 
terest taken  by  our  Metropolitan  popu- 
lation in  tbe  movement  for  nationali- 
sing our  national  collectioua,  in  reality 
as  well  es  in  name,  by  opening  them  on 
the  Sunday  bo  that  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  may  be  enabled  to  enjoy  and 
make  use  of  them.     The  case  could  not 
be  better   put   than    by    one   of   the 
Trustees  cf  the  Britieh  Husenm,  who 
said  with  regard  to  this  Institution — 
"The    real  question   was   whether  certain 

SabUc  coUectioDB  formed  by  the  State  and  paid 
V  by  taxation  leried  on  all  clasaea  of  Ihe 
vcnmanity,  should  be  acceaatbte  to  the  Rreat 
■UM  of  the  peojile  during  the  only  day  of  the 
vcekon  vhich  it  waa  practicable  for  thorn  to 
iafl  them,  He  thought  there  was  a  (trang 
•rimi  faeit  case  in  favanr  of  the  principle  of 
he  naoIntioD,  and  it  became  BtrongsT  when 
bay  looked  at  tho  Mie  and  oharacter  of  the 
letropolia.  The  oi^  in  vhioh  thev  ItTs^waa 
he  largeat  capital  in  the  world,  and  certainly 
ol  the  moat  pictnTeaqae.  Hesidenta  in  amall 
)«ni  oonld  easily  eacape  from  them  by  a 
loderate  walk  ;  but  there  were  apwarda  of 
000,000  of  people  who  lived  in  the  interior 
'  Ltoidon  who  could  not  escape  from  the  long 
icoeanon  of  atreeta,  often  aqualid  and  generally 
■eary,  and  where,  certainly  on  a  Snnday, 
ere  was  nothing  to  give  ^eaaure  or  create 
teroat." 

leae  are  the  words  of  a  supporter  of 
e  present  Government,  Lord  Derby, 
to  always  speaka  with  great  oomnon 


advancing  by  leaps  and  bounds  in  this 
matter.  Formerly,  no  public  collection 
was  open  on  the  Sunday.  Now,  more 
than  half  the  free  libraries  of  the 
Metropolis  are  open  on  that  day« 
There  was  a  great  stride  made  when 
not  only  the  libraries  but  the  resources 
of  the  People's  Palaco  were  opened 
upon  Sunday.  It  was  quite  in  vain  that 
the  Lord's  Day  Obaervance  Society 
tried  to  get  up  a  petition  amongst  the 
dwellers  in  toe  East  End  to  stop  the 
action  of  the  managers  of  the  People's 
Palace.  The  Beport  which  has  been 
issued  from  Birmingham  by  Mr. 
Whit  worth  Wallis  gives  astounding 
proofs  of  the  interest  taken  by  the 
people  in  this  concession.  And  surely 
in  London  we  ought  not  to  be  in  a 
worse  position  than  they  are  in  Bir- 
mingham, Manchester,  and  others  of 
our  large  towns.  A  vote  was  taken  in 
the  County  Oounoil  this  year  on  the 
subject,  and  only  nine  farmed  the 
minority.  The  Trades  Council  bare  unani- 
mously voted  in  its  favour,  and  twice 
the  Trades  Congress  bya  majority  of  two 
to  one  have  affirmed  tbe  desirability 
of  opening  our  National  collections  on 
the  Sunday.  We  owe  the  First  Oom- 
missioner  of  Works  a  debt  of  gratitude 
for  the  manner  in  which  be  has  dealt 
with  the  parks.  Kew  Gardens,  Hamp- 
ton Court,  and  Greenwich  Hospital 
are  open  on  Sunday,  and  there  is 
no  reason  why  the  NaKonal  Gallery 
should  not  be  thrown  open  for  tbe  en- 
joyment of  the  great  mass  of  the  people, 
who  have  not  time  to  visit  it  dunng  the 
week.  So  far  from  euch  a  course  being 
detrimental  to  the  interest)  of  true 
reli^on,  it  would  be  an  immense  lever 
in  Uie  work  of  social  reform.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  that 
some  of  the  most  eminent  of  the  tmateas 
have  expressed  themselves  in  favour  of 
this  oourse.  As  to  the  financial  ques- 
tion, recently  it  was  my  privile^  to 
forward  to  the  trustees  a  letter  signed 
by  the  Duke  of  Weetmineter  and  Lord 
Thnrlow,  offering  to  supply  the 
necessary  funds,  but  I  do  not  think 
it  possible  that  the  Finanoial  Seoretaij 
would  gmdge  the  small  sum  needecL 
I  am  quite  certain  that  neither  he  nor 
any  omer  Hember  of  the  Govemmeitt 
desires  to  make  Sunday  more  oppreaaiw*' 
and  moBotonona  to  the  great  maaa'dC- 
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the  people  of  London  than  any  other 
day  of  the  week.  I  hope  that  during 
the  next  feir  months  the  Government 
will  consider  this  subject,  and  that  next 
year  some  definite  action  will  be  taken 
with  regard  to  it. 

*Mr.    cavendish     BBNTINOK 

(Whitehaven)  :  Sir,  lean  see  no  reason 
myself  why,  if  Hampton  Ooort,  Kew 
Gardens,  and  other  places  are  open  on 
Sunday,  the  National  Galleries  should 
not  also  be  open.  The  opposition 
comes  from  a  party  who  think  that 
Sunday  ought  to  be  rather  a  day  of 
pnnishmeaC  than  a  day  of  eojoy- 
meut.  But  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
is  hardly  consistent  iu  this  matter,  for 
I  can  recollect  a  case  not  very  long 
ago  in  which  he  opposed  the  opening 
of  places  of  refreshment  on  Sunday, 
and  voted  that  they  should  be  all  closed 
on  that  day.  I  do  not  want  to  raise 
unpleasant  feelings  among  hon  Gentle- 
men opposite.  Nor  to  doubt  their  con- 
sistency wliich  I  dare  say  they  be- 
lieve they  possess  to  a  very  great 
extent.  I  merely  mention  this  fact, 
that  I  think  iha  encouragement  of  the 
Salvation  Army,  and  tbiuge  of  that 
sort  have  militated  against  the  open- 
iugofthe  National  Museum.  Butldid 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
these  observations.  I  am,  Sir,  going 
to  make  some  criticisms  on  the  action 
of  the  Directors  of  the  National 
Gallery,  notwithstanding  that  they  are 
eitremely  thin-skinned.  The  misfor- 
ture  of  our  present  system  is  that  our 
Art  and  other  collections  are  not  under 
one  responsible  Minister,  who  knows 
Bomethiug  about  them.  And  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  an  extraordinary 
&eak  on  the  part  of  the  Directors  of 
the  National  Gallery,  The  matter  has 
been  brought  before  the  Qovem- 
ment  already.  I  refer  to  the 
changes  which  have  been  made  in 
the    names    of    the    nicturea.     Claude 
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discover  these  old  historical  nsmM.  I 
would  ask  the  Secretary  of  the  Treant; 
to  give  instruction  to  those  who  msniga 
the  Natioual  Qallery,  to  see  tha  tbs 
names  by  which  artists  are  histoiicaJIf 
and  familiarly  known,  are  written  up  in 
larger  and  more  legible  letters  on  lii« 
picture  frames.  It  would  not  cwt  t 
great  deal  to  do  this.  At  the  Lodtn 
where  the  system  of  double  nomenclitnra 
is  adopted,  the  well-known  name  of  tbs 
painter  is  written  in  letters  quite  m 
large  as  the  proper  name.  I  'on^d 
urge  the  Government  to  have  thii  re- 
form carried  out, 

•Mb.  MUEPHT  (Dublin,  St.Patrick'i): 
I  rise  to  support  the  appeal  of  the  lion- 
Member  for  West  St.  Panoras  {Mr, 
Lawson)  that  the  National  Gallery  mi 
kindred  Institntions  may  be  open  ii  the 
public  oo  Sundays.  I  am  in  a  pwdti«s 
to  say  how  the  privilege  is  appreci»teJ 
in  towns  where  it  has  been  grantai. 
It  is  largely  valued  in  Dublin.  Than, 
the  National  Gallery  and  the  Muhud. 
which  corresponds  in  some  meuun 
with  the  British  Museum,  the  Z  )r>lagial 
Gardens,  and  the  Botanical  GardsDitn 
all  open  to  the  public  on  Suadsj,  v-i 
the  number  of  people  who  attend  do 
that  day  shows  the  advantage  Ui» 
public  derive  from  the  system.  Tht 
number  of  people  who  attend  lb* 
National  Qallery  and  Museum)  i»> 
Sunday  is  larger  than  on  all  the  oilier 
days  of  the  week  put  together.  Ail 
eonceive  that  the  objoct  of  thew  n^- 
bitions  is  that  ths  public  shsll  esjnr 
them,  the  fact  that  they  are  viaiteJinute 
on  Sunday  than  other  days  is.  to  <dJ 
mind,  a  conclusive  reason  wby,  ol  tU 
days  in  the  week,  they  should  be  open 
on  Sunday.  Horaover,  I  think  lb" 
places  should  be  open  at  nigbt.  No* 
that  we  hare  the  electric  lisht,  I  tUu 
it  should  be  availed  of  in  these  pI*<M» 
as  to  give  an  opportunity  for  people *ta 
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Sabbatarian  views  wbicb  would  make 
tbe  Sunday  a  black  letter  day,  and  I  do 
not  tbink  tbat  eitber religion  or  morality 
can  be  promoted  by  opening  tbe  drink- 
ing sbops  on  Sunday  and  closing  tbe 
Museums.  I  would  moreover  strongly 
advocate,  regardless  of  tbe  question  of 
expense,  tbe  opening  of  our  public 
Qalleries  and  Museums  at  nigbt.  Nigbt 
is  tbe  time  wben  tbe  majority  of  tbe 
public  can  best  avail  tbemselves  of  tbe 
opportunity  of  visiting  tbese  places 
wbicb  are,  and  ougbt  to  be,  National 
Museums. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  1  also  would 
support  tbe  appeal  of  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  West  St.  Pancras  for  Sunday  open- 
ing, and  I  would  make  a  suggestion  on 
tbe  subject.  I  regret  tbat  this  discus- 
sion was  not  raised  on  tbe  Vote  for 
tbe  British  Museum,  as  I  think 
Museums  are  more  proper  things  to  open 
on  Sundays  than  even  Picture  Galleries. 
Bat  we  refrained  from  entering  upon 
tbe  subject  last  nigbt  knowing  that  tbe 
Irish  Members  had  a  very  important 
question  to  raise  in  connection  with  the 
Vote  for  the  British  Museum.  Though 
I  do  not  believe  the  people  of  London 
care  much  for  this  old  Art,  yet,  no 
doubt,  people  who  come  from  the 
country  and  do  not  know  better,  like  ti 
visit  the  public  galleries,  and  I  think 
they  should  have  facilities  for  doing  so 
at  the  time  most  convenient  to  them. 
I  do  not  say  whether  I  am  a  Sabba> 
tarian  or  an  Anti- Sabbatarian,  but  I 
think  this  matter  should  be  decided  by 
the  people  according  to  their  own  views. 
I  say  to  the  people  of  London,  *'  It  is 
not  for  me  to  decide  this  question,  but 
for  you."  A  feeling  is  growing  up  iu 
Scotland  for  the  granting  of  facilities  of 
this  kind,  and  I  hold  that  the  decision 
of  tbe  matter  should  be  left  to  the 
public  in  tbe  different  localities.  What 
I  would  suggest  in  the  present  Vote  is 
this  :  We  are  told  that  the  County 
Council  of  London  by  a  large  majority 
have  voted  and  petitioned  in  favour  of 
tbe  opening  of  tbe  Galleries  and 
Museums  on  Sunday.  Woll,  I  tbink 
that  is  a  great  test  of  the  feeling  of  the 
public,  but  I  would  carry  it  fuither  and 
say  to  tbe  County  Council,  *'If  you  are 
in  earnest  in  this  matter  bear  the  extra 
expense  yourself.'^  Though  those  in- 
stitutions are,  no  doubt,  national,  wo 
cannot  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the 
people  of  London  have  special  facilities  . 
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for  availing  themselves  of  them,  and  I 
think  they  should  show  their  willing- 
ness to  bear  any  expense  which,  the 
acceptance  of  the  proposal  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  would 
entail.  If  the  locilities  are  willing  to 
incur  the  expense  the  Government 
should  raise  no  difficulty  in  the 
matter.  As  to  the  grant  of  £5,000 
for  new  pictures,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  pleaded  guilty  to  having 
paid  this  money  in  breach  of  an  under- 
standing that  no  further  mpney  was  to 
be  granted  pending  the  making  of  a 
final  arrangement.  It  is  the  old  story. 
However  much  you  give  the  Trustees  of 
the  National  Gallery  they  must  have 
more.  But  much  as  I  dislike  this 
grant,  and  however  contrary  it  is  to  the 
understanding,  it  is  impossible  to  resist 
it  in  such  a  House  as  this.  I  protest 
against  the  Vote  being  taken  at  such  a 
late  period  of  the  Session. 

♦Sir  J.  PULESTON  (Devonport): 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  feeling 
throughout  the  country  on  this  question 
of  the  Sunday  opening  of  Museums,  and 
I  hope  it  will  not  be  lightly  considered 
on  an  occasion  like  tbe  present.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  large  preponderance  of  tbe 
working  masses  are  opposed  to  the 
principle,  and  I  trust  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  hesitate  before  they 
accept  the  advice  of  bon.  Gentlemen 
opposite. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  would  appeal 
to  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  divide  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
divide  the  Committee,  but  I  would  point 
out  that  the  Trades  Union  Council  have 
passed  a  resolution  by  a  majority  of  two 
to  one  in  favour  of  the  S  inday  opening 
of  Museums,  whilst  the  London  Trades 
Council  have  passed  a  similar  resolution 
unanimously,  and  tbe  Edinburgh  Trades 
Council  have  passed  one  by  a  large 
majoritj'. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  £1,291,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery. 

3.  Motion  made,  and  •  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceed  in  fi;£  1 3.000  (includ- 
ing a  Supplementary  sum  of  £1,000),  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  tbo  sum  nrcessary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day 
of  March  1S90,  Tor  Grants  in  Aid  of  the  Expen- 
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Dr.  CLARK  (Oaithnwa) :  Under  "a"I 
Bee  va  item  of  £1,000,  whioliitispropoeed 
to  ^tvat  for  a  catalogue  of  Bcientifio 
papers.  I  Buppoee  thia  ie  to  be  giren  to 
&e  Bojal  Society.  I  want  to  know  on 
what  gronnd  this  sum  ehould  be  given 
to  the  FellowB  of  the  Boyal  SooietyT  I 
am  not  prepared  to  vote  a  penny  to  that 
Institution,  or  to  the  Soyu  Irish 
Aoademy,  so  long  as  Scotland  is  treated 
BO  ehabbily.  The  Eoyal  Society  of 
Ediabargh  only  receives  £300  a  year, 
irUeh  cornea  back  again  to  the  Ez- 
oheqner  Id  the  shape  of  rent  and  taxes ; 
whereas  the  Boysl  Irish  Academy  re- 
eeives  £2,000  a  year,  and  the  Hoyal 
Society  of  London  £4,000  a  ^ear,  and 
£15,000  a  year  for  meteorological  work. 
I  beg  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBsd, 
"  That  Item  A,  for  the  Eoyal  Society, 
be  reduced  by  £1,000."— (i>r.  Ciark.) 

Hb.  JAOKSON:  There  have  been 
already  published,  at  the  public  espeuBe, 
three  volumes  of  thia  catalogue,  and 
another  volume  haa  now  been  prepared. 
These  societies  come  to  the  Treasury  and 
aay  that  on  previous  occasions  they  have 
eome  to  iu  and  we  have  paid  for  these 
extra  volnm as.  TheOovemmentcameto 
the  oonolnsion  that,  instead  of  under- 
taking to  pay  the  whole  coat  of  the  pub- 
tien,  they  should  grant  £1 ,000  and  leave 
leave  the  expenditure,  whatever  it  is,  to 
bemet  by  the  Boyal  Society.  Soma  small 
Bums  have  been  received  as  the  proceeds 
of  sales,  and  they  have  bean  paid  into 
the  Kconequer. 

Da.  OLABK:  Where  are  these 
Boientific  papers?  Are  the^  iu  the 
Briti^  Museum,  or  in  the  Library  of 
the  Boyal  Society,  and  are  they  open  to 
the  general  public,  or  only  to  the  Fellows 
of  the  Society?  la  thia  catalogue  a 
oatalogueofpapersof  the  Boyal  Society, 
or  of  acientifio  papers  generally  ? 

Ma.  JAOKSON :  Of  scienti&o  papers 
generally. 

Da.  OLABK :  Where  ?  All  over  the , 
world?  ' 

Ma.  JACKSON :  Oartwnly. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Queetion  put,  and  agreed  to. 
4.  £8,810,  to   complete  the    sum  for 
the  London  Univeraity. 


5.  £21,000,  to  complete  the  aum  fer 
TJniversitiea  and  OoUeges,  Giwl 
Britain. 

Da.  CLARK;  There  la  a  enn  of 
£15,000  distributed  amongat  wUegee. 
I  should  like  to  hear  the  names  of  the 
colleges  to  which  the  money  goes,  tlw 
grounds  on  which  it  is  allocated,  ui 
whether  any  of  it  ia  given  to  Scotland. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  question  bu 
not  been  one  of  England  or  Beotlsnd, 
but  in  what  way  the  objects  can  bsstbe 
attained  which  the  grant  is  intended  to 

firomote.  I  believe  that  general  aat* 
action  ia  expreased  at  the  '^T  " 
which  the  money  has  been  allocsted 
by  the  Committee  which  was  appoinW 
for  that  purpose.  The  ooll^ea  wludi 
have  received  the  grants  are  these :—     i 


Owens  College  IDucheeter  ..  1,8** 
UiuTer»ity  College,  London  ..  I.T» 
King'i  Cdlege,  London  ..  ..  l.W 
Liverpool  UoiTBialty  Cdlego  ..  1,S" 
Mason  College,  Biimtnghun  ..  \,vo 
TorkBhite  OoUego,  Leeds  ..  ..  !.*« 
Nottinglism  UniTenrilT  Collie  •■  'i** 
Brirtol  Univenitj  Collego  ..    1.J* 

DnrhBin  Ooll^a  of  Science,  Nan- 

OMtle-on-Tyne  .-    '^ 

Firth  Uoll^e,  Sheffield      ..         ..    l.)W 

Dandee  Uaiveriity  College  ..      W 

De.  OLABK:  What  isthebaronpM 

which  the  grants  have  been  made? 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :  I  am  afrwd  to 
hon.  Oentleman  does  not  read  fail  Fu- 
liamentaty  Papers,  because  foil  tsfa^ 
matioQ  has  been  given  on  the  wfcjK' 
in  a  paper  entitled,  "  Qrant  to  Uaiw- 
sity  OoUegee  in  Great  Britain."  B* 
conelnding  words  of  the  Eeport*'"* 
Oommittee'are  as  follows  :— 

"In  datenaininp  the  diitribntiiBi  rf*! 
mmt,  yonr  Committee  ealculited  tlw  s"!" 
to  be  gi»en  to  oadi  collage  noda  W 
headii,  A.  and  B.;  A.  bain*  re^rfadMJ** 
ing  in  proTiding  ■pplisncea  (i™"'''™Jl7 
and  apparatna)  lor  aaeqnate  and  hD  ia*"*; 
tion  ot  a  UniTeraity  cliar»et«'  '"■'*'  ^ 
scienoe,  and  B.  being  ia  P"'P^*?_'*.,2! 
Mnonnt  of  lt>c»l  aupport  and  inttrertwa^^ 
In  coDaaquenco  of  the  aDggetlion  in  »•  ■^ 
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members  of  the  Committee.  I  gather 
there  was  no  representative  of  Scotland 
upon  it. 

♦Mb.  JAOKSON  :  I  had  no  idea  that 
there  was  any  ignorance  as  to  what  was 
taking  place.  The  members  of  the 
Committee  were  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir 
Henry  Boscoe,  Dr.  Percival,  Mr.  G. 
B.  Brown,  and  Mr.  B.  G.  C.  Mowbray. 
I  find  that  in  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee it  is  said  there  was  only  one  ap* 
plication  from  Scotland  and  that  that 
application  was  met.  The  application 
was  in  respect  of  the  TJniversi^  College 
of  Dundee.  Surely  it  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  a  certain  sum  of  money  had 
been  set  aside  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  be  used  in  this  particular 
way.  Of  course,  all  the  colleges  and  in- 
stitutions which  did  come  within  the 
terms  laid  down  [for  the  apportionment 
of  the  grant  were  open  to  make  applica- 
tion. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  am  sure  there 
could  not  have  been  a  better  Committee 
as  far  as  England  was  concerned,  but  as 
to  Scotland  not  one  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  the  smcdlest  connection  or 
personal  knowledge  of  that  country.  As 
to  the  absence  of  applications,  we  find 
that  many  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  did  not  know  much  about  this 
matter.  Is  it  surprising,  therefore,  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  did  not  know 
much  about  it  ? 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Bollox):  I  must  confess  to  a  good 
deal  of  ignorance  in  this  matter. 
When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
told  us  he  was  going  to  set  aside  a  sum 
for  the  encouragement  of  scientific 
researches  in  the  Universities,  I  really 
thought  his  remarks  appL'ed  to  England 
and  Wales.  I  know  that  some  of  the 
scientific  classes  in  Glasgow  are  in  a  very 
distressed  condition;  certainly  had  we 
known  that  the  grants  would  be  extended 
to  Scotland  we  should  have  applied  for 
aid.  However,  I  am  sure  the  Treasuiy 
have  no  wish  to  treat  Scotland  differently 
to  any  other  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  that  now  the  subject  has  been 
broached  they  will  see  that  the  claims  of 
Scotland  are  properly  considered. 

Dr.  CLABK:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  not  answered  my  question — namely, 
whether  this  grant  is  only  for  the  pre- 
sent year  or  for  a  number  of  years  r  I 
know  that  some  of  the  colleges  I  have 
mentioned  have  applied  to  the  Treasury 
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certain  percentage  on  the  total  amount  of 
local  sabacriptionB  and  students'  fees.  It  is 
difficolt  to  award  a  grant  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  students  directly,' as  a  distinction 
must  be  drawn  between  those  attending 
a  few  lectures  in  a  desultory  man- 
ner and  those  giving  their  whole  time 
to  college  work.  To  get  over  this  diffi- 
culty your  Committee  have  taken  the  income 
from  students'  fees  as  a  basis.  A  grant  so 
determined  will  be  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
amonnt  of  instruction  given;  those  taking 
short  courses  or  attending  some  evening 
elasses  paying  small  fees,  and  so  on  in  propor- 
tion. Thus  the  grant  under  B.  is,  roughly,  a 
percentage  on  the  college  income  from  all 
soorces." 

It  was  thought  that  this  was  the  truest 
way  of  appropriating  the  money  so  as 
to  secure  the  greatest  advantage  from 
the  expenditure. 

p&.  OLABK :  I  am  glad  to  have  got 
this  information.  Probably  this  Paper 
is  one  of  those  that  a  Member  only 
obtains  by  applying  for.  I  have  not  had 
one.  I  tried  to  get  the  Librarian  to 
obtain  one  for  me,  but  he  was  unable  to 
do  it.  Now  that  I  know  the  facts  I  find 
that  Scotland,  as  usual,  has  been 
neglected.  There  was  no  Scotch  Mem- 
ber on  the  Oommittee,  and  nothinff  has 
been  g^ven  to  Anderson's  Oollege, 
Glasgow,  which  Dr.  Birkbeck,  who  was 
a  student  there,  took  as  his  model  in 
establishing  eolleges  throughout  Eng- 
land. That  college,  though  all  these 
other  colleges  practically  originated  from 
it,  does  not  get  a  farthing.  The  Heriot- 
Watt  Oollege  does  not  get  anything, 
and  only  £500  out  of  the  £15,000  goes 
to  Scotland.  Scotland  gets  only  one- 
thirtieth  of  the  money.  It  is  too  late 
this  Session  to  raise  this  question,  but 
undoubtedly  next  year,  if  there  is  no 
change  made,  I  shall  move  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote,  and  raise  a  claim  for  the 
Scotch  collegeft. 

Sib  G.  OAMPBELL  :  I  really  think 
Scotland  has  been  unfairly  treated  in 
this  matter.  Why  should  she  only  re- 
ceive one- thirtieth  part  of  this  (prant? 
The  University  of  St.  Andrew's  has 
done  much  to  give  an  excellent  scientific 
education,  and  if  any  institution  obtains 
aid  of  this  kind  St.  Andrew's  ought.  I 
cannot  understand  why  Dundee  should 
get  £500,  and  poor  St.  Andrew's,  with 
its  desire  to  give  scientific  instruction, 
should  get  nothing  at  all.  I  cannot 
conceive  how  the  thing  has  been  arrived 
at,  and  I  hope  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  will  tell   us   who   were  the 
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and  been  refused,  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  other  colleges  had  any  notice 
given  to  them.  There  was  no  Scotchman 
on  the  Committee,  and  it  is  quite  evident 
that  Scotland  has  been  neglected.  The 
authorities  of  the  Scottish  colleges  did 
.  not  know  this  money  could  be  got.  Other- 
wise I  know  they  would  have  made  ap- 
plication. If  the  grant  is  only  for  the 
present  year  I  have  no  objection  to  offer, 
but  if  it  is  for  a  number  of  years  I  shall 
have  to  take  a  Division. 

*Mb.  QOSCHEN  :  It  is  only  for  this 
year;  the  Vote  will  have  to  come  up 
again  next  year.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
forgets  that  we  have  this  year  increased 
the  grant  to  the  Scottish  TJniversities  by 
£8,000,  and  that  we  help  the  Scottish 
Universities  as  we  do  not  help  the 
English  Universities.  We  now  give 
£42,000  a  year  to  the  Scottish  Univer- 
sities, and  there  is  but  a  very  small 
parallel  grant  given  in  England — 
namely,  that  given  to  the  London  and 
Victoria  Universities.  The  hon.  Member 
may  rest  assured  he  will  have  an 
opportunity  another  year  of  pressing 
the  claims  of  any  Scotch  college. 

Mr.  E.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee) :  I 
understand  that  as  regards  the  English 
colleges  this  Vote  is  presented  in  pur- 
suance of  a  system  which  is  perpetual, 
but  that  that  is  not  the  case  so  far  as 
the  Scotch  colleges  to  which  a  grant  has 
been  made  is  concerned.  Although  an 
allowance  has  been  made  to  the  Dundee 
University  College  that  institution  has 
not  been  placed  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  English  colleges.  lam  informed  there 
is  this  difference  between  the  University 
College  of  Dundee  and  all  the  other 
colleges — that  the  average  grant  made 
to  the  English  University  colleges  is 
about  £1.500  per  annum,  while  the 
amount  allowed  to  the  Dundee  colleges 
is  only  £500.  Another  difference  is  that 
the  English  colleges  are  assured  that  the 
grant  in  their  case  is  to  be  a  perpetual 
grant,  whereas  the  grant  to  the  Dundee 
College  is  expressly  limited  to  this  one 
year.  Now  that,  on  the  face  of  it,  looks 
very  like  undue  preference.  I  under- 
stand, too,  that  one  reason  why  the 
Dundee  College  received  a  grant  was 
that  in  a  very  short  time  it  will  occupy 
peculiar  relations  to  one  of  the  Scottish 
Universities.  I  respectfully  submit  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  to 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  that,  how- 
ever excellent  may  be  the  plan  to  which 
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they  have  assented,  they  have  certfuoly 
manifested  an  undue  preference  for  the 
English  colleges. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  8.E., 
Pre stwich) :  As  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee entrusted  with  the  distribntioaof 
this  grant,  let  me  say  it  was  prectsely 
because  there  was  an  idea  Uiat  the 
University  College  of  Dundee  might  be 
brought  into  connection  with  the  Uni- 
versity system  of  Scotland  that  the 
Committee  considered  the  case  of  the 
Dundee  College  to  be  an  exceptional  one 
for  this  year,  and  we  treated  it  there- 
fore in  an  exceptional  manner.  As  to 
the  absence  of  Scotch  Members  on  the 
Committee,  I  should  like  to  observe  that 
Dundee  was  in  the  very  favourable 
position  that  the  Member  for  South 
Manchester  (Sir  H.  Koscoe),  who  wts 
a  member  of  the  Committee,  is  himself 
a  member  of  the  Governing  Body  of 
Dundee,  and  therefore  takes  a  grett 
interest  in  the  welfare  of  that  institation. 
As  to  notice  being  given  to  the  Scottish 
colleges,  I  can  only  say  that  as  soon  is 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  took 
place,  I  received  a  letter  from  the  Prin- 
cipal of  Dundee  College,  laying  thedaims 
of  the  college  before  me.  It  appears  to 
me  that  if  the  heads  of  the  other  colleges, 
who  are  now  disposed  to  put  in  a  claim 
for  a  share  of  this  grant,  had  shown  the 
same  activity,  their  cases  might  also 
have  been  considered.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  there  was  not  the  slightest  sugg*^- 
tion  made  that  any  other  college  in 
Scotland  laid  claim  to  a  grant. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  There  is  one 
point  I  should  like  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  consider,  and  that  is  that 
the  claims  of  the  Scotch  Universities  are 
peculiar,  because  their  maintenance  is 
one  of  the  conditions  of  the  Union. 
They  have  no  national  property  to 
fall  back  upon,  because  it  has  been 
merged  in  that  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
The  position  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
must  be  maintained  bj  the  Imperial 
Government.  It  is  a  responsibility  from 
which  they  are  not  entitled  to  reliew 
themselves. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  that  the  hon.  Geotieman 
(Mr.  Mowbray),  and  the  other  membert 
of  the  Committee,  acted  in  perfect  good 
faith,  but  it  does  nut  seem  to  me  that 
the  hon.  Member's  statement  kM 
bettered  the  case  as  far  as  SooUanih 
concerned.     He  says  that  t]ie  Dvwi 
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College  was  really  represented  in  the 
Ooxnmittee,  and  therefore  it  got  a  grant. 
Those  who  were  not  in  the  swim,  so  to 
speak,  got  nothing.  I  hope  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Qovernment  will 
see  their  way  to  give  some  grant  to  the 
other  Scotch  Colleges. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  the  Dun- 
dee College  is  exceptionally  treated, 
because  of  its  prohable  connection  with 
the  University  system  of  Scotland .  The 
Universities  of  Scotland  will  be  un- 
willing to  encourage  this  affiliation  if 
thoy  have  to  pay  for  it.  I  protest  against 
the  grant  to  Dundee  being  so  small  as 
it  is  and  being  limited  to  one  year. 

Dr.  CLA.RK :  As  this  question  will 
come  up  next  year,  I  will  not  say  much 
more  about  if.  I  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  scarcely  fairly 
stated  the  case.  In  this  very  Vote  there 
is  £12,000  set  down  for  the  North  Wales 
Colleges.  In  Vote  16,  £36,000  is  taken 
for  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland,  of 
which  we  get  back  about  £5,000.  The 
three  old  English  Universities  were  en- 
dowed, but  all  the  new  Universities 
started  since  then  get  grants  from  Par- 
liament. I  am  not  prepared  to  admit 
the  great  increase  in  the  grant  to  the 
Scottish  Universities;  but  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  property  by 
which  those  Universities  were  main- 
tained became  British  property  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  and,  therefore,  you  ought 
to  maintain  those  institutions.  I  think, 
too,  you  ought  to  maintain  them  in  a 
decent  fashion,  and  not  begrudge  every 
farthing  you  give  them. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Class  V. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  a  earn,  not  exceeding  £116,698  (in- 
dading  a  Supplementary  sum  of  £7,650),  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  ooiirsd  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Ex- 
penses  of  Her  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Mis- 
■ions  Abroad.** 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  have  given  notice  of  an 
Ajnendment  to  reduce  the  amount 
o£  the  salary  of  the  Minister  to 
tlie  Argentine  Eepublic  by  £1,300. 
Xbere  are  many  Ministers  in  South 
.A^merica.    Most  of  these  Ministers  used 


to  be  Consuls  General  and  Ministers 
Resident,  but  they  have  been  raised  to 
Ministers   Plenipotentiary.     Why  they 
have  been  so  raised  except  to  spend  a 
little  more  money  and  give  a  little  more 
patronage  I  do  not  know.    In  the  case 
of  the    Argentine  Eepublic  you  con- 
verted   your    Consul    General    into    a 
Minister  Hesident,  and  then   you  con- 
verted him  into  an  Envoy  Extraordinary 
and  Minister  Plenipotentiary.     I  have 
no  objection  to  our  Bepresentative  having 
any  number  of  titles  he  likes ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, when  a  change  of  this  kind 
is  made  it  costs  the  country  a  great  deal. 
£3.000  a  year  is  paid  to  the  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary to  the    Argentine    Bepubli6, 
£500  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Legation, 
and  £200  to  his  clerk,  and  £435  to  the 
Second  Secretary  to  the  Legation ;  £400 
is  allowed  for  rent.     In  the  case  of   a 
Minister  Kesident  and  Consul  General 
there  is  no  Secretary  to  the  Legation, 
and    there    is   no    Second    Secretary. 
The    Minister    Eesident     and    Consul 
General  at  Chili  receives  £2,000,  with- 
out any  allowance  for  rent ;  in  all  our 
representative  at  Chili  costs  us  £2,250^ 
as  against  £4,535,  the  cost  of  the  Lega- 
tion in  the  Argentine  Eepublic.     Chili 
is  just  as  respectable  and  important  a 
country  as  the  Argentine  Eepublic.     In 
Peru  and  Paraguay,  which  are  close  by, 
you  find  Ministers  Eesident  and  ConsiiLs 
General.     Besides    an    Envoy    Extra- 
ordinary in  the  Argentine  Eepublic  you 
have  at  Buenos  Ayres  a  Consul,  to  whom 
you  give  £900  a  year,  with  an  allowance 
for  ofHco ;  and  in  Chili  you  also  have  a 
Consul    receiving,   I  think,   £.,000   a 
year.     If  you   have  a  Minister  Eesi- 
dent   and     Consul     General    in    the 
capital   of   the    country,    you    surely 
do    not    require    to    have    a    Consul 
General  at  £900  or  £1,000  per  annum 
besides  office  expenses.      But  my  great 
point    in     regard     to     the    Argentine 
Eepublic  is  that  really  there  is  no  differ- 
ence between  the  Argentine  Eepublic 
and  any  other  place  in  South  America. 
There  is    not   sufficient    difference    to 
justify  you  in  spending  £3,000  more 
upon  the  Mission  there  than  upon  the 
Mission  to  any  other  South  American 
Eepublic.      A  friend  of  mine  told  me 
the  other  day  that  it  is  really  an  abso- 
lute waste  of  money.     He  said — 

'*  The  inhabitants  of  the  Argentine  Bcpublic 
are  very  senbible  people.  They  despise  all  this 
fuss  and  show ;  they  know  nothing  about  an 
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KoToy  ExtraordiDsry ;  they  want  a  quiet, 
decent,  honest  man,  who  ri^ceives  ti  reasonable 
salary,  vitboDt  all  this  fuss  and  bother,  costing 
£5,000  a  year." 

They  are  perfectly  satisfied  vith  your 
Minister  Resident  and  Consul  Ueueral, 
or  they  vould  be  satiaGed  with  having  a 
ConEid  Ooneral  alone.  I  beg  to  more 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £1,300, 
vhich  win  bring  the  salary  of  the  Envoy 
Extraordinary  to  about  the  level  of  the 
salaries  of  ouc  Representatives  in  other 
South  American  Bepublics. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Item  A,  Salaries,  &o.,  be  re- 
duced by  £1,300,  part  of  the  salary  of 
the  Minister  to  the  Argentine  Bo- 
public." — ( ¥r.  Labouchtre.) 

Mr.  BBADLAUaH :  Before  the  right 
hoD.  Qentleman  answers  my  hon.  Col- 
league, I  sliould  like  to  ask  him  if  he  can 
give  ua  any  further  information  as  to  the 
result  of  the  investigation  conoerniiig  the 
unfortunate  emigrantswho  suffered  such 
severe  privations  in  the  Argentine  Re- 
public, and  I  would  at  the  same  time  ask 
vbether  it  is  not  possible  for  our  Repre- 
sentative in  the  Ai|^ntiDe  Republic — 
Minister,  Consul  Qeaerttl,  or  whoever 
he  may  be — to  send  information  to  this 
country  before  the  evils  rise  to  such  an 
extent  that  of  necessity  they  are 
brought  before  the  attention  of  this 
Houae.  I  admit  that  af^r  attention 
was  drawn  to  these  matters  in  the 
House  the  Foreign  Office  acted  with 
great  promptitude,  and  a  great  deal 
was  done  to  relieve  the  distress,  but  it 
vas  after  the  distress  had  risen  to  a. 
height  to  attract  public  attention,  and 
while  the  agents  of  the  Argentine 
Republic  were  still  allowed  to  tempt 
emigrants. 

*Thk  under   secretary 

.STATE  Foa  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
'J.  Fehqubbon,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  I  will 
first  answer  tbepoints  raised  by  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere).  He  has  moved  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  for  the  salary  of  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Buenos  Avres.  and  he  savs 
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Member  thinks  .the  duties  might  mil 
be  discharged  by  on  oEfidal  m  lover 
rank,  and  that  the  staff  of  a  Uinistet 
Plenipotentiary  is  not  required,  and  that 
the  South  American  Republics  are  in- 
different to  representation  of  this  cooii- 
try  by  officers  of  high  rank.  These,  I 
think,  are  the  chief  grounds  upon  wluii 
he  moved  the  reduction.  Now,  oil  all 
these  points  I  must  traverse  what  tlis 
hon.  Gentleman  baa  said.  On  thissa^- 
ject  I  think  I  cannot  do  better  thu 
refer  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular establishments  in  1870.  Id  that 
Report  it  was  stated  that  it  was  deur- 
able  to  give  Her  Majesty's  Representa- 
tives at  various  placss  places  in  Sonth 
America  the  rauk  of  Minister  without 
increasing  their  pay.  Lord  Hamraand, 
who  was  then  Under  Secretary  of  State^ 
gave  evidence  before  that  Oommittee  u 
to  the  importance  of  keeping  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  higher  rank  at  thoet 
posts  ;  and  he  said  so  keenly  did  thSM 
Sonth  African  Republics  feel  the  im- 

fortance  attached  to  our  representatiw 
eing  by  officials  of  high  rank  thatou 
of  these  Governments,  when  oocredttiag 
a  Minister  jointly  to  this  country  ul 
France,  fixed  the  residence  of  tluii 
Representative  at  Paris  instead  of  I/a- 
dou,  because  we  kept  a  liepreseatatiTl 
of  lower  rank  in  South  America.  Loid 
Hammond  particularly  noticed  the  can 
of  the  Argentine  Republic,  and  dntt 
on  the  importance  of  British  ioteiflsta 
there.  Since  1670,  the  Argentine  Be* 
pntlic  has  greatly  advanced.  lb 
country  has  developed  in  an  estnoidi- 
oary  degree  during  the  last  10  yetn- 
Laet  yearabout  1,100  persona emigntsi 
from  this  country  to  the  BepnbUo,  OJ 
there  are  probably  100,000  British  kA- 
jects  there  now.  Our  oommemil 
interests  there  have  very  much  incraoM, 
and  undoubtedly  our  relations  with 
that  Republic  are  more  important  IW 
than  with  any  other  Soutn  AoMBHR 
country,  except,  perhaps,  Braiil.  HA 
Majesty's  Representative  at  BaaM 
Avres  was  alreadv  a  Minister  FlaaJIB* 
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IfajeBty's  Uinister  there,  and  I  cannot 

speak  too  bigblj  of  the  manner  in  which 

that  official  has  devoted  himself  tn  the 

interests  of  the  poor  people  who  have 

emi^ated  there  in  large  numbers.     He 

has  beea  well  seconded  hj  the  Britiah 

residents,  who  formed  tbemselves  into  a 

Committee  for  the  assistance  of   poor 

emigrants,    and   requested  the    British 

Hinisterto  put  himself  at  their  head. 

The  junior  Member  for  Northampton 

has  asked  a  question  as  to  the  result  of 

the   in^Qiries     made    with    regard    to 

emigra^OD.     I    have  bad   considerable 

eiperience   in  watchiog  emigration  to 

our  own    possesaions  and    to    foreign 

conntries,  and  I  hare  never  heard  of  so 

muoh  care  being  taken  of  emigrants  in 

anj  country  as  in  the  Argentine  Bepub- 

lie,  except  ia  our  own  possessions.     The 

Argentine  Government,  according  to  our 

ioformation,   have    made    oareful   and 

liberal   arrangements    for     their    re- 

oeption   and    distribution.     No    doubt 

there    has    been    mischief    done    bj 

unscrupulous   agents    in    Europe  who 

have  held  out    hopes   to  all    sorts  of 

people   of   fortunes    to    be    mads    in 

the    Argentine    Bepublic,    and    many 

oniuitable    persons    were    sent    from 

Irsland— bad  characters  and  persons  of 

idle    habits.       ["Oh,    oh!"]      Well, 

I  suppose  even  in  Ireland  there  are 

people  of  bad  habits.     X  am  speaking  of 

facts  within  my  own  knowledge  when  I 

say  tbat  most  unsuitable  persons  were 

Wlected  and  sent  out  as  emigrants  to 

(he  Argentine  Hepublio,   but  there  is 

abundant    evidence    that    able-bodied 

men  with  small  families  can  do  as  well 

there  as  in  our   Australian    Colonies. 

Oreat  pains  are   being  taken  to   form 

Englishmen  and  Irishmen  into  special 

settlsments  under  conditions  suited  to 

thsb  former   habits,  and  where    their 

interests    can    be    looked    after    much 

better    than     if    they    were    scattered 

through  the  whole  country.     I  believe 

the  Argentine  Government  are  now  very 

much  more  careful  as  to  the  agents  they 

employ,  and  we  have  done  our  beet  to 

famish  the  Emigration  OEBce  in  London 

and  the  Irish  Qovemment  with  all  the 

information  that  can  be  obtained  from 

the  All!  Baports    sent   home   by   Her 

Uajesty'a  Minister  at  Buenoa  Arres,  ao 
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Ma.  BBADLAUGH:  May  I  aak 
whether  there  has  come  to  hand  the 
result  of  the  investigations  into  the 
alleged  insufficient  supply  of  food  to 
emigrauts  and  bad  treatment  on  the 
voyage  out  by  the  agents  of  the  Argen- 
tine Bepublic  ? 
♦Sir  J.  FEEarSSON  :  Yes,  that  has 
been  gone  into,  and  the  Papers,  if 
they  are  moved  for,  will  give  the 
House  all  the  information  we  possess  ou 
this  subject.  I  cannot  find  there  was 
much  wrong  in  the  food  supply  on  the 
voyage  except,  perhaps,  on  one  Tesael 
where  there  was  a  dishonest  steward. 
On  the  whole,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
emigrants  suSer  greater  hardships  than 
may  be  expected  by  newcomers  ia 
any  country.  I  think  the  Committee 
will  see  that  no  case  has  been  made  out 
to  justify  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  on 
the  grounds  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  ;  I  do  not  think 
that  anybody  who  has  listened  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  that 
he  has  made  out  a  case  against  the  re- 
duction. Therigbt  hon. Gentleman  has 
based  his  defence  on  one  ground.  He 
defends  the  expenditure  of  £3,000  a 
year  more  in  the  Argentine  Bepublic 
than  io  other  South  American  Bepublics 
on  account  of  the  rank  of  our  Bepre- 
sentatire,  on  the  ground  that  there 
is  a  large  emigration  from  this 
country  to  Buenoa  Ayres  and  that  the 
Minister  looks  after  the  emigrants. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
distinguished  himself  as  a  Governor  and 
in  other  ways,  but  I  do  not  think  he  was 
ever  on  a  mission.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  had  some  diplomatia 
experience  at  Constantinople.  But  I 
may  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  last  place  an  emigrant  thinks  of 
going  to  is  the  Legation  if  there  happens 
to  be  a  Consulate.  No  emigrant  to 
America  ever  dreams  of  going  to  the 
British  Minister  at  Washington.  I  really 
do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
supports  his  position  in  any  way  when 
be  says  there  are  more  emigranto  go  to 
the  Argentine  Bepublic  than  to  other 
South  American  Bepublics.  He  tells 
us  there  was  a  Committee  in  1870,  and 
no  doubt  there  was,  and  the  rank  of  oar 
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Plenipotentiary  and  a  Oharge  d'affaires, 
and  it  may  make  them  happier.  The 
Committee  wanted  to  do  somethicg,  and 
they  made  their  recommendations.  We 
know  how  these  things  happen  in  Com- 
mittees. But  you  do  not  carry  this  out 
fairly  ;  you  make  a  distinction  in  regard 
to  the  Argentine  Kepublio.  Now,  Monte 
Video  is  almost  opposite  Buenos  Ayres, 
just  as  Calais  is  opposite  Dover. 

*8iR  R.  FOWLER  (London) :  Ninety 
miles  apart. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  Yes,  I  know; 
and  Calais  is  only  24  miles  off.      You 
haye  Uruguay  on  the  one  side,  and,  I 
suppose,  there  are  a  considerable  number 
of  emigrants  there,  and  there  you  have  a 
Consul    General    to    whom    you    pay 
£1,600,  or,  with  his  clerk,  £1,750;  and 
at  Buenos  Ayres,  opposite  Monte  Video, 
you  have  a  Minister  and  his  Secretary, 
ftc,   costing  £4,635.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mentions  a  case  in  which  he 
says     a     South    American    Republic, 
influenced  by  the  rank  of  our  Represen- 
tative out  there,  fixed  the  residence  of 
their  joint  Representative  for  England 
and  France  in  Paris.    Well,  of  course  it 
is  the  same  in  South  America  as  in  North 
America — the  people  like  Paris,   they 
look  upon  Paris  as  a  place  for  good 
people    to    go    to.      Having  a  choice 
between  London  and  Paris  they  prefer 
Paris.    It  may  be  bad  taste,  but  so  it 
is.    Really,   considering   the  Ministers 
we     have     had     from     these    South 
American    Republics— I   have   known 
some  of  them — the  less  we  have  of  them 
the  better.     So  far  as  I  am  concerned 
they  may  all  live  in  Paris.    I  am  not 
speaking  of  present  Representatives — 
let  these  be  exceptions — but  my  expe- 
rience of  these  gentlemen  who  have  tt^e 
title  of  Ministers  is,  that  they  get  little 
salary;  they  get  their  livelihood  in  a 
precarious,  speculative  sort  of  way ;  they 
make    bogus    treaties,  and  they    play 
billiards.     When  we  are  told  that  we 
ought  to  pay  £3,000  extra  to   one  of 
these      South      American     Republics, 
because  if  we  do  not  that  Republic  may 
positively  be  so  antagonistic  that  they 
will  send  their  Minister  to  live  at  Paris 
instead  of  in  London,  it  is  a  litle  too 
absurd.    If  that  view  is  the  true  one, 
then  we  ought  to  make  them  all  Ambas- 
sadors   at    once    for  fear    of  exciting 
jealousy.    It  is  the  duty  of  the  Under 
Secretary  to  defend  it ;  but  with  his  ex- 
perience of  the  Foreign  Office,  he  must 

Ifr.  Tidbonch0re 


know  perfectly  well  that  it  is  an  ntteily 
useless  and  wasteful  expenditare  of 
public  money.  Under  the  circamstances, 
I  must  ask  the  Committee  to  divide. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Coonty, 
Birr)  :  I  shall  support  my  hon.  Friend, 
not  that  I  can  enter  into  these  diplomt- 
tic  distinctions  and  what  he  calls  foas 
and  feathers,  for  I  am  bound  to  admift 
I  do  not  understand  these  things ;  but 
in  regard  to  emigration  I  may  say  i 
word  or  two.  Our  Ambassador—or 
whatever  he  is  called — in  the  Argentine 
Republic  took  no  precautions  whatefer 
in  regard  to  the  arrival  of  emigrants. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  hon^  Gen- 
tleman is  quite  mistaken.  The  Minister 
engaged  himself  with  the  Relief  Com- 
mittee beforehand,  when  he  heard  thai 
a  large  number  of  English  and  Iridi 
emigrants  were  coming.  It  happened 
that  a  large  number  of  emigrants  bad 
arrived  a  day  or  two  before,  and  the 
barracks  where  emigrants  are  aeoom- 
modated  on  their  arrival  were  fall.  The 
Minister  with  the  British  Relief  Com- 
mittee took  immediate  action.  The 
Committee  provided  for  some  of  Ae 
poor  people  in  their  own  houses,  and 
but  for  the  relief  afforded  by  the  Ooo* 
mittee  the  people  would  have  suffered 
much  more  than  they  did. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  The  fact  renww 
that  no  action  was  4aken  by  the  Miaii- 
ter  until  the  British  residents  formed 
themselves  into  a  committee  and  went 
to  the  Minister  and  induced  him  to  pat 
himself  at  their  head.  Agents  came 
from  the  Argentine  OoDfedenitiflB  to 
England  and  Ireland  to  indoee 
people  to  emigrate,  but  what 
notice  of  this  was  laken  b^ot* 
these  agents  came  over  ?  The  inteatio* 
was  well  known  in  Buenos  Ayres,  aid 
yet  no  information  was  given,  no  pre* 
caution  was  taken ;  the  evil  was  alloved 
to  be  done,  and  no  action  was  takei 
until  the  British  residents  took  ^ 
matter  up,  and,  thus  invoked,  Ae 
Minister  g^ve  his  assistance.  Tb»^ 
planation  of  the  right  hon.  Oeotiexv 
is  not  satisfactory.  For  what  pwf** 
I  cannot  conceive,  the  right  hon.  €kitf»" 
man  stated,  as  an  excuse  for  the  bono** 
that  these  unfortunate  people  sgtg>t 
that  the  emigrants  were  moetff  H* 
and  of  bad  character. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  No. 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  I  noticed  «t  iMH* 
time  that  the  Chancellor  of  Ik*  B^ 
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chequer  tried  to  stop  the  right  hon. 
Oentlaman  by  pulliog  hie  coat-tail. 
Now  ibis  is  a  grave  accusation  to  make. 
We  know  tbeee  people  who  went 
out  yielded  to  the  temptations  of  the 
Argentine  agents  over  here,  and  owing 
to  the  want  of  precautions  taken  bj 
our  Minister.  What  warrant  has  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  for  saying  that 
the  people  who  went  from  Ireland  were 
mostly  composed  at  idlers  and  bad 
characters  ? 

•SiE  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  never  said 
such  a  thing.  I  said  that  too  little  care 
was  taken  in  the  selection  of  suitable 
emigrants,  and  that  many  sent  from 
Ireland  were  not  fitted  to  make  good 
cK>loniBt8 ;  that  a  considerable  number 
were  of  idle  habits.  It  was  the  fault 
of  selection.  Iknow  thatthere  arealarge 
number  of  Irishmen  now  in  the  Argen- 
tine Bepublio  who  are  doing  exceedingly 
well,  and  are  good  colonists  from  ew&rj 
point  of  view.  I  never  said  anything 
approaching  the  statement  that  the 
Irish  emigrants  were  chiefly  had 
characters.  I  said  there  were  many 
who  were  unfortunately  chosen, 

Mb.  UOLLOY  :  The  great  majority 
of  them. 
*Si»  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  never  said 
■o. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  Certainly  the  im- 
preesiuu  twnveyed  was  that  a  large 
number  were  composed  of  idlers  and 
bad  charactem,  and  I  at  onoe  drew  at- 
tention to  the  remark  across  the  House, 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchecquer 
tried  to  check  it.  Does  anybody  know 
if  an  emigrant  ia  weU  fitted  until  ho 
becomes  acquainted  with  the.  habits 
and  work  of  a  new  country  ?  Still  the 
fact  remains  that  the  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary, with  praotioatly  nothing  to 
do — I  have  visited  some  of  these 
conntries,  and  I  know  their  life  is 
that  of  ease  and  leisure — allowed  these 
agents  to  come  to  England  and  Ireland 
and  induce  these  families  to  go  out,  and 
■ent  no  word  of  warning  that  might 
have  saved  them  from  the  miseries  they 
underwent.  There  is  nothing  more  un- 
fortunate in  the  history  of  my  country 
than  the  miseries  that  emigrants  have 
had  to  undergo.  I  have  seen  them 
landed  in  foreign  countries  where  we 


has  been  afforded  to  give  them  a  fair 
change  ;  the  men  become  drunkards,  the 
women  become  something  worse.  How 
is  it  with  nil  this  expenditure  on  the 
Diplomatic  Service  no  precautions  are 
taken  against  these  things  ?  Go  to  any 
country  you  like,  it  is  not  from  the 
diplomats  (he  emigrants  get  any  assist- 
ance, whatever  help  there  is  comes  from 
private  associations.  And  here  in  thia 
House  we  have  excuses  made,  and  no 
word  of  sympathy  for  the  unfortunate 
people  who  have  suffered  these  miseries 
that  a  word  of  warning  might  have  pre- 
vented. So  far  as  I  know,  and  I  have 
made  some  inquiry,  notwithstanding  the 
eiamples  we  have  had,  notwithstanding 
the  evil  that  has  been  done,  no  public 
warning  has  been  sent  by  the  Minister. 
It  may  be  he  has  done  so  in  private  but 
that  is  of  DO  use  to  the  public.  The 
agents  are  etiU  endeavouring  to  get 
people  to  emigrate,  and  there  is  ho 
warning  of  the  dangers  and  difficolties 
before  them.  I  shall  support  the  hon. 
Member  in  hia  Motion  for  a  reduction, 
not  on  the  ground  he  has  himself  taken, 
but  on  the  ground  that  the  work  for 
which  these  gentlemen  are  paid  has  not 
been  done,  and  in  order  to  mark  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  with  regard 
to  the  grave  dereliction  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary  in 
the  Argentine  Republic. 

*Sin  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  Before 
ws  divide  I  should  like  to  assure  the 
Committee  of  my  own  knowledge  that 
there  ia  not  the  slightest  foundation  for 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  that 
her  Majesty's  representative  at  Buenos 
Ayres  has  been  in  the  least  degree  in- 
different to  any  of  his  duties,  and  par> 
ticularly  in  looking  after  emigrants  who 
have  gone  out  there.  That  gentleman 
haa  gone  out  of  hia  way  to  take  an 
immense  deal  of  trouble  to  assist  them. 
Ha  has  also  sent  home  a  large  quantity 
of  useful  information,  as  will  be  seen 
when  the  Papers  are  distributed. 

Mr.  MOLLOT:  I  do  not  dispute  that 
he  is  doing  so  now — — 

•Sia  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  And  haa 
done  eo  all  along. 

Ma.  MOLLOY:  I  challenge  denial 
when  I  say  that  no  warning  of  any  sort 
was     sent     by    our    Minister   Pleni- 
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heard,  either  in  this  House,  or  out  d  it, 
that  the  Irish  emigT&nt  is  unwilling  te 
turn  himself  to  an;  partical&r  work,  ud 
I  will  aak  the  right  hon.  Oentlemui  to 
tell  us  what  [work  it  «u  thit 
these  emierants  were  unwilling  to 
do.  If  the  charge  ba  true  thit 
these  people  were  idle  and  not  good 
colonists,  then  the;  must  be  diffetesi 
from  all  the  Irish  emigrants  I  h»n 
ever  heard  of,  and  I  think  the  Homt 
Secretary,  who  has  had  some  eipeiienM 
of  Ireland,  will  be  abU  to  oonGrni  me 
when  I  say  that  if  there  is  any  hard 
work  to  be  done,  the  Irish  emigrsnt  u 
the  man  to  do  it.  I  repeat  that  thMt 
Irish  people  are  about  the  best  cobsiati 
that  can  be  obtained.  They  are  uiMd; 
and  as  able  as  an;  other  people  to 
accommodate  themselves  to  diffcnat 
kinds  of  labour.  If  the  right  bm. 
Qentleman  knew  anything  abcnt  Ai 
Argentine  Bepublic,  he  weald  kssv 
that  it  is  Irishmen  who  have  dons  ntoA 
to  build  up  the  prosperity  and  make  tkt 
progress  of  that  Bepublic  ;  and,  in  ft* 
face  of  these  facts,  I  think  he  was  b^ 
judicious  in  rising  at  the  Table  ud 
making  an  attack  on  an  inoffenHT* 
people  who  were  led  to  a  distant  paitof 
the  world  by  false  representatiom.  I 
noticed  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  on  the  Ministerial  Bwi 
at  the  time,  and  did  not  interferai  bit 
had  the  First  Lord  of  the  Troa»nryb«" 
present,  no  doubt  he  would  have  tMH 
his  influence  to  prerent  such  nnfo»W 
charges  being  made. 
*8ia  J.  PBRaUSaON :  Th»  rig" 
hon.  Oentleman  could  hardly  1>*t< 
heard  my  answer  to  the  hon.  Meow 
for  Northampton  with  respect  to  tk< 
hardships  suffered  by  some  emigtn^ 
to  the  Argentine  Kopnblic.  I  thw* 
it  proper  to  give  the  information  «• 
I  have  received,  and  which  willsooabi 
in  the  hands  of  Members.  What  !••» 
was  that  for  the  most  part  the  eaiigl*" 


Me.  LABOITCHERE  :  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  realise  the  dis- 
tinction between  a  Minister  Beaident, 
or  Envoy  Extraordinary,  and  a  Consul  ? 
The  business  of  the  former  is  to 
communicate  with  the  Qovernment 
respecting  political  matters,  while  the 
latter  has  to  send  home  Commercial  Be- 
ports.  Ton  have  at  Buenos  Ayrea,  in 
addition  to  the  Minister  Besident,  a  Con- 
sul Qeneral  who  receives  a  salary  of 
£1,00)}  a  year,  besides  expenses  to  the 
oxtent  of  £500  a  year.  You  have  also 
a  Consul  at  Boaario  who  gets  £500  per 
annum.  Why  do  not  these  gentlemen 
look  after  emigrants,  and  why  is  so  much 
more  giTsn  to  our  Bepresentatives  at 
Buenos  Ayres  than  at  Monte  Video  f 

Mb.  SEXTON  (BeUaat,  W.):  I  did 
not  hear  the  formal  speech  of  the 
Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  but  I  heard  the  account  given 
of  it  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  must  say 
that  the  few  words  which  have  just  been 
uttetedhave  not  materially  quaUfied  that 
account.  In  defending  the  inaction 
of  the  Minister  to  the  Argentine  Be- 

Sublio  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
efamed  the  character  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  You  give  this  Minister  a  salary 
of  £3,000  a  year,  white  your  Consul  gets 
£1,000  a  year,  and  when  it  is  obvious 
that  poor  people  have  been  seduced  from 
Ireland  by  ialae  representations,  these 
officials  might  snrely  have  issued  a 
warning  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  the  emigrants  could  be  safely  con- 
ducted. But  the  Consul  gave  no  such 
information,  and  I  should  like  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  why.  Surely  the 
Minister  could  havemade  some  arrange- 
ments for  the  reception  of  these  emi- 
grants and  hare  issued  some  notification 
to  the  people  at  home,  which  would  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  these  disgraceful 
oatamities.  It  does  not  appear  that  up  to 
a  recent  date  any  sort  of  information 
was  given,  though  the  Minister  now 
seems  to    be    atoning  for  his  neglect. 


With  regard  to  the  attack  which  the  did  very  well,  but  that  in  a—-  — 
right  hon,  Qentleman  felt  himself  j  usti-  there  had  been  a  careless  sal**!!*  * 
"    '  '  *  ■  I  nmioranta.     some     of    whom   *••  ■• 
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Minister  baa  been  doing  hia  dut;  and 
exertinfc  Mmeelfoii  behalf  of  colonista. 

Da.  CLA.BK:  I  think  good  reasoa 
has  been  ehowo  for  this  reduction. 
Why  should  the  ArgentiDe  Republic 
have  both  a  Minister  and  a  Consul, 
while  seven  other  South  American 
States  are  satisfied  with  a  Minister 
and  Consul  General  combined  in  ods 
person  ?  Why  should  the  Axgentiue 
Republic  have  s  special  envoy  ? 
*8iB  J.  FERQUSSON  :  I  have  already 
answered  that  point.  I  cannot  help  it 
if  the  hon.  Member  was  not  in  the  House 
when  I  answered  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton. 

Dm.  CLARK :  I  was  in  the  House 
and  heard  the  attempted  explanation  of 
the  ri{fht  hon.  GTentleman;  but  certainly, 
BO  for  as  I  can  j  udge,  he  gave  no  reason 
why  we  should  vote  this  extra  money  to 
the  Argentine  Republic. 
*SiB  J.  FERQUSSON :  What  I  said 
was  that  British  trade  and  interests 
were  greater  in  the  Argentine  Republic 
than  in  any  other  South  American 
State  except  Brazil.  The  expense  of. 
living  at  Buenos  Ayres,  owing  to  its 
rapid  development,  has  largely  in- 
creased of  late  years.  There  is  no 
reasoD  at  all  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

Mb.  LABOnCHERE :  I  admit  that 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  given 
reaMjns  for  this  heavy  expenditure,  but 
tfaa^  are  not  good  reasons.  The  cost  of 
living  in  the  Argentine  Republic  is  not 
greater  than  in  Peru  or  Monte  Yideo, 
and  the  Minister  is  not  called  upon  to 
entertain  to  any  considerable  extent. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  69  ; 
Noes  101.— (Div.  List,  No.  .313.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mb.  LABOUGHERE:  I  have  an 
Amendment  to  reduce  theyoteby£3, 000, 
but  I  propose  only  to  move  a.  reduction 
of  £500,  and  in  doing  bo  I  have  to  dis- 
cusfl  two  points, the  first  being  thesalary 
paid,  to  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Vienna.  There  is  nowadays  a  great 
tendency  to  appoint  Ambassadors  where 
ministers  Plenipotentiary  and  Envoys 
Extraordinary  have  been  before.  An 
Embassador  has  a  higher  salary  and  a 
higher  retiring  pension,  in  return  for 
ivbich  the  country  gets  no  practical  ad- 
rantagB)  the  only  difTeience  oetween  the 
wo 
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Monai'ch  of  the  country  to  which  he  is 
accredited,  because  he  is  supposed  to  be 
the  direct  representative  of  the 
Sovereign  who  accredits  him;  whereae  a 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  and  an  Env^ 
Extraordinary  has  not  that  right.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  small  and 
impracticable  advantage.  I  have  taken 
the  case  of  Austria  because  it  is  firat  on 
the  list,  but  the  same  obeervations 
apply  to  other  coantriea.  In  Spain  and 
Italy,  forinstance, Envoys  Extraordinary 
have  been  converted  into  Ambassadors. 
It  may  be  said  that  where  foreign 
countries  send  Ambaasadora  here  we 
ahould  send  an  Ambassador  to  those 
foreign  conntiies ;  but  that  is  not  true 
as  a  general  rule.  In  some  cases  we 
send  AmbassadoTB  to  foreign  countries 
which  only  send  Envoys  Extraordinary 
here.  That  is  my  first  point.  My  next 
ia  that  theAmbaasador  at  Vienna  is  pud 
£500  a  year  more  than  the  Ambasssidors 
at  Berlin  and  St.  Petersburg,  and  I 
want  to  know  the  reason  for  that  differ* 
enoe,  Itis  said  that  the  Ambasaadoris 
given  this  high  salary  at  Vienna  because 
the  expense  of  living  is  very  high.  I 
should  have  thought  it  was  as  expen- 
sive at  Barlin,  but  there  is  no  qnea- 
tion  of  this— that  the  expense  of 
living  at  St.  Petersburg  ia  at  least 
one-third  higher  than  in  Austria, 
although  we  pay  less  to  our  Repre- 
sentative in  6t.  Petersburg  than  we 
do  to  the  Ambassador  in  Vienna.  I, 
therefore,  ask  the  Committee  to  agree 
with  me  in  making  this  reduction  as  a 
protest,  in  the  first  place,  against  the 
whole  system  of  these  Ambaesadom 
abroad;  and,  in  the  second,  against  pay- 
ing our  Ambassador  in  Vienna  so  much 
more  per  annum  than  those  in  Berlin 
and  St.  Petersburg.  There  is  another 
small  point  I  wiah  to  deal  with.  There 
is  £300  put  dowufor  a  chaplain.  There 
is  no  such  thing  as  a  chaplain  to  an 
Embassy,  but  in  places  where  there  is  a 
Consul  a  chaplain  can  be  paid  double 
the  sum  subscribed  by  the  residents  for 
his  support.  Here  the  chaplain  is  put 
down  as  chaplain  to  the  Ambassador.  I 
find  that  there  ia  a  Consul  Qeneral  at 
Vienna.  He  is  a  very  ornamental  aort 
of  gentleman,because he  receives  nofees, 
and  the  total  fees  he  collects  during  the 
entire  year  are  £35.  The  existence  of 
this  gentleman  entails  upon  us  a  cost  of 
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tion  of  the  ealarj  of    the   Ambassador 
in  Austria  hy  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Uuestion  proposed, 
"  That  Ilem  A ,  Salari^a,  kc,  ba  redaced  by 

XfiOO,  part  of  the  Salary  of  ihe  Ambaawdor  to 
Anatria." — (i/c,  Labouchere.) 

*SiR  J.  FERGUSSON:  lamgladtha 
hoQ.  Qautleman  haa  not  referred  to  the 
Yienna  Embassy  because  he  objects  to 
it  particularly,  but  only  on  the  general 
^ouad  that  Ambassadors  are  not  neces- 
sary, and  that  the  work  may  as  well  be 
doDQ  by  repress atativea  of  lower  rank. 
Well,  Sir,  it  has  become  Iha  practice  of 
late  years  for  the  Oreat  Powers  to  be 
represented  at  each  other's  Courts  by 
officials  of  the  highest  rank.  It  is  a 
matter  of  International  courtesy,  end 
certainly  English  interests  abroad  are 
not  less  now  than  in  timos  past.  The  bon. 
Oentleotan  haa  remarked  on  the  recent 
raising  of  the  rank  of  the  Hepresenta- 
tive  at  Madrid  to  that  of  Ambassador, 
bat  he  has  fallen  into  the  mistake  of 
imagining  that  the  Spanish  Hepreaen- 
tatiTO  in  our  Court  is  not  an  Ambas- 
sador. It  was  because  hs  was  raised  to 
the  rank  of  Ambassador  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Q-overnment  raised  therankof  our 
Bepresentatlve  at  Madrid.  The  proposal 
oame  from  tli«  Spanish  Oovernmant, 
and  it  was  not  thought  desirable  to  re- 
fuse sach  a  mark  of  respect  to  a  (country 
which  I  am  glad  to  say  has,  of  late,  been 
making  remarkable  advances.  The 
Lhange  made  there  has  been  made  with- 
out any  additional  cost  to  the  public. 
That  has  been  avoided  by  a  rearrange- 
ment of  salaries  and  allowances  in 
other  places.  As  to  the  chaplain,  it  has 
long  been  the  custom  to  maintain  a 
ohaplain  at  such  places,  and  it  is  a  very 
comfortable  thing  for  British  subjects 
vhen  they  go  to  a  foreign  country  to 
find  their  own  church  is  represented 
there. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  thrown  a  most 
extraordinary  light  on  the  mode  in 
which  money  is  obtained  and  spent  on 
this  Tote.  We  have  hitherto  managed 
with  a  Plenipotentiary  In  Spain  and 
were  perfectly  satisfied.  Suddenly 
Spain  in  a  swagger  sort  of  way— being  a 
little  Power  that  wants  to  be  a  great 
Power — sendaanAmbassadorto  Londo  n , 
and  as  a  consequence  we  have  to  send 
an  Ambassador  to  Madrid.  How  is  the 
money  got  ?  By  the  transfer  of  salaries 
itr.  Labouthtrt 


from  other  offices.  Then  therighthoD. 
Gentleman  admits  either  that  tbe 
Government  have  been  most  crnel  \a 
other  public  servants,  or  yeararcarjeir 
they  have  been  paying  salaries  whicii 
are  unnecessary.  Does  the  right  han. 
Gentleman  know  whether  the  Spaniib 
Ambassador  receives  the  same  gsUrju 
our  Ambassador  in  Madrid  7  I  BhonM 
say  that  most  undoubtedly  he  does  no'' 
So  that  Spain  has  made  an  uDcommodj 
good  bargain,  because  she  gets  a  roucli 
larger  amount  of  British  moaef  ipnit 
in  Madrid  than  she  seod«  to  Englui 
How  far  is  this  to  go  f  If  the  HepaSfe 
of  Honduras  should  send  an  Ambuv- 
dor  here,  would  Her  Majesty's  Gown- 
men  t  return  the  compliment?  Thenii 
one  country  which  shows  commoD  huh 
in  this  matter.  The  United  SUM 
never  appoints  or  receives  AmtMSSsdon. 
An  Envoy  is  good  enotigh  for  that  gM»t 
country.  Then  tbo  tfnder  Seeretuj 
says  it  is  a  pleasant  thing  to  find  i 
ohurch  abroad.  That  may  be  bo,  bnl^ 
is  not  a  pleasant  thing  fur  me  to  bin 
to  pay  for  tbe  chaplain  of  s  church 
which  is  not  necessarily  my  cbuRi.  I 
There  are  many  seots  in  this  coiuitiTi  | 
and  for  my  part  I  regard  them  sa  pcattf 
equal.  There  is  a  sect  called  ue 
Church  of  England,  and  there  ia  m 
called  the  Presbyterian.  The  ligb' 
hon.  Gentleman,  being  a  Swhi- 
man,  may  be  a  Presbjterisn.  Di|» 
it  not  shock  his  aenae  of  jiuli'* 
when  he  goes  to  Vienna  and  findftiut, 
At  a  member  of  the  fine  old  sect  of  P'*' 
byterians,  he  haa  to  pay  for  theCtarei 
of  England  chaplain,  and  ODSot  tsA 
any  Presbyterian  church?  ThetliMifr 
ful  thing  is  that  thia  is  done  by  tricksj 
and  dodgery.  The  Ambassador  hu  »  i 
right  to  a  ohaplain.  By  rights,  I  osgbt 
to  divide  twice  over— that  is  to  «»J, » 
regard  both  to  the  Ambassador  ini  ■• 
chaplain— but  I  think  I  shall  b«n 
done  my  duty  if  I  divide  the  Committ» 
over  the  Ambassador. 

Mb.  WADDY  (Linoolnshire,  BiW; 
I  have  been  strnck  with  the  f^S""*!  ' 
used  by  the  hon.  Gentlsmso  in  r«g"* 
to  these  chaplains.    I  Gad  ws  ha™** 
chaplains  in  Austria,  Damnsrk,  QlMH   , 
Sp 
of 
li> 
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DO  chapIaiD  there.  In  Buasia  and  Italy 
we  are  chaplainless,  and  why  un  earth 
do  ire  not  have  a  chaplain  in  Persia  ? 
We  have  as  our  HepreseDtatire  there  a 
tetj  eminent  former  Member  of  this 
Honae,  and  one  would  have  thought 
that  his  spiritual  affairs  would  have 
been  looked  after  more  carefally.  The 
tact  is,  it  is  simple  Qonaenae,  and  the 
excuse  is  simply  an  excuse.  There  is 
no  reason  that  could  be  given  in  regard 
to  any  one  of  these  cases  that  would  not 
applyjust  as  much  to  the  other.  Ae  to 
thequestion  of  Ambassadors  and  Envoys. 
I  should  like  to  know  why  one  is  paid 
more  than  the  other,  seeing  that  they 
do  exactly  the  samo  work  and  have 
eiaotly  the  same  responsibility.  Why 
should  you  pay  n  man  more  because  you 
give  him  a  nicername?  I  shall  cer- 
tainly feel  it  my  duty  to  vote  with  my 
hon.  Friend,  uuless  some  explanation  is 
given  of  the  change  in  the  rates  we  are 
paying  for  an  article  which  is  admittedly 
tlie  same. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayea  S2; 
Noes  96.— (Div.  List,  No.  314.) 
Original  Question  attain  proposed.       ' 


the  purpose  of  peace,  but  which  appears 
to  be  practically  an  alliance  of  a 
defensive  kind  against  either  Russia  or 
France  singly,  or  Ituesia  and  France 
combined.  Now,  I  am  one  of  thoee 
who  think  that  the  less  we  meddle 
in  affaire  on  the  Continent  the  better  it 
will  be  for  us.  This  country  is  an 
Island,  and  it  seeme  to  me  that  we 
ought  to  take  up  the  same  position  to- 
wards the  Continent  as  the  United 
States  adopts  towards  E'lrope.  If  the 
Continental  Powers  go  to  war  certainly 
we  ought  to  regret  it,  but  we  ought  not 
to  put  our  salves  between  the  hammer  and 
the  anvil.  We  ought,  perhapa,  to  give 
good  advice,  which  probably  would  not 
be  listened  to ;  but  we  ought  not,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  enter  into  any  engage- 
ment or  liability  which  might  drag  ns 
into  a  Continental  war.  The  Emperor 
of  Qermanv  has  lately  been  in  this 
country.  I  asked  a  question  some  time 
ago  as  to  whether  there  was  any  truth 
in  the  statement  that  conversations  bad 
taken  place  between  the  Emperor  of 
Germany  or  Count  Bismarck  and  Lord 
Salisbury  deBningour  position  in  regard 
n  thn  Trinin  Alliance?     An   aljesation 


1527  Supply-^Chil 


{COMMONS} 


Service  Estimatet.       1528 


Envoy  Extraordinary ;  they  want  a  quiet, 
decent,  honest  man,  who  receives  a  reasonable 
salar}-,  without  all  this  fuss  and  bother,  costing 
£5,000  a  year." 

They  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  your 
Minister  Besident  and  Consul  General, 
or  they  would  be  satisfied  with  having  a 
Consul  General  alone.  I  beg  to  move 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  £1,300, 
which  win  bring  the  salary  of  the  Envoy 
Extraordinary  to  about  the  level  of  the 
salaries  of  our  Bepresentatives  in  other 
South  American  Eepublics. 

Motion,  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  Item  A,   Salaries,    &c.,  be   re- 
duced  by  £1,300,  part  of  the  salary  of 
the    Minister    to    the   Argentine    Ee- 
public." — (  Mr.  Labouehere.) 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  Before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answers  my  hon.  Col- 
league, I  sliould  like  to  ask  him  if  he  can 
give  us  any  further  information  as  to  the 
result  of  the  investigation  concerning  the 
unfortunate  emigrants  who  suffered  such 
severe  privations  in  the  Argentine  Be- 
public,  and  I  would  at  the  same  time  ask 
whether  it  is  not  possible  for  our  Bepre- 
sentative  in  the  Argentine  Bepublic — 
Minister,  Consul  General,  or  whoever 
he  may  be — to  send  information  to  this 
country  before  the  evils  rise  to  such  an 
extent  that  of  necessity  they  are 
brought  before  the  attention  of  this 
House.  I  admit  that  after  attention 
was  drawn  to  these  matters  in  the 
House  the  Foreign  OfRce  acted  with 
great  promptitude,  and  a  great  deal 
was  done  to  relieve  the  distress,  but  it 
was  after  the  distress  had  risen  to  a 
height  to  attract  public  attention,  and 
while  the  agents  of  the  Argentine 
Bepublic  were  still  allowed  to  tempt 
emigrants. 

♦The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  of 
.STATE  FOR  FOBEIGN  AFFAIB8  (Sir 
'J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.) :  I  will 
ifirst  answer  the  points  raised  by  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
ehere). He  has  moved  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  for  the  salary  of  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Buenos  Ayres,  and  he  says 
he  does  not  know  what  good  reason 
there  can  bo  for  raising  the  rank  of 
Her  Majesty's  Bepresentatiye  at  these 
places  in  South  America. 

Mr.  LABOTJCHEBE  :  At  this  place 
alone. 
♦Sib  JAMES  FEBGU880N :  Yes,  in 
the    Argentine    Bepublic.      The    hon. 

Mr.  Labouehere 


Member  thinks  .the  duties  might  wdl 
be  discharged  by  an  official  ol  lower 
rank,  and  that  the  stafiF  of  a  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  is  not  required,  and  that 
the  South  American  Bepublics  are  in- 
different to  representation  of  this  coua- 
try  by  officers  of  high  rank.    These,  I 
think,  are  the  chief  grounds  upon  which 
he  moved  the  reduction.    Now,  on  aU 
these  points  I  must  traverse  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said.     On  this  sub- 
ject I  think  I  cannot  do  better  thiua 
refer  to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  Diplomatic  and  Con- 
sular establishments  in  1870.    In  that 
Beport  it  was  stated  that  it  was  de^- 
able  to  give  Her  Majesty's  Bepreaenta- 
tives  at  various  places  places  in  South 
America  the  rank  of  Minister  without 
increasing  their  pay.    Lord  Hammond, 
who  was  then  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
gave  evidence  before  that  Committee  as 
to  the  importance  of  keeping  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  higher  rank  at  those 
posts ;  and  he  said  so  keenly  did  theee 
South  African  Bepublics  feel  the  im- 
portance  attached  to  our  representation 
being  by  officials  of  high  rank  that  one 
of  these  Governments,  when  accrediting 
a  Minister  jointly  to  this  country  ana 
France,  fixed    the   residence   of  their 
Bepresentative  at  Paris  instead  of  Lon- 
don, because  we  kept  a  BepresentatiTe 
of  lower  rank  in  South  America.    Lord 
Hammond  particularly  noticed  the  case 
of  the  Argentine  Bepublic,  and  dwelt 
on  the  importance  of  British  interests 
there.    Since  1870,  the  Argentine  Be- 
public   has    greatly    adyanced.     The 
country  has  developed  in  an  extracNrdi* 
nary  degree  during  the  last  10  years. 
Last  year  about  1,100  persons  emigrated 
from  this  country  to  the  BepubUc,  and 
there  are  probably  100,000  British  sub- 
jects   there    now.      Our    commeroal 
interests  there  have  verj  much  increaied, 
and    undoubtedly  our    relations  with 
that  Bepublic  are  more  important  aev 
than  with  any  other  SouUi  AmefiMt 
country,  except,  perhaps,  BranL    BM 
Majesty's    Bepresentative   at   Baeooi 
Ayres  was  already  a  Minister  Heni^ 
tentiary  when  we  were  represented  ty> 
Chargi  d'affaires  at  other  places  in  Sow 
America,  and  it  has  always  been  Mp 
sidered    that   the   post  there  is  t^ 
important.     The    tide    of    emigrtfip 
which  has  flowed  towards  BnenosAjijip 
and  the  Argentine  Bepublic  has  tlujBJ 
a  great  deal  of  extra  work  oa  B* 
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rig^lit  hon.  Baronet  says  that  the  GDTem- 
ment  have  not  oommitted  themselves  to 
ai&y  possible  junction  with  the  Triple 
A.llianoe,  and  I  do  notwish  to  misinterpret 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  these 
-words  seem  to  me  to  be  of  a  rather 
s'vreeping  character. 

♦Sir  J.  FEEGTJS80N :  I  should  not 

nice  to  be  misunderstood.    In  order  to 

be  quite  precise  I  quoted  what  I  stated 
before,  to  which  I  entirely  adhere.  I 
said,  ''  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
under  no  engagements  to  employ  the 
Military  or  Naval  Forces  of  this  country 
except  such  as  were  known  to  the 
House." 

Mb.  PIOION:    I  am  much  obliged 

to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  com* 
pleting  my  information, ''  except  such  as 
were  known  to  the  House."    Unfortu- 
nately   we    private  Members   are  not 
able  to  keep  ourselves  exactly  informed 
as  to  the  precise  terms  which  occur  in 
the  various  publio  documents,  and  we 
would  be  extremely  grateful  if  on  occa- 
fldons  of   this   kind    Members    of  the 
Government  would  tell  us  precisely  to 
what  we  are  committed.    We  want  to 
know,  for  instance,  whether  the  pressure 
put  upon  the  House  by  the  Government 
to  increase  the  powers  of  the  Navy  this 
year  was  occasioned  by  the  conscious- 
ness thttt  we  were  committed  to  warlike 
contingencies.    So  far  as  hon.  Members 
are    aware   there   is   no    engagement 
except  that  relating  to  Belgium ;  we  do 
not  Know  of  any  Treaty  binding  us  to 
maintain    the   unity    of    Italy.      The 
pressure  exerted  by  the  Government  in 
the  matter  of  naval  defence  did  occasion 
much  uneasiness  to  some  Members  who 
may  be  regarded  as  specially  lovers  of 
peace— peace  consistent,  of  course,  with 
honour ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  the  in- 
formation we  have  received  as  yet  can 
be  deemed  satisfactory.    We  on  these 
Benches  are  quite  as  much  concerned 
in  tlie   honour    as    well    as    in    the 
safety  of  our  native  land  as  any  hon. 
or  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite;  but 
we  contend  that  our  honour  is  not  con- 
cerned in   the   defence  of  institutions 
which  ought  to  be  maintained  by  the 
inhabitants  of  the   country  that  loves 
those  institutions.    Anxiety  is  quickened 
when  we  hear  of  rumours  which  are 
not  completely  contradicted  that  we  are 
committed  to  the  maintenance  of   the 
Triple  Alliance. 


Mr.  WADDY:  Hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
accept  implicitly  any  statement  made 
by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  either 
as  a  private  gentleman,  or  as  a 
public  official;  but  that  is  not  the 
difficulty.  The  difficulty  lies  beyond 
that.  I  observe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  tell  us  in  definite 
language  that  there  have  been  no  assur- 
ances whatever  given  by  this  country, 
and  that  there  would  be  no  interference 
whatever  by  this  country  to  secure  the 
objects  of  the  Triple  Alliance.  Instead 
of  telline  us  what  it  is  to  which  he 
pledges  himself,  he  resorted  to  the 
quotation  of  words  which  related  to 
another  period ;  and  he  used  a  phrase 
calculated  from  past  association  to 
arouse  suspicion.  He  spoke  of  a  rumour 
not  being  authentic.  That  word 
''authentic"  has  a  very  unpleasant 
history. 

♦Sib  J.  FERGTJ880N :  If  the  hon. 
Member  likes,  I  will  say  it  is  perfectly 
absurd. 

Mb.  WADDY:  That  the  statement 
of  the  Opintone  is  perfectly  absurd  ? 
♦Sib  J.  PBEGUS80N :  No. 

Mb.  WADDY :  Ah  ! 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  No,  the  state- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  made.  I 
gave  a  categorical  answer  at 'the  time  as 
regards  the  quotation  firom  the  Opinione 
showing  that  it  was  incorrect.  I  said  the 
rumours  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  referred  are  quite  un- 
authentic, and  I  will  go  so  far  as  to  say 
they  are  absurd. 

Mb.  WADDY :  I  do  not  understand 
the  distinction  drawn  between  things 
that  are  unauthentic  and  things  that  are 
absurd.  I  said  that  the  word  ''  authen* 
tic"  has  an  unpleasaDt  history.  We 
all  remember  that  a  very  eminent  autho-  . 
rity,  when  he  was  asked  in  another 
place  questiond  with  regard  to  a  treaty, 
said,  ''the  rumours  in  question  are 
altogether  unauthentic,  and  not  deserv- 
ing of  the  confidence  of  noble  Lords." 
At  the  very  time  that  was  said  the 
Treaty  had  been  written,  and  the 
^unauthentic"  statement  was  per- 
fectly true.  What  we  desire  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  tell  us  is  whether  we 
have  entered  into  any  undertaking  to 
support  Italy  by  military  or  naval  force. 
We  do  not  want  to  hear  about  what  is 
included  or  excluded  by  any  particular 
Treaty.    Will  he  say  tbat  there  is  no 
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truth  whateyer  in  the  statement  that 
this  country  is  a  party  to  any  assurance 
or  inducement  to  any  memher  of  the 
Triple  Alliance  ? 

Mb.  LABOTJOHEBE  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  told  us  he  repeats  the 
words  he  used  in  a  previous  Session,  and 
those  words,  as  I  gather  them,  are  that 
he  can  assure  the  House  that  no  en- 
gagement has  heen  entered  into  with 
Italy  to  employ  the  Forces  of  Her 
Majesty  In  the  defence  of  Italy. 
♦Sir  J.  FERGUSSON :  I  said.  "  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  under  no 
engagement  to  employ  the  military  or 
naval  forces  of  this  country,  except  such 
as  were  known  to  the  House." 

Mb.  LA.BOUCHERE:  But  without 
being  under  any  engagement  to  employ 
the  Military  or  Naval  Forces  of  the 
country  in  defence  of  Italy,  you  may  yet 
convey  to  Italy  in  an  indirect  fashion  that 
so  far  as  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  concerned  they  approve 
of  the  Triple  Alliance,  and  that  should 
any  harm  come  to  Italy  through  her 
forming  the  Triple  Alliance  they  will, 
if  they  are  in  office,  use  their  best 
offices  to  protect  Italy  against  any  loss 
of  territory.  I  do  not  suppose  that 
Lord  Salisbury,  who  stands  in  fear  of 
public  opinion,  will  give  any  assurances 
to  Italy  that  will  not  leave  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  free  to  make  and  repeat  the 
declaration  he  has  quoted.  But  I  will 
submit  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
form  of  words  that  will  give  satisfac- 
tion :  — 

**  That  no  communication  has  been  made  to 
Italy  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  since  the 
accession  to  office  of  Lord  Salisbury,  either 
orally  or  in  writing,  which  may  lead  that 
country  to  suppose  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would,  in  any  eventuality,  protect 
Italy  from  the  possible  consequences  in  the 
Mediterranean  of  her  finding  herself  the  aUy 
of  Germany,  or  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment approves  of  the  alliance  entered  into 
between  Austria,  Germany,  and  Italy." 

These  are  broad  words;  they  cover 
everything  ;  they  express  what  I  mean. 
I  have  written  them  down  to  make  it 
perfectly  clear  what  I  mean.  I  am  a 
simple-minded  person,  and  do  not 
understand  all  the  refinements  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  or  of  his  chief.  I 
remember  the  rumours  in  the  Press  and 
the  statement  of  Lord  Salisbury  with  re- 
spect to  an  agreenaent  made  with  Turkey. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refuses  to 
give  any  clear  and  specific  declaration 

Mr,  Waddy 


that  nothing  in  the  nature  suggested  by 
my  question  has  been  done,  or  if,  on  tke 
other  hand,  he  will  give  us  a  declaratioii 
which  we  shall  be  able  fully  to  uoder- 
stand  and  be  prepared  to  accept,  ud 
which,  if  given,  will  prevent  our  urging 
at  any   future   time    that   any  secrfit 
arrangement  has  been  arrived  at  ia  this 
matter,  we  shall  know  or  infer  what  ii 
the  true  state  of  affairs.     Perhaps  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  or  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  or  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affaiii 
will  answer  my  question.     I  am  ready 
to  accept  the  statement  of  those  gentle- 
men,  either  jointly    or   separately.   I 
hope    we    shall    have     some    sort  of 
assurance  from  one  of  them.    [L%\t§Uir 
from  the  Treasury  Bench.']    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  laughs.     He  perfectly 
well  knows  that  he  oannot  give  any  each 
assurance.      He  knows  that  when  Lord 
Salisbury  disappears  from  the  Foreign 
Office  traces  of  this  business  will  be  left 
behind,  and  the  noble  Lord  will  be  die- 
covered  as  he  was  once  before  when  he 
made  certain  statements  which  were  not 
put  forward  in   that   direct,  right,  or 
proper  manner  in  which  such  statements 
ought  to  have  been  made  and  under- 
stood, in  order  to  suit  the  exigencies  of 
his  European  policy.      I  now  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  tho  representa- 
tive of  Lord  Salisbury,  whether  he  can 
give  a  satisfactory  reply  to  the  question 
I  have  written  out  ?     As  I  have  said, 
this  question  covers  everything ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  pre- 
pared to  givo  such  an  assurance  as  I 
have  asked  for  and  falls  back  on  the  sort 
of  vague,  ambiguous,  and  evasive  state- 
ment he  made  last  year — of  course  I 
mean    no    offence    to    the  right  hon. 
Baronet  in  saying  this — I,  and  naanj 
others  in  this  House  will  continue  to 
believe     that     there     is    some    secret 
alliance  between  the  Prime  Minister  of 
England,    Lord    Salisbury,    and    the 
members    of  the   Triple  Alliance,  and 
that  that  alliance  is  levelled,  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,    against   France  and 
Eussia.     I   think    it  is  more  Hkelj  to 
be     levelled     against     Franco    than 
Eussia,  because  although  Lord  Salw- 
bury  has  a  perfect  mania  with  regard 
to  the  ambitious  projects  of  Bussi*^ '^^ 
has.     nevertheless,     a    special   batre<i 
against  France,    and   has  shown  tbia 
hatred  and  grossly  insulted  that  ooun- 
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lations  betwoea  Great  Britain  and  the 
Great  Powers  of  Europe  we  are  abso- 
lutely denied  any  information  whatever, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Affairs  having  told  us 
nothing  except  that,  in  order  that  the 
Government  might  not  commit  them- 
selves, he  read  to  ua  a  statement  repeat- 
ing the  words  he  had  used  in  February 
last.  Since  then  there  have  undoubtedly 
been  a  great  number  of  communications 
between  our  Government  and  the 
Governments  of  France,  Italy,  and 
Germany.  Things  have  not  stood  still 
ill  regard  to  the  relations  between  Italy 
and  Germany,  and,  as  is  well  known, 
there  is  a  considerable  feeling  of  un- 
easiness as  to  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  regard  to 
the  Triple  Alliance.  There  is  a  feeling 
that  we  may  have  been  committed  to 
engagements  on  this  subject  without^ 
being  made  aware  of  the  extent  of  our 
responsibility.  I  venture  to  think  that 
it  would  be  much  wiser  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  to  pursue  a  more  open 
Ijne  of  policy  in  foreign  affairs  towards 
the  people  of  this  country.  They  should 
recognise  the  fact  that  this  House  and 
the  electorate  of  this  country  ought  to 
be  made  aware  of  our  relations  with 
foreign  Powers,  and  what  engagements 
they  are  committed  to.  The  English 
pebple  are  not  at  all  averse  to  under- 
taking obligations  such  as  it  may  be 
deemed  necessary  to  undertake;  but 
they  view  with  apprehension  the  pos- 
sibility that  they  may  be  committed  to 
engagements,  the  extent  of  which  they 
do  not  know,  and  which  they  may  be 
called  on  at  a  very  awkward  moment  to 
tulfil.  I  would  most  earnestly  urge  the 
Government  to  give  us,  if  possible,  some 
fuller  information  as  to  what  are  the 
hctual  relations  of  this  country  towards 
the  Triple  Alliance. 

-  ♦Mr.  lea  (Derry.  S.) :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  said 
there  never  has  been  a  time  when 
foreign  affairs  received  so  little  atten- 
tion in  this  House.  That  pro ves  clearly 
that  this  House  has  perfect  confidence 
In  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
'gard  to  the  foreign  relations  of  this 
country,  and  that  confidence  is  reflected 
outside  this  House. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  Looking  at  the  state- 
'ekt  made  by  the    First  Lord  of  the 

ilmry,  I  understand  him  to  have  said 

Mir.  Buchanan 


that  there  is  no  treaty  and  that  we  are 
not  committed  to  any  particular  policy 
with  regard  to  Italy  or  the  Triple  Alli- 
ance, and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  Eoglaad 
is  in  no  sense  committed  to  any  of  the 
Powers  of  Europe.  I  do  not  think  we 
could  ask  for  more  than  this,  and  we 
certainly  ought  to  feel  bound  to  aceept 
that  statement ;  because  I  do  not  thiok 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  lisTe 
used  the  plain  language  he  did  if  he  had 
believed  the  words  conveyed  a  meaning 
that  could  not  be  comprehended  by  the 
Committee.  I  think  that  that  statemmit 
was  very  fairly  made,  and  as  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  accept  it,  I  have  to  say  that 
under  these  circumstances,  anxious  as  I 
always  am  to  vote  with  my  hon.  Friesd 
below  me,  I  do  not  think  I  can  vote 
with  him  on  this  occasion. 

The  Committee  divided  :— Ayes  61; 
Noes  118.— (Div.  List,  No.  315.) 

Original  Question  again  propo«ed. 

♦Mr.  OHANNING  (  Northampton,  R)  : 
I  have  to  move  the  reduction  oi  the  Vote 
by  £100,  being  part  of  the  salary  of  the 
Ambassador  to  Turkey.  I  make  this 
Motion  in  order  to  draw  attention  to 
recent  events  in  Armenia,  and  to  the 
policy  of  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople 
as  a  vehicle  of  information  in  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  Christian  population 
of  Asia  Minor,  and  as  an  instrumenS  of 
English  influence  on  the  policy  of  the 
Porte  in  reference  to  these  matters.  Ih^ 
result  of  the  previous  Debate  on  flu* 
subject  was  that  we  were  left  in  aQo- 
merian  darkness  by  the  Under  Scentuj 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  All  that  wai  ft«» 
made  manifest  was  that  our  poBflJ  ^ 
Constantinople  was  merely  a  polief  of 
shutting  our  eyes  and  ears,  and  notffV 
venturing  to  state  our  opinion  with  n- 
gard  to  what  was  'going  on  in  Todtif 
and  Asia  Minor,  for  fear  that  if  wd  ta- 
pose  these  outrages  we  shall  be  weab»* 
mg  the  authority  of  the  Turkish  C'^'^]^ 
ment.  The  information  we  have  obtavH 
through  the  pressure  brought  to 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memh*^ 
Aberdeen,  as  given  in  the  Blae 
which  has  been  laid  on  the  Tahiti 
that  the  policy  of  the  6t>venilnenlw 
fully  earned  Out  by  Her  Kaj< 
sentative  at  Constantinople — &^] 
shutting  the  eyes  to  what  is 
those  Eastern  regions.  The 
in  the  Blue  Book  confirm  ibMK' 
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MajOBty's  Bepreeen  ta  tires  aupplein«iited 
In  a  sinKularly  vigoroiu  manner  bythat 
of  the  neod  of  the  Eoj^lisli  Church. 
We  have  the  evidence  of  Ur.  Browne, 
Bubatanttated  by  independent  «it- 
neeses  like  Mr.  Atfaelstan  Biley 
and  Dr.  Cholmondeley,  who  have 
Mveral  times  visited  theee  Nestorians 
aa  to  these  outrages.  How  have  we 
been  met  ou  the  opposite  side  by  the 
Turks  in  the  matter?  Why,  the  Tur- 
kish view  was  put  forwsrd  by  the 
Turkish  Ambassador,  and  is  given  on 
page  S5  of  the  Blue  Book.  The  Torkish 
Ambassador  lepresents  the  attitude 
adopted  at  Constantinople,   which  was, 

Sparently,  too  easily  acquiesced  in  by 
jrMajesty'sBepresentatiTeiathatcity. 
The  Turkish  Ambassador  wholly  denied 
the  facts  thus  established  by  inde- 
pendent evidence  which  would  convince 
any  Court  of  Justice  in  this  country, 
and  actually  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
Ur.  Browne  was  the  plague  of  the 
neighbourhood,  and  should  be  removed, 
and  that  no  one  desired  his  absence 
more  than  the  Patriarch  of  the  Nes- 
totian  Church — Mar  Shimoon.  This 
view  was  enforced  on  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  through  the  Turkish  Am- 
bassador; but  what  I  have  to  complain 
of,  further,  is  that  we  have  in  this  in- 
stance,  aa  we  have  in  a  great  many 
others  in  connection  with  these  matters, 
the  familiar  kind  of  memoranda  got  up 
by  English  •officials  who  are  under  the 
Constantinople  influence,  and  who  seem, 
OS  I  have  said,  to  have  eyra  and  ears 
open  only  to  statements  which  tell  in 
favonr  of  the  Turkish  Government — I 
refer  to  the  memoranda  of  Colonel 
Trotter  and  Colonel  Bell.  These  memo- 
randa show  the  willingness  of  Her 
Majesty's  Bepresentatives  in  Turkey  to 
accept  whatever  representation  the 
Turkish  Oovernment  puts  within  their 
view,  and  which  may  serve  to  oast  doubt 
ot  throw  cold  water  on  the  evidence  of 
people  on  the  spot,  who  tell  us  of 
atriKities  suob  as  those  perpetrated 
on  tbe  Nestorians.  I  denounce  this 
policy  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ambassador  at-  Constantinople  as 
reflecliog  no  credit  upon  the  good 
sense  ot  those  who  carry  it  out,  or 
upon '  the  honour  of  this  oountiy.  I 
have  referred  in  detail  to  this  matter 
beoanse  of  a  passage  in  one  of  the 
despatshes  of  Sir  W.  Whita.  Speak- 
Mr.  Chmnmg 


ing  of  these  atrocities  on  the  Naitarin 
Christians,  he  says  they  msy  bntk 
out  again  during  tbe  pressot  jva; 
and  1  would  like  to  ask  Her  HiJMtj'i 
Government  whether  they  htve  nj 
later  information  as  to  the  position  m 
these  Nestorian  Christiani  thss  tint 
of  whioh  the  House  is  in  poMS- 
sion  ?  And  now  I  woald  refer  lo  As 
horrible  atrocities  with  which  we  hin 
been  familiarised  during  the  Isri  tn 
months,  whioh  have  oocurred  in  Arauiii 
proper,  ohiefly  in  tbe  District  of  Ym, 
and  which  are  connected,  msiDly.  wlb 
the  notorious  Kurdish  Chief  MoHS 
Bey.  What  has  been  the  aotioc  of  Hbt 
Majesty's  Beprsaentatives  and  the  ta- 
kieh  Authorities  in  this  matter?  Tto 
subject  was  touched  on  in  this  How 
and  another  place  by  the  represents^ 
of  the  Foreign  Office  with  mnchhtBti- 
tion  and  uncertainty  of  toce.  w 
alleged  atrocities  with  which  HoiMa 
Bey  is  specially  connected  were  indiK- 
nantly  denied  by  the  Turkish  Amb»- 
lador,  and  there  has  been  for  too  ««■ 
disposition  to  accept  or  not  to  chsUflBg* 
those  denials.  What  has  bssn  ti» 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  BepiesMts- 
tive  at  Constantinople?  That  paGiiJ» 
shown  clearly  by  a  typical  P*"*^" 
the  Blue  Book,  in  a  despatch  of  u>n 
Salisbury  to  Sir  W.  White,  on  fV 
67,  in  which  the  statement  of  a* 
Turkish  Ambassador  ia  quoted  to  «• 
effect  that — 

"  There  wore  occuioiuillj-  Karjawfc** 
tbey  were  reprewed,iDd  larga  bodianf  poSoiK'' 
employed  to  maiDtain  order.  The  Ptr** 
the  best  ofBccn  at  its  disposal  for  lb 
Provinces,  Knd  hii  Eicellency  ir  '" 
the  improvement  there,  as  well  u  lo  "^J^T. 
Provincesof  the  Empire,  was  very  WMW™** 
And  I  wish  lo  draw  special  attentim  to 
the  reply  of  the  right  hon.  GMtto"- 
which  is  also  given  in  the  dsspsteh  :— 

"Sir  Jamet  KergiiMoa  ohserreJ.  in  ^^fj^ 
that  Her  Majesty's  GoTOToment  b»l  W  ■; 
Excellency  WnovK,  abatained  {ran  ?»***; 
the  Forte  on  the  mbject  in  spile  of  ^  '^? 
wbiiJi  had  leached  them,  that  lbs  »iiiiia«" 
were  BuS'ering;  from  coniiderabl*  haidshiM*' 
they  knew  the  difficnltiea  with  wUA  »* 
Porte  had  ttt  oonlend.' ' 
That  is  my  complaint,  that  t» 
Majes^'s  Government  will  not  o«** 
powers  as  they  have  few  '•■'  2 
barraseing  the  pMie,  thoagh  ^'J?Tjt 
know  from  the  Beporta  of  Ihsfe  ^'■Jj* 
that  these  atrodtiee  are  takiir  Pf 
Tfa#n  in  the  Mu  Book  tfaart  ii  ■  M*** 
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ment  by  the  Sultan  to  Sir  W.  White, 

in  which  he  says  that  these  atrocities 

are  carried  out  by  nomad  Kurds  from 

the  Persian    Frontier,  who   raid  into 

Armenia  and  then  escape  from  Turkish 

jorisdiotioD,  so  that  nothing  can  be  done. 

And  he  adds,  characteristically,  that  the 

atrocities    which    were    attributed    to 

Moossa  Bey  were  so  repugnant  to  the 

customs  and  habits  of  Mahommedans 

^at  he  refused  to  credit  them.    That 

etatement,  which  was  transmitted  to  us  by 

Sir  W.  White,   was    echoed    without 

comment   by    the    Prime  Minister   in 

Another  place,  when  he  spoke  about  the 

atrocities  being  carried  out  by  Kurds 

who   come   across    the    frontier    into 

Armenia.  This  statement  was  absolutely 

-denied   by   the    Persian   Ambassador, 

ICalcom  Khan,  and  is  wholly  dieproTed 

by  the  Beports  of  Her  Majesty's  Consuls 

on  the  spot.    The  scene  of  these  outrages 

was  the    district    between  Bitlis    and 

Mouah,  at  a  distance,  I  am  told,  of  not 

lees   than    250   kilometres   from   the 

Persian  Frontier.     The  whole  history 

of  this  ruffian,  Moussa  Bey,  is  given  by 

Mr.  Devey,  Her  Majesty's  Yice  Consiu 

at  Van,    of  whom  Oolonel   Ohermside 

«peak8  in  the  highest  terms — who  has 

been  four  years  in  the  neighbourhood 

oi  Erzeroum,   who  has  made  himself 

thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  neigh- 

tx>urhood,    and    whose  Beports    give 

with  an  exactness^almost  photographic 

— the  details  of  these  atrocities.      He 

establishes  absolutely  the  whole  of  the 

^rorst  facts  alleged  against  Moussa  Bey 

*— his  long  ccureer  of  violence  and  crime 

-vrhioh  has  led  to  the  present  state  of 

4hing8.    The  Committee  must  bear  in 

cnind  that  these  Kurdish    Chiefs  are 

IxTioff  in  the  centre  of  Turkish  Armenia, 

aiidform  part  of  the  local  powers  of  the 

district.    Mr.  Devey  shows  that  Moussa 

Sej  was  not  a  nomad  at  all,  but  was  the 

niler  over  five  villages  in  l^e  district  of 

Kliuit,  in  the  plain  of  Moush,  near  Bitlis, 

clxlA  had  an  armed  force  of  nearly  1,000 

2iien     at    his    disposal.       This    man 

lifus     been    able    to    make    atrocious 

Attacks  on    missionaries,  to  perpetrate 

oixtrages  on  women,  to  bum  villages, 

And  to  murder  men  and  women  for  years 

n^uaet ;  in  fact,  it  is  dear  that  he  has  been 

tko  scourge  of  this  fruitful  plftin.    And 

t^eaee  has  been  no  redress.  The  Turkish 

A^n^tiiorities  have  been  petitioned  to  inte- 

«  bat  Moossa  Bey  is  hand  and  glove 


with  all  the  Powers  of  Bitlis,  and  they 
have  constantly  laughed  at  the  orders 
to  arrest  him.  Bepeated  complaints 
have  been  made  to  Constantinople,  but 
these  complaints  are  not  infrequently 
disastrous  to  those  who  make  them.  One 
of  the  Christiaas  who  took  an  active 
part  in  these  petitions,  Ohannes,  the 
head  man  of  a  village  in  the  plain  of 
Moush,  was  waylaid  and  put  to  death 
by  Moussa  Bey's  men  under  ciroum- 
stances  of  the  most  revolting  barbarity. 
Anyone  who  reads  the  evidence  given 
in  the  Blue  Book  will  see  that  the  de- 
scriptions of  the  way  this  man  was  burnt 
to  death  are  only  varied  in  matters  of 
detail  in  a  manner  quite  natural,  seeing 
that  they  oome  from  various  sources. 
We  see  how  this  man  is  regarded  in 
Turkey.  Instead  of  being  brought  to 
justice,  he  was  nominally  arrested  by  the 
Local  Authorities.  He  at  once  escaped, 
and  actually  threatened  the  Local 
Authorities  that  he  should  oome  down 
on  them  and  exact  the  restitu- 
tion of  the  bribes  he  had  given 
them  for  ignoring  the  atrocities.  He 
is  received  with  honour  in  his  own 
neighbourhood,  and  escorted  by  his 
friends  to  Constantinople,  where  he  is 
received  by  Bahri  Pasha,  who  holds 
high  office  at  Constantinople  and  is  a 
relativeof  Moussa.  He  has  every  goarftn* 
tee  that  the  Sultan  absolutely  disbe- 
lieves beforehand  in  any  of  the  crimes 
charged  against  him.  Finally,  we  have 
in  the  Turkish  Pro-Menio^ia,  forwarded 
by  Sir  William  White  to  Her  Majesiy'B 
G-ovemment,  the  very  climax  of  out- 
rageous and  transparent  mis-statement, 
amounting  to  a  simple  drawing  of  the 
pen  through  notorious  facts,  and  stating 
that  the  Bey  is  an  angel  who  is  very 
much  injured  and  wishes  to  have  the 
charges  inquired  into.  Consul  Devey 
says  in  his  Memorandum,  on  page  73, 
that  the  Porte  has  to  rely  only  on 
the  Beports  sent  to  him  by  his  own 
employis^  and  he  especially  comments  on 
the  invariably  unsatisfactory  nature  of 
those  Beports.  He  also  draws  attention 
to  another  phase  of  the  question.  It  is 
not  merely  a  question  of  these  outrages, 
but  one  of  deliberate  political  persecu- 
tion which  is  being  carried  on  by  the 
Turkish  Authorities  in  Armenia.  He 
refers  to  the  persecution,  the  arrest, 
and  the  banishment  of  many  people  for 
suspicions  which  they  incurred  many 
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yeais  back,  and  says  that  even  persons 
who  haTe  combined  to  provide  funds  for 
the  sick  and  children  left  orphans  after 
the  war  between  Tarkey  and  Russia, 
haye  been  arrested  and  sent  into  exile. 
The  Armenians  are  treated  as  rebels  and 
disorderly  people,  and  the  charges  made 
against  tbem  are  bolstered  with  such 
absurd  reports  as  that  of  the  Armenian 
brigands  referred  to  the  other  night 
b^  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Pancras. 
Ijiose  young  Armenians  were  un- 
doubtedly patriots,  and  the  papers  on 
them  showed  their  patriotic  instincts. 
It  is  perfectly  ridiculous  to  say  that 
they  were  brigands  and  plunderers. 
The  present  Yali  of  Van,  Halil  Paaha, 
is  described  by  Consul  Devey  as  a 
snspioiouB  tyrant  who  is  carrying  out 
the  most  effective  policy  for  producing 
disorder  in  Armenia.  Consul  Devey  says 
that  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Bitlis, 
whicjti  he  knows  most  familiarly,  there  is 
leally  no  disaffection  on  the  part  of  the 
Armenian  population.  He  states  that 
the  Kurdish  persecution  is  as  bad  as  ever, 
that  the  sufferings  of  thepeopleare  really 
pitiable,  and  that  if  they  are  not  looked 
on  with  suspicion  by  the  Government, 
the  utter  contempt  with  which  they  are 
treated  must  be  severely  felt.  He  adds 
that  the  '*  Kurdish  Sheiks  ever  hold 
^atthe  Yilaget  is  under  exception,  and 
that  the  laws  in  force  elsewhere  do  not 
apply."  The  Armenians  have  great 
reason  to  complain  also  of  the  land 
laws,  under  which  they  have  been  de- 

Sived  of  their  land,  owing  to  defects  in 
eir  title,  and  have  had  it  sold  to  Cir- 
cassians and  Kurds.  They  have  also  to 
complain  of  judicial  and  fiscal  corrup- 
tion and  tyranny  and  of  the  practical 
enslavement  of  many  of  them,  especially 
young  Armenian  women,  who  are  cap- 
tured and  carried  off  by  Kurdish  Chiefs. 
Now,  what  I  wish  to  know  is  whether 
we  cannot  make  some  use  of  our  Repre- 
sentatives in  Asia  Minor  and  in  Turkey 
to  mitigate  and  bring  to  an  end  this 
state  of  things  ?  In  the  first  place,  can  we 
not  have  an  endof  this  policy  of  accepting 
and  palliating  these  false  statements; 
can  we  not  have  a  franker  and  a  fairer 
denunciation  of  crime  when  it  is  clearly 
brought  beford  the  knowledge  of  Her 
Majesty's  Representatives?  I  should 
like  also  to  ask  whether  we  cannot  use 
our  influence  to  induce  the  Turkish 
Qovernment  to  send  into  Armenia,  as 

Mr.  Channing 


Consul  Devey  suggests,  strongsraid 
more  just  and  wiser  men.  As  it  ii 
now,  the  Turks,  instead  of  sending  good 
men  into  Armenia,  send  the  worst,  as  t 
disgrace.  The  other  day  it  was  stated 
that  some  of  these  evils  were  to  bi 
mitigated,  because  a  new  Pasha  was  to 
be  sent  to  Bitlis.  I  hold  in  mj  haad 
a  passage  from  a  French  paper,  l» 
TempSf  in  which  it  is  said — 

<'Kaouf  Pasha,  wlio  fats  only  ben  tkree 
months  Vali  of  Beyrout,  hat.  owing  tofreqant 
complaints  of  the  foreign  Coniols  agaiut  bs 
proceedings,  and  probably  also  becaiue  of  the 
frequent  murders  of  Christians  and  ManahMO 
which  he  has  been  unable  to  control,  his  baa 
transferred  to  Bitlis,  which  is  eqmfaknt  te 
disgrace." 

But  we  have  a  further  line  to  take  vp. 
I  venture  to  declare  that  there  ia  a  w 
tinot  obligation  on  the  pact  of  tisi 
country  under  existing  treaties  to  exp 
cise  such  form  of  protection  as  Sei 
within  our  reach  over  these  miaeiabk 
Christian  populations.  That  is  a  poii^ 
which,  I  think,  has  been  unfairly  dealt 
with  by  ^e  Prime  Minister  in  aaotiur 
place.  His  argument  has  heea  that 
England  would  have  to  do  thia  aloi^ 
and  to  do  it  with  fcnroe  at  oar 
back,  a  course  which  he  knows  the  Ba^ 
lish  people  are  not  willing  to  aanctiaB- 
The  Treaty  of  Berlin  contemplatea  not  a 
warlike  intervention  in  the  affBi>w 
Turkey,  but  a  peaceful  superriaw" 
the  Signatory  Powers  over  ttio  t$nm 
out  of  the  reforms  in  the  TuAsb 
dominions.  I  venture  to  say  we  haie* 
right,  on  behalf  of  the  suffaringpe^ 
of  Asia  Minor,  to  press  Pp*  "^ 
Majesty's  Government  the  real  ia«***8 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  Are  ^«*^JJ 
on  shutting  our  eyes  to  the  outrageaw 
miseries  Uiese  unhappy  people  inSmf 
shutting  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that  toeie 
things  are  attributable  to  the  P^^l: 
the  Power  whose  influence  wswi«* 
maintain?  This  is  not  a  ^"^ f 
sentiment ;  it  is  a  matter  of  pofey*  ^ 
Armenia  you  have  a  people  not  ai^ 
gether  in  sympathy  wiA  ^"^ 
Bussia  has  behaved  unwisely  sadw^ 
justiy  in  her  dealings  wifli  the  |gr* 
of  Armenia  and  in  relation  to  thyj*] 
ligious  institutions^  and  it  is  P^J'JS 
possible  by  the  j<Mnt  action  »  ^ 
Powers,  under  the  influence  of  ^t 


land,  to  create  such  a  stats  of  ^^ 
that  yon  would  have  in  ArmeaiaabJi^ 
and  a  bulwark  against  Rusaiin 
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in  the  direction  of  Van  and  Erzeroum. 
We  ehould  insist  that  the  Governors  of 
these  two   Provinces    should    be    Ar- 
menians and  Christians,  for  there  the 
Ohristians  are  in  a  large  majority  in 
the  population.     I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Committee    at    further  length.    I 
will  only  add  that  if  a  Conference  of  the 
Powers  would  press  this  reform,   and 
the  institution  of  an  armed  Constabu- 
lary Force  in  Armenia,  with  English  or 
other  European  officers,  these  two  re- 
forms alone  would,  if  carried  out,   do 
immense  good    in  -Armenia.     I    must 
apologise  iot  the  time  of  the  Committee 
I  have  occupied.  I  have  endeavoured  to 
put  the  question  forward  to  the  best  of 
my  ability,  and  I  trust  this  discussion 
may  result  not  in  bringing  about,   as 
some  misguided  people  have  said,  con- 
flict  between    Christian   and    Moslem 
inhabitants  in  Armenia,  but  in  making 
it  clear  that  English  opinion  is  alive  to 
the  neceeeity  of  a  just  policy  in  Armenia 
and  of  strengthening  English  influence 
in  Constantinople,    bringing   back  the 
days  when  Lord  Stratford  de  Redcliffe 
really  did  produce  some  good  by  the  re- 
presentations he  made  to  the  Porte. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Item  A,  Salaries,  &c.,  be  re- 
duced by  £100,  part  of  the  Salary  of  the 
Ambassador  to  Turkey." — {Mr.   Chan- 

♦Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire): 
I  rise  to  support  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Eriend  and  to  express  my  entire  con- 
currence in  the  views  he  has  so  clearly 
put  before  the  Committee.  I  think  the 
attention  of  the  House  should  be 
speoially  called  to  the  Correspondence 

on  the  affairs  of  Asiatic  Turkey  which 
has  been  laid  on  the  Table  within  the 
last  few  days — this  account  of  what  I 
may  call,  the  Armenian  atrocities. 
Not  since  the  days  of  the  Bulgarian 
atrocities  have  we  been  presented  with 
accounts  of  more  horrible  misgovern- 
ment  and  cruelty,  and  if  Members  had 
had  the  time  to  read  through  this  Corre- 
spondence, I  am  sure  that  the  feelings 
of  indignation  aroused  would  have  found 
vent  in  a  very  warm  discussion  indeed. 
Bnt  such  has  been  the  preoccupation  of 
the  minds  of  Members  wiUi  other 
matters  in  the  last  few  days  that  few 


have  had  time  to  master  this  Correspon-^ 
deuce.  Never.  I  say,  since  the  time  of 
the  Bulgarian  atrocities  have  I  read  ac- 
counts of  more  shocking  misgovemment 
and.  greater  cruelty  perpetrated  upon  a 
helpless  Christian  population.  We 
could  have  nothing  more  fitted  to  arouse 
the  feelings  of  the  country,  and  I  be^ 
lieve  if  the  people  at  large  come  fully 
to  understand  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Armenians  live  and  the 
dreadful  cruelties  to  which  they  are 
exposed  at  the  hands  of  the  Mussul- 
mans, we  shall  see  such  a  feeling 
excited  that  it  will  be  necessary  for  th0 
Government  to  take  up  a  stronger 
attitude  on  this  matter  than  they 
have  hitherto  done.  Now,  the  point 
especially  brought  out  in  these  Papers  ^ 
not  only  the  fact  that  the  JGhristia^ 
population  have  suffered  '  abominabiB 
treatment,  but  that  this  treatment  has 
been  connived  at  by  the  Turkish  Gover- 
nors. Tbiscannotbedenied  or  ignored,  the 
evidence  of  independent  travellers  fully 
confirms  the  very  worst  accounts  we  have 
in  these  papers.  No  person  who  reads 
through  these  papers  can  doubt  that  had 
it  not  been  for  the  presence  of  an  Eng;- 
lish  clergymen,  the  Rev.  W.  H.  Browne, 
there  would  have  been  a  massacre  of 
Christians  greater  than  any  that  took 
place  during  the  Bulgarian  atrocities 
period.  The  evidence  is  undoubted  that 
there  was  a  conspiracy  amone  the 
Kurdish  Tribes,  the  most  turbulent 
of  the  Turkish  subjects  to  extirpate  the 
whole  Christian  population  of  Tiari, 
consisting  of  many  thousand  persons. 
But  for  the  fact  of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Browne 
living  in  the  district,  and  being  able  at 
personal  risk  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  at 
Constantinople,  and  irom  Constantinople 
on  the  Kurds,  we  in  this  country  should 
have  heard  some  fine  morning  that 
10,000  or  20,000  Armenians  had  been 
massacred  in  cold  blood.  This  statement- 
rests  on  undoubted  testimony.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  referred  to  two  English 
travellers  who  were  passing  through  the 
district,  and  who  have  supplied  authoiri- 
tative  accounts  of  what  was  taking  place. 
I  will  ask  the  Committee  to  listen  while 
I  give  one  or  two  quotations  from  a  re- 
port sent  by  one  of  these  gentlemen,  Mr. 
A.  Riley,  to  the  Prime  Minister.  Writ- 
ing his  memorandum  in  London  pn 
December  1st,  he  in  the  course; of*. it 
says : —  i 
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"Thi(  tnmmer  tbs  iheep  of  Aitritha,   tha 
largest  village  ot  TUri,   wars  being  fed  in  a 

'Eoma,'or  monntain  pasture  outside  Tiari,  in 
charge  ot  betveen  200  and  300  vomeo  and  girls 
and  two  men." 

Hr.  Bile;  explains  that  the  Ashirets 
or  tribal  Assyrians  have  such  a  smaU 
area  of  land  available  for  cultivation  in 
their  vallejs  that  the;  are  obliged  to 
pasture  their  flocks  outside  the  valleys — 
"On  July  31st  tbeeneampmeDti'as suddenly 
•mrounded  b;  a  large  body  ol  Kurds,  tbe  two 
men  were  killed,  all  the  women  and  girls 
violated,  five  were  killed,  ona  pregnant  woman 
beiDg  ripped  open,  the  child  protruded,  and  ona 
alonly  put  to  death  bj  25  dagger  wounds  (I  saw 
the  husband  of  this  woman,  Rais  Yakhanis). 
four  others  wounded,  and  the  rest  stripped 
•ntirely  naked,  and  left  in  that  state  to  mike 
their  wa;  back  to  Ashitha.  So  terrible  an  outrage 
bas  not  occurred  since  tbe  massacree  of  Bedr 
Khan  Beg  in  1843.  The  object  of  the  outrage 
VIS  clearly  to  draw  on  the  Tiari  Tribe  to  atUok 
the  Kurds,  and  this  happened ;  the  men  of  Tiari 
prepared    to    avenge    the    honour    of    Uieir 

Hr.  BIley  goes  on  to  describe  hov  the 
Kurds  aoaembled  tu  overwhelming  num- 
bers, evidently  prepared  for  a  maeeacre 
ot  the  whole  Christian  population,  and 
die  Turkish  AuthoritieB  did  not  inter- 
fere until  the  energetic  efforts  of  Ur. 
Browne  induced  them  to  send  troops, 
and  the  Kurds  dispersed.  I  might 
quote  a  number  ot  statements  of  tha 
atrocious  outrages  perpetrated  on  these 
Armenian  Cbristians.  Ur.  Browne, 
aince  he  took  up  his  residence  at 
Koohannes  as  the  guest  of  the  Armenian 
Patriarch,  has  been  subjected  to  every 
species  of  annoyance  by  tbe  Turkish 
Authorities  in  the  hope  of  driving  him 
out  of  the  country,  and  but  for  his 
presence  there  is  little  doubt  the  Kurds 
would  have  extirpated  the  Armenian 
people  in  that  part  of  Asia  Minor.  In 
consequence  of  his  representation  b  the 
Turkish  Government  were  unwillingly 
.  forced  to  send  troops  into  the  district, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  state  that  there  is  the 
clearest  evidence  in  the  despatches  to 
show  that  the  outrages  are  again  reviv- 
ing against  the  Christians,  of  women 
being  carried  off,  of  the  burning  alive  of 
old  men,  the  destruction  of  villages,  and 
the  stealing  cf  sheep,  and,  iu  fact,  the 
Armenian  Christians  are  subjected  to 
treatment  under  which  life  is  hardly 
worth  living.  A  peraon  who  has 
largely  figured  in  connection  with  these 
proceedings  is  Uonua  Bey,  who  appears 
Mr.  Smthl  Smith 


to  me  to  be  a  kind  of  Chefket  Psshi  of 
Bulgarian  atrocity  fame.  The  cortM. 
pondence  is  full  of  accounts  ot  tb* 
abominations  committed  by  this  mu; 
and  yet  after  many  years  of  this  kiadirf 
work  he  visited  Constantinople  oadTu 
treated  with  honour  by  the  AutiioritiH, 
notwithstanding  that  Her  Usjes^'* 
Government  had  sent  to  the  Turidi 
Government  full  proof  of  thecootplidtj 
of  Moussa  Bey  in  the  atrocities.  I  con- 
plain  that  the  Government  ban  set 
taken  a  sufficiently  earnest  itiad 
in  this  matter.  .  I  do  not  m 
that  they  lack  sympathy,  no  Britiik 
Government  could  fail  to  sympathiM 
with  an  oppressed  people  like  thw 
Armenians.  I  freely  admit  they  bin 
done  something,  indeed  they  hare  daai 
a  good  deal  to  help  these  poor  ftej^ 
but  I  do  complain  of  a  want  of  fiitnsM 
in  their  representations  to  the  Tmibu 
Government;  they  are  a  great detl (09 
feeble ;  they  are  too  considerate  to  tb 
feelings  of  those  scoundrels  in  Oautu- 
tinople  who  connive  at  these  ontitgsi. 
They  have  not  used  language  tbtt  nl 
make  an  impression  on  the  ^orlt^  W 
tbe  language  that  gave  Loii  Stntftn 
de  Sedcliffe  such  an  influence  in  Tukie 
affairs.  Everybody  knows  thit  ^ 
Turkish  Government  are  only  aawBil" 
to  the  strongest  representatiana,  awsBl- 
ing  almost  to  threats.  Let  ms  >^ J? 
the  Committee  a  line  or  two  tawa  W 
Salisbury's  despatch  to  Bostem  P*^ 
written,  be  it  remembered,  ift«rti» 
receipt  of  Mr.  Biley's  Beport  <*  w 
attrooioos  outrages  oommittsd  ^~t 
Kurds  on  the  Nestorians,  to  vluu  '■ 
have  alluded,  and  I  aek,  is  it  lugaip 
sufficiently  strong  to  make  any  uii[^ 
on  the  Porte.  The  <»?^^ 
paragraph  of  Lord  Salisbniy's  Ds^*"^ 
wasUiuai — "Under  these  ciicam*i««< 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  jontGn* 
ernment  has  been  misinfonnM  ' 
remember  Rustem  Pasha,  the  ToA* 
Ambassador,  had  been  uutracbd  IB 
deny  the  ill-treatment  and  the  duiK 
undoubted  facts  corroborated  If  ■"  , 
doubted  witnesses —  | 

"  I  shall  be  happj-oontinosi  L«riart«T 
—to  obtain  a  further  Report  tniiai)«0»i"» 
Officers  in  the  neighbourhood  o""'**^ 
I  do  not  feel  that  I  shoold  be  JMtiifd.^J" 
present  state  of  my  intortpatian,  ^  |*yj 
presaiDg  upon  the  Archbishop  of  •'•"Tjl 
tha  wish  of  the  Porte,  that  Mr.  Biw*"^ 
withdraw  from  KoohsDnea." 
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Well,  I  hardly  think  Lord  Salisbury  could 
press  the  withdrawal  of  the  man  whose 
presence  alone  prevented  the  coasumma- 
tion  of  an  atrocious  massacre,   that  I 
think  is  the  least  Lord  Salisbury  could 
do.    But  surely  this  is  feeble  to  a  degree 
and  not  the  sort  of  language  to  make 
any  impression  upon  the  Porte ;  some- 
thing much  more  decided  is  required  to 
secure  the  fulfilment  of  the  duties  the 
Turkish  Govemmeat  undertook  towards 
their  Christian  subjects  ?    This  country, 
above  all  others,  has  undertaken  engage- 
ments towards  the  Christian  population 
of  Turkey.    It  is  in  the  recollection  of 
the  Committee  that  not  many  years  ago 
this  country  gave  a  guarantee  to  Turkey 
for  her  Asiatic  possessions  against  all 
foreign  Powers  on  condition  that  she 
should  carry  out  her  engagements  to 
protect  her  Christian  subjects ;  most  of 
us  thought  it  was  a  wild  obligation  to 
undertake,   but  we  did  guarantee  the 
Turkish  possessions  in  Asia  Minor  on 
condition  that  certain  specified  reforms 
were  carried  out.      Has  Turkey  carried 
out  one  of  those  promised  reforms  ?    Has 
she  even  begun  to  do  so  ?    He  would  be 
a  bold  man  who  would  assert  that  she 
has,  or  that  the  Qovernment  of  Asiatic 
Turkey  is  better  now  than  it  always 
has    been — that   is    to  say,  the    most 
abominable  Government  there  can  well 
be.      One  of    the   stipulations  of   the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  was  that  the  rights 
of  iheBQ  unfortunate  people  should  be 
duly    guarded.       But  the  Powers   of 
Europe  have  taken  no  pains  whatever 
to  enforce  the  observance  of  that  portion 
of  the  Treaty.    Surely  it  is  the  part  of 
this  country  to  take  the  lead.     Turkey 
has  been  saved  from  extinction  by  this 
country ;  and  we  ought  to  call  upon  the 
Powers  to  undertake  these  solemn  obli- 
gations.    I  hope  the  House  will  insist 
upon  laying  the  case  of  this  oppressed 
nationaHty  before  the  Signatory  Powers. 
We  have  to  deal  with  a  Government 
amendable   to  no  moral  influence   or 
advice,  nothing  but  threats,  nothing  but 
bringing  home  to    them  the  sense  of 
indignation  aroused  in  this  country  will 
induce  the  Turkish  Government  to  adopt 
a  policy  for  carrying  out  the  fulfilment 
of  the  solemn  obligations  they  under- 
took towards  their  Christian  subjects. 
Whatever  view  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment take,  nothing  but  good  can  come 
of  the  declaration  in  the  face  of  the  world 


that  the  British  people*  cannot  regard 
with  indifference  these  atrocities  recorded 
in  this  correspondence.  Long  has  this 
House  been  the  Court  of  Appeal  for  all 
oppressed  nationalities,  and  when  this 
House  speaks  in  a  decided  tone  its 
influence  is  felt  all  over  the  world.  I 
trust  we  shall  not  be  lukewarm  in 
fulfilling  the  obligations  we  incurred 
in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  and  that  we 
shall  make  our  voice  heard  on  be- 
half of  these  downtrodden  Christiana 
of  Asiatic  Turkey.  Their  sufiferings  ap- 
peal to  the  feelings  of  every  humane  man; 
they  are  fellow  Christians,  they  belong 
to  one  of  the  oldest  Christian  Churches 
that  has  stood  firm  through  persecution 
and  trial  for  seventeen  centuries,  and 
surely  it  is  our  duty  as  a  powerful 
Christian  people  to  use  our  influence  on 
behalf  of  fellow  Christians  suffering 
terrible  grinding  oppression.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  give  assurances 
that  stronger  action  shaU  be  taken  than 
has  been  taken  hitherto. 
*SiR  EOBERT  FOWLEE:  I  hope 
that  the  eloquent  speeches  to  which 
we  have  just  listened  will  produce  a 
good  effect  throughout  the  world.  At 
the  same  time,  let  me  point  out  that 
the  proposition  before  the  House  is  of 
a  very  unsatisfactory  character.  What 
good  can  be  done  by  making  a  small 
reduction  in  the  salary  of  our  able  and 
experienced  Ambassador,  Sir  William 
TVnite?  It  ought  to  be  remembered 
that  our  position  at  Constantinople  is 
not  what  it  was  in  the  days  of  Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe.  In  the  earlier 
part  of  that  distinguished  man's  tenure 
of  office  it  was  known  that  England  was 
prepared  to  go  to  war  on  behalf  of 
Turkey ;  and,  in  fact,  we  spared  neither 
blood  nor  treasure  in  the  Crimean  War. 
Are  we  prepared  to  do  that  now?  I 
have  no  rignt  to  speak  for  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  but  I  very  much  doubt 
if  any  of  them  would  advocate  going  to 
war  if  the  Turkish  Empire  were 
threatened.  The  Turks  have  a  feeling 
that  we  should  do  nothing  of  the  sort. 
It  is,  therefore,  impossible  that  the 
illustrious  man  who  now  represents  this 
country  at  Constantinople  should  assume 
the  idle  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Eedcliffe. 
I  fully  sympathise  with  the  reprobation 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite at  the  horrors  which  are  being 
perpetrated  against  the  Christian  suIh 
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jecta  of  Turkey.  But  what  can  be  done  T 
FbdU  has  been  found  vitb  Lord  Salii- 
bury's  despatch.  For  my  part  I  think 
that  despatch  is  a  stroog  one ;  and  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  a  despatoh 
ie  widely  different  from  a  speech  in 
Parliament  by  a  prirato  Ueniber,  or 
•Ten  by  a  Member  of  the  Government. 
A  Secretary  of  State  in  Downing  Street 
must  in  writing  a  despatch  to  a  friendly 
Power  adopt  meaeured  langoage,  and  it 
eeeme  to  me  there  is  no  want  of 
decision  in  this  deepateh  couched  as 
it  is  in  a  diplomatio  tone.  I  wish  to 
express  my  full  sympathy  with  the  views 
pnt  forwud  by  the  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. We  muetall  join  in  reprobation  of 
the  horrors  committed,  and  regret  that 
these  occurrences  are  not  regarded  at 
Oonstantinople  as  we  view  them.  But 
what  we  have  to  ask  ourselves  is  this — 
If  this  conntry  is  not  prepared  to  go  to 
war  on  behalf  of  Turkey,  which  seems  to 
l»e  the  idea  of  the  Turks,  how  can  we  hope 
to  have  such  an  influence  at  Constanti- 
nople as  we  had  40  years  ago?  As 
regards  Sir  William  White,  he  is  an 
eminent  servant  of  the  Queen  and  the 
country,  and  we  must  all  feel  it  is  of 
great  advantage  to  hare  such  a  man 
in  his  position.  Though  I  have 
empathy  with  the  principles  enun- 
oiated  by  the  two  hon.  Members 
opposite,  I  am  unable  to  ozpresa  it  by 
voting  for  a  reduction  of  the  balaiy 
of  this  most  distinguished  man.  Still, 
I  hope  that  the  burning  words  in  which 
those  hon.  Members  have  expressed 
their  sentiments  as  to  these  atrocities 
will  have  a  good  effect.  The  proceed- 
ings in  this  Hours  are  reported  through 
the  papers  in  different  parts  of  Europe, 
and  I  hope  this  Debate  will  teach  those 
who  are  responsibU  for  the  GoTemment 
of  Armenia  that  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  this  country  is  strongly  opposed 
to  ^e  barbarities  which  we  have  heard 
described. 

Mb.  J.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  As  I  am  oue  of  the  very  few 
in  the  House  who  have  read  through 
the  Blue  Book,  I  feel  I  must  say  a  word 
or  two  as  to  the  remarks  which  have 
fallen  from  the  two  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. They  have  depicted  the  quarrel 
between  the  Neetoriacs  and  the  Kurde 
as  if  it  were  entirely  the  fault  of  the 
Kurdish  population,  and  the  Nestorians 
Wore  not  in  any  way  to   blame. 


course,  our  falleot  sympathy  mart  bi 
extended  totheNesloriansintbetranblM 
they  have  suffered,  but  after  Tsadisf 
the  Blue  Book  very  sarefally,  the  iD> 
pression  left  on  my  mind  is  that  thi 
country  is  a  very  wild  one,  that  ths 
whole  state  of  civilisation  in  'Sui 
part  of  the  world  is  very  backward,  ul 
that  there  seems  to  be  a  sort  of  veedettt 
existing  between  the  Nestorians  and  tin 
Kurds.  The  NestoriaUF,  far  from  t«Bf 
the  lambs  the  two  hon.  Gentlemea  oppo- 
site have  depicted  them,  seem  to  hs 
rather  a  turbulent  race.  Theyrefnitto 
pay  any  taxes,  constantly  engags  ia 
tribal  warfare,  and  appear  to  be  ofba 
plotting  against  the  Government  of  Tn- 
key.  This  view  cannot  but  pretNl 
itself  to  anybody  who  has  studied  tba 
Blue  Book  carefnlly,  inclading  fte 
report  of  Oolonol  Ohermside.  0» 
page  71,  Oolonel  Cbermiids  mjt 
there  is  no  doubt  there  ba*  bw 
a'coasiderabla  amount  of  revolntioDiiT 
work  going  on,  and  that  there  ia  a  tM- 
dency  to  form  secret  societiee.  B  '* 
plain  that  the  Neetorian  popnIatioB  nt 
constantly  plotting  against  the  TnUA 
Government — at  all  events,  that  ii  w  ' 
idea  the  Turkish  GoTomment  havs  a*- 
rived  from  some  of  the  procee£i|* 
which  have  become  public,  and  I  bo* 
say  that  the  Turkish  Govemmuit  •■■ 
to  have  treated  the  Armenians  witbi*} 
much  less  severity  than  wonldbavabw 
meted  out  to  them  by  the  Enwsn  0»- 
vemment.  I  must  protest  ^ti»t  *** 
sentence  used  by  the  hon.  MMab»  ■• 
Flintshire,  in  wfaicli  he  said  ^<^^''! 
proceedings  in  Armenia  were  cos^M 
at  by  the  Turkish  QovomoieBt  1»  , 
not  find  in  the  Blue  Book  one  qUw*  j 
to  support  that  contention.  I  ■■•' 
guard  myself  by  saying  that  I  ds^w*  I 
tbe  terrible  sufferinga  which  thesepsj'  j 
have  gone  through;  but  it  is  oalySB  I 
to  point  outthattheythemeelvessrSM*  I 
altogether  blameiesa. 

Mb.  LABOTJOHEBE:  I  »« 
quite  able  to  support  my  hon.  "'  , 
the  Member  for  NorthamptoMW* 
I  have  no  doubt  that  a  great  naV 
atrocities  are  committed— I  ^""/S  ' 
there  ate  atrocities  committed  on  b* 
sides,  and  that  the  Armenians  g|* 
the  worst  of  it.  I  will  even  *^* 
for  the  purpose  of  argument,  tbrtw| 
atrocities  are  committed  by  '''* '^J, 
upon  the  Armenians,  and  that  v»  *" 
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by  the  hon.  Members  for  Flintshire  and 
Northamptonshire  ;  but  I  would  point 
out  that  in  the  reference  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  to 
a  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  the  hon. 
Member    reported  Lord    Salisbury    to 
have  given  absolute  denials  to  certain 
statements  concerning  the  ill-treatment 
of  Armenians,  whereas  Lord  Salisbury 
distinctly  quoted  the  Turkish  Ambassa- 
dor   as  his  authority,  and  in  no  way  | 
gave  the  denials  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility.   Again,   even  in    the   despatch 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
quoted,    and    in    which,   as    he   said, 
the     Prime      Minister     used      words 
▼ery     inadequate     to    the     occasion, 
Lord  Salisbury  declined,   as  then  in- 
formed, to  accept   absolutdy  the  dis- 
olaimers  of  the  Turkish  Ambassador  as 
to  some  of  the  painful  events  alleged  to 
have    occurred.     As    has    been    said, 
diplomatic  language  is  necessarily  some- 
what more  guarded  than   that   which 
hon.  Members  think  themselves  justified 
in  using  in  the  House ;  and  it  is  mani 
fest  that  if  the  language  of  those  who 
are  not  charged  with  the  afiPairs  of  the 
country   were  employed  in   diplomacy 
the    influence   of   Great   Britain    with 
Foreign  Powers  and  Ministers  would  be 
greatly  diminished.     Undoubtedly,   as 
the  Member  for  the  City  has  said,  the 
influence  of  Great  Britain  at  Constanti- 
nople is  not  such  as  it  was  in  the  days 
of  Lord  Stratford  de  Bedclifle.     It  is 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  when  this 
country  has  stood  by  without  helping 
Turkey   in    the  time  of  her   greatest 
need,  in  1877  and  1878,  her  influence 
^ould  be  somewhat  weaker  in  Constan- 
tinople than  it  was  immediately  after 
the  Crimean  War.    Li  making  this  re- 
mark I  do  not,  of  course,  intend   to 
comment  unfavourably  on  the  Gbveru- 
ment  of   1878;  but  it  cannot  surprise 
any  one  that  we  do  not  possess  that 
commanding  influence  in  Turkey  which 
we  possessed  in  the  days  of  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  Bedcliffe.    But,  nevertheless,  I 
utterly  deny  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  its  Eepresentatives  at  Con- 
Btantinople  have  not  done  all  they  could 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Turkish 
Authorities  the  occurrences  which  have 
given  so  much  pain  to  humane  people 
all  over  the  world ;  and  that  they  have 
not   used  the  language  which  is  best 
calculated  to  give  effect  to  this  country'^ 

Mr.  Labouehere 


influence.  Of  course,  those  who  tak« 
an  extreme  view  of  the  matter  thiak 
that  British  influence  ought  to  be  uied 
in  a  very  strong  and  startling  manner, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton- 
shire has  declared  that  the  whole 
Armenian  population  in  one  district 
would  have  been  massacred  bat  for  tbi 
resolute  attitude  of  a  British  dergyBtt- 
All  honour  to  him. 

*Mb.  CHANNING  :  No  ;  I  spoke  of 
Consul  Abbott. 


♦Sm  J.  FERGUSSON :    I  thought  it 

was  the  Heverend  Mr.  Browne.   I  am 

glad    the    Consul's    conduct  has  the 

approbation  of  the  hon.  Member;  but 

I  think  it  is  perhaps  too  much  to  laj 

that  the  efforts  of  any  Englishman,  hov- 

ever  firm  and  resolute  he  may  hue 

been,  can  have  preserved  a  whole  dis- 

trict  from  massacre.    The  fact  is  that 

hon.  Members  are  apt  to  make  two 

great  mistakes  in  considering  this  toh. 

ject.     They   are   apt    to    view  theie 

Eastern  countries,  peopled  by  diflercnt 

races,  holding  different  religions,  loi 

bearing     hereditary     hostilities    vA 

hatreds,  in  the  same  light  as  tiuj  ^ 

their   own  country,   or  those  EotsBi 

countries  which  Great  Britain  has  long 

administered.     And,  again,  they  tUnk 

that  Great  Britain  has  only  to  ezptesihff 

wishes  to  have  them  obeyed.  ^^^^^ 
two  extreme  errors.  Any  one  amtiBtoa 
with  the  conditions  obtaining  in  £aiAs& 
countries  which  are  not  nndff  a 
thoroughly  civilised  Government  m^ 
know  that  there  is  a  great  abeeoM 
of  that  settled  law  and  oi^ 
which  enables  persons  of  diffstf^ 
religions  and  races  to  live  toge^*^ 
peace  and  harmony.  Hon.  MttodM* 
forget  that  the  majority  is  apt  *p 
oppress  the  minority  in  these  oonntOT* 
When  the  Gkivemment  of  aooimtoy^ 
irresolute,  factions  break  oat  ^ 
occurrences  take  place  whidi  i^ 
deplored  by  all  who  oompaasioDats  »• 
sufferings  of  others.  In  Armenia  •■• 
Mussulmans  are  the  stronger,  hot  0 
Crete  it  is  the  other  way,  and  ****• 
disturbances  certainly  commepeedbfw| 
Christians  quarrellingamongth«ii** 
and  then  turning  their  attentiooa  it  V 
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Mussulmans.  The  feebleness  of  the 
Gtovemment  of  Turkey  is  not  alto- 
gether her  fault.  She  has  had  jealous 
neighbours,  and  she  has  been  placed  by 
external  differences  in  a  position  little 
oalculated  to  enable  her  to  exercise  con- 
trol over  her  troublesome  subjects.  The 
hon.  Member  for  NorthamptoDshire  has 
said  that  I  have  stated  that  the  Porte  was 
aending  more  vigorous  and  capable 
officers  to  administer  her  Provinces. 
Saoul  Pasha,  the  late  Vali  of  Jerusalem, 
has,  I  believe,  been  sent  to  Bitlis,  and 
he  is  an  officer  known  to  be  honest,  firm, 
and  capable.  And  that,  like  the  appoint- 
ment in  Crete,  justifies  the  statement  I 
made  to  the  House  that  the  Government 
of  Turkey  are  endeavouring  to  send 
capable  officers  to  establish  greater  con- 
fidence and  to  put  down  the  disgraceful 
scenes  that  have  occurred — which  have 
occurred  as  much  from  the  weakness  of 
the  central  Power  as  from  the  heredi- 
tary hatreds  of  some  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation. I  do  not  believe  that  the 
Qovemment  of  the  Sultan  looks  on  these 
occurrences  with  indifference,  and  when 
it  is  said  that  the  person  who  is  regarded 
as  most  guilty — namely,  Moussa  Bey — 
has  been  received  with  every  honour  at 
Constantinople,  hon.  Members  must 
not  take  for  granted  all  they  see  in  the 
newspapers.  Moussa  Bey  went  volun- 
tarily to  Constantinople,  and  will  submit 
his  conduct  to  a  competent  tribunal,  and 
all  persons  who  have  complaints  to  make 
against  him  will  have  every  opportunity 
of  stating  their  grievances.  Moussa 
Bey  lives  in  a  very  different  region  from 
ours,  and  his  actions  must  be  regarded 
in  the  light  of  his  surroundings.  At  the 
same  time,  if  he  is  guilty  of  the  crimes 
of  which  he  is  accused,  we  hope  he  will 
be  brought  to  condign  punishment. 
The  Ottoman  (Government  has  declared 
that  all  persons  who  have  complaints  to 
make  against  him  shall  be  safely  passed 
to  and  from  Constantinople.  I  hope  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  London,  as  well  as  the 
observations  I  have  been  able  to  make 
in  the  few  minutes  at  my  disposal,  have 
shown  the  Committee  that  the  Govern- 
ment has  not  been  supine,  but  that,  on 
the  contrary,  they  have  done  that 
which,  according  to  their  judgment 
atDd  responsibility,  is  most  likely  to  afford 
relief  to  a  suffering  population  and  to 
ptoteot  them  from  cruelty.    I  trust  the 


Committee  will  not  agree  to  a  reduction 
of  the  Vote. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  beg  to  move  to  report 

Progress,  with  a  view  to  getting  from 

the    Government    some   idea    of  what 

they  intend  to  do  to-morrow  (Saturday). 

Are    we    to    take    this    Vote    again 

to-morrow,  or   is  it  to  be  postponed 

for  10  days  till  after  the  Lrish  and  the 

other  Estimates  ?  It  seems  to  me  a  good 

method  of  wasting  time  to  jump  about 

from  one  set  of  Estimates  to  another.   I 

think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 

of  the  House  should  take  the  Votes  in 

their  order  on  thePaper,instead  of  taking 

them  in  this  higgledy-piggledy  fashion. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not 
give  way  to  every  hon.  Member  who 
urges  him  to  postpone  business,  but 
should  go  on  with  the  business  as  it 
is  set  down  on  the  Paper.  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  finish  this  Vote  to- 
morrow. I  should  prefer  that  we  should 
go  on  with  Class  V. ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  pressed  at  5  o'clock  this 
evening  not  to  do  that,  and  he  consented 
to  postpone  the  Class,  so  that,  now, 
goodness  knows  when  it  will  come  on. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  the  hon. 

Member  will  not  move  to  report  Pro* 

gress.    He  is  as  well  aware  as  other 

hon.  Gentlemen   that  I  am  under  an 

engagement  with  the  House  not  to  take 

Class  V.  to-morrow.    I  would  venture 

to  suggest  that  the  present  Vote  might 

be  taken  after  the  three  hours'  discus- 
sion we  have  had.  I  trust  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  allow  the  Vote  to  be 
taken.  Any  question  that  hon.  Members 
may  desire  to  raise  in  connection  with 
it  can  be  taken  on  Report. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  There  are  some 
most  important  questions  still  to  be 
raised  on  the  Vote. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order  I 
There  is  a  Motion  before  the  Committee^ 
which  must  be  withdrawn,  before  dis- 
cussion can  take  place  upon  other  ques- 
tions. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  :  I  withdraw  the  [ 
Motion.  ' 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Original  Qoestion  again  proposed. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  hope  the 
Government  will  consent  to  report 
Progress  now.  I  move  it.  The  Go- 
vernment is  pledged  not  to  go  on  with 
Class  Y. ;  but  it  seems  to  me  it  would 
lead  to  much  greater  difficulty  to  take 
Classes  for  which  hon.  Members  are  not 
prepared. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Before  the 
Motion  is  put  I  desire  to  appeal  to  the 
Committee  as  to  whether  it  is  not  better 
to  take  the  Vote  and  then  to  discuss  any 
question  that  may  arise  on  Beport  ? 

Db.  CLABK  again  rose  to  speak. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Besblutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Besolutions  [15th  August]  reported. 

Class  IV. 

First  four  Besolutions  (see  pages 
1362,  1382,  and  1385),  agreed  to. 

Fifth  Besolution  (see  page  1400)  read 
a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Mb.  sexton  :  A  discussion  arose 
upon  this  Vote  in  Committee,  and  it 
was  arranged  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  (Sir 
G.  Stokes),  who  is  a  Trustee  of  the 
Museum,  and  others  should  make  in- 
quiry upon  certain  points  raised,  and 
that  information  should  be  given  to  the 
House  at  this  stage.  The  House  is 
aware  that  the  files  of  certain  news- 
papers, the  property  of  the  British 
Museum,  were  transferred  from  the 
Museum  to  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  remained  there  for  a  considerable 
part  of  the  year  in  the  custody  of  the 
solicitor  for  the  Timet  under  circum- 
stances inoonveaienti  and,  we  think, 
unfair  to  the  other  parties  in  the  case. 
We  have  Asked  to  whomtbe  subpioiAa 


was  addressed;  and  upon  whom  was  it 
served,  and  what  documents  were  sped* 
fied  in  the  subpoena  to  be  produced  in 
Court.      Another    important    question 
raised  in  Committee  concerned  the  con- 
ditions of  employment  of  certain  gentle- 
men in  the  office  of  the  British  Maseom. 
We  understand  that  Mr.  Birch  was  one 
of  the  gentlemen  who  accepted  employ- 
ment from  the  Timis  ;  we  are  ioforodd 
there   was   another,  and   we  desire  to 
know  his   name.     We   want  to  know 
whether  these  gentlemen  are  boendto 
devote  their  time  to  the  service  of  the 
British  Museum,  or  whether  they  $te 
at  liberty  to  accept  engagements  from 
other  persons,  engagements  for  whick 
they  receive  considerable  remunerstioa, 
engagements  which  involve  large  de- 
mands  upon  their   time;  are  tiiejii 
liberty  to  accept  such  engagements,  aad 
receive  such  remuneration  without  aaj 
deduction  from  their  salaries  ?    It  moit 
be  obvious  that  in  this  case  these  gentle* 
men,  having  pledged  themselree  fo  a 
certain  view    of    certain    letters,  tod 
having  undertckken  to   give  evidence, 
were  bound  to  appear  in  Court,  and  to 
submit  themselves  to  considerable  ex- 
amination, and  to  very  prolonged  croas- 
examination .    This  would  have  invoifid 
their  absence  during  office  hour^.   We 
should  like  the    hon.   Baronet's  liev 
upon  such  a  set  of  circumstances.   Tbo* 
is  one  other  observation  I  wishtomske. 
The  Solicitor  General  for  England  itaM 
last  night  that  these  gentlemen  sotedxs 
no  partisan  spirit ;  but  since  yestodi/X 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  oosfenag 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  to 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  informs  as 
that    before   Mr.    Birch  received  UJ 
retainer  from  the  Time*^  applio&tion  wis 
made  to  him  on  behalf  of  the  it^ 
Member  for  Cork,  but  he  dedinod  As 
proposed  engagement,  and  sab8sqtteB% 
accepted  that  of  the  Tma.    Tlittditi 
not  look  like  acting  with  iiDF'^'^^ 
I  am  obliged  to  say,  and  I  s^  i^ff 
some  regret,   that  we   Irish  MbtM0 
have,  in  this  keen  ordeal^  this  \U0 
and  uiunorited  trial,   which  hss  M^ 
forced  upon  us  by  our  politiesl  f^^'^'V^ 
experienced   from    these  oflhW** 
same  spirit  .of  partisanships  '*^"~  jj 
ourselves  and  our  oounti7»  ^PJ* 
have  had   to  enoouater  idl  ^^W^ft 
beeanae  offtheaosUl'foiewoflliifli' 
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conspiracy  against  us;  that  spirit  of 
partisanship  has  been  experienced  from 
<^uarterB  where,  at  least,  a  decent  show 
of  'impartiality  might  have  been  ex- 
pected. 

Mb.   JAOKSON  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Qentleman    will    allow  me  to  answer 
some  of  the  questions  about  which  I 
undertook,  when  the  Vote  was  before 
the  Oommittee  last  night,  to  get  some 
information.     I   will  not  go  into  the 
matters  which  the  hon.  Member  has  now 
raised,  because  I  am  not  prepared  with 
the  information  that  will  be  necessary  to 
g^ve  an  answer.    I  understand  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  that  an  application  was 
made  to  the  British  Museum  officials  for 
their    services  on  behalf  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork.    I  thought  that  the 
hou.  Gentleman  objected  to  this  work 
being  done  at  all  by  the  officials  of 
the  British  Museum.    However,  I  will 
endeavour    to    answer    the    questions 
which  were    put    to    me    last    night. 
Perhaps  I  ought  to  say  in  the  first  place 
that  there  has  been  some  misapprehen- 
sion and  unnecessary  alarm  as  to  what 
has  taken  place  with  reference  to  the 
files  of  newspapers  used  at  the  Commis- 
sion.     This  morning  a  very  full  and 
oareful   inquiry   has  been  made,  and 
from  information  which  has  been  sup- 
plied to  me  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  that  there  has  not  only  not  been 
anything  irregular,  but  that  every  step 

which  has  been  taken  has  been  taken  on 
the  direct  order  of  the  Oommission,  and 
I  understand  it  is  the  duty  of  everybody 
to  obey  such  an  order.  I  understand 
that  in  the  earlier  stages  of  theproeeed- 
ings  subpoenas  were  served  for  particular 
files  of  newspapers.  TMr.  Bsxton  :  On 
whom?]  On  the  librarian.  [Mr. 
Sbzton  :  What  is  his  name  ?]  I  will 
give  the  name  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  let  me  tell  my  story.  These  par- 
ticular files  were  taken  down,  but  some 
inconvenience  was  felt  because  some- 
times all  the  information  required  was 
not  contained  in  the  particular  paper 
which  was  sent  for*  Therefore,  an 
order  of  the  Court  was  made,  dated  the 


6th  of  November,  1888,  and  it  was  in 
these  terms: — 

*<  Whereas  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  are  in  possession  of  eertaia  files  of 
the  newspapers  called  United  Ireland^  tho 
Ft'temau^a  J<mrnaly  and  such  other  papers  as 
may  be  required  from  time  to  time,  and 
whereas  certain  of  the  said  files  are  now  in  the 
Royal  Courts  of  Justice,  we,  the  Commissioners 
appointed  under  the  above-named  Act,  do  order 
that  the  said  files  bo  delivered  over  to  the  cus- 
tody of  our  secretary  and  his  receipt  taken  for 
the  same,  the  said  files  to  be  returned  as  soon 
as  we  have  finished  using  them."  * 

This  order  was  signed  by  the  Com- 
missioners and  was  addressed  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  and 
it  bore  the  signature  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Oommission,  Mr.  Ounynghame.  The 
subpoena  was  made  out  in  the  name  of 
Mr.  Oraves,  the  officer  charged  with  the 
custody  of  the  papers.  I  was  asked 
whether  I  would  state  the  name  of  the 
second  gentleman  engaged  in  connection 
with  the  letters.  The  name  of  Mr. 
Birch  has  already  been  given,  and  I 
understand  that  the  other  gentleman 
was  Mr.  Ellis.  The  question  was  asked 
whether  the  photographic  apparatus  of 
the  Museum  has  been  used.  I  am  told 
that  there  is  no  photographic  apparatus 
in  the  Museum,  therefore,  it  was  not 
used.  I  ought  to  have  stated  that  the 
order  of  the  Oommissioners,  dated  the 
6tK  of  November,  was  reported  to  the 
Trustees  by  Mr.  Bullen  on  the  8th ;  and, 
on  the  10th  November,  the  Trustees  held 
a  meeting  of  the  standing  committee,  at 
which  they  passed  a  minute  to  the  eflfect 
that  they  agreed  to  the  delivery  of  the 
files.  The  House  will  thu9  see  that 
every  step  taken  was  taken  simply  in 
obedience  to  the  order  of  the  Oommis- 
sioners. I  understand  that  when  the 
papers  were  taken  to  the  Law  Ooorts 
the  intention  was  to  place  them  in  a 
room — the  only  room  apparently  avail- 
able— at  the  top  of  the  building ;  that 
the  papers  were  never  out  of  the  custodv 
of  the  officer  of  the  Museum;  that  it 
was  found  tliat  the  room  in  question 
was  exceedingly  inconvenient  for  those 
who  wished  to  consult  the  papers ;  that 
in  accordance  with  an  arrangement 
made  Mr.  Soames  placed  at  the  £sposaI 
of  tha  Ooiurt  a  room  in  which  certain 
people  were  seen,  and  that  every  night 
when  the  files  were  left  there  the  room 
was  not  only  locked,  but  also  sealed. 
This  arrangement  continued  up  to  the 


time  the  files  were  taken  back  to  the 
Mueenm.  I  am  told  that  the  papers 
were  perfectly  available  for  everybody 
who  asked  to  see  tbem,  and  that  there 
was  not  tba  sligbtest  intention  to  favour 
one  side  or  the  other. 

Mk.  sexton  :  Will  the  hoD.  Gentle- 
man say  what  amount  was  paid  to  the 
officials  for  their  services? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  No,  Sir,  I  cannot ; 
I  am  not  able  to  do  so,  because  these 


the  hoQ.  Gentleman  was  proof  agsinit 
that.  But  it  is  not  loDg  since  objectiaii 
was  taken  to  introducing  the  electric 
light  into  the  Museum,  and  the  electric 
Ught  is  not  there. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  omitted  to  sUle 
that  these  two  gentlemen  did  the  work 
during  the  leave  they  were  entitled  to 
take. 
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was  previously  pledged  to  Mr.  Soames. 
Possibly  so.     Let  us  arg^e  it  from  that 
basis.    I  will  follow  tbe  stream  which- 
ever way  it  flows.     We  are  told  that  the 
application  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oork  to  the  scientists  was  subse- 
quent to  that  of  Mr.   Soames.    Very 
well.    They  had  already  declared  their 
willingness  to  perjure  themselves  to  Mr. 
Soames  for  a  consideration.     [**No."] 
They  had  pledged  their  willingness  to 
declare  on  the  four   Evangelists  that 
Pigott  was  a  virtuous  person.    I  will 
take  it  any  way  you  like.     Then  we 
come  to  the  point  when  they  are  ap- 
proached by  the  accused,  and  I  have 
always    considered,    in    British    juris- 
prudence, that  the  person   entitled  to 
consideration  is  the  accused ;  but  these 
gentlemen,  having  pocketed  the  money 
of  the  Time*,  declined  to   consider  the 
position  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Oork.    It  does  seem  to  me  a  very 
extraordinary  thing  that  these  gentle- 
men, having  bound  themselves  to  Mr. 
Soames,  should  declare  their  unwilling- 
ness to  a  Member  of  this  House  to  hear 
what  he  had  to    say.     As    scientists, 
having  no  view  as  between  parties,  they 
might  have  heard  what  my  hon.  Friend 
had  to  say.    But  no,  they  shut  their 
minds  to  that.    They  said,  ''  We  will 
not  hear  you ;  we  will  not  see  you  or 
your  signature.      We  have  from  Mr. 
Soames  a  series  of  documents  and  are 
prepared  to  swear  they  bear  the  signa- 
ture of   C.  S.  Pamell."     These  gentle- 
men might  have  said,  '*  We  have  a  re- 
tainer from  Mr.  Soames,  but  we  are  not 
in  the  position  of  advocates."     I  can 
appreciate  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
G-eneral,  and  should  have  nothing  to 
saj  against  it  if  he  were  not  Attorney 
General  paid  by  the  taxpayers.     It  is 
;he  business  of  an  advocate,  speaking 
generally,  to  urge  what  can  be  said  on 
behalf  of  the   client  for  whom  he  is 
etcuned,  and  to  put  his  view  of  the  law, 
tn  uncertain  science,  before  the  Oourt 
$at  these  gentlemen  are  not  advocates ; 
hey  are  gentlemen  who  are  paid  by  the 
auntry  as  scientists.    Yet  when  they 
rere   approached  by  the  hon.  Member 
or  Cork,  they  said,  •*  We  have  already 
akenupthesideof  the  opposition."  Now, 
t  does  seem  to  me  an  invidious  thing 
OT   people  in   this  position  to  declare 
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themselves  on  one  side  or  the  other* 
My  hon.  Friend  had  recourse  to  them 
in  his  desperation  ;  not  unnaturally  he 
wished  to  have  the  best  guidance. 
Driven  from  post  to  pillar  he  made 
every  eiSbrt  to  defend  himself  against 
unjust  accusations.  These  scientific 
gentlemen  recklessly  took  the  side  of 
his  accusers,  and  knowing  what  we 
now  know  the  very  name  of  expert 
has  become  odious. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  desire  a  word  in. 
the  nature  of  a  personal  explanation* 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  inter- 
posed in  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend 
with  the  remark  that  the  offer  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  to 

Mr.  Birch  came  after  the  offer  of 
oi^gagement  from  the  TinuB.  I  am  in- 
formed by  my  hon.  Friend  that  when 
the  offer  was  made  Mr.  Birch  made 
no  such  representation,  and  that  my 
hon.  Friend  is  satisfied  that  the  engage- 
ment came  after  and  not  before  his 
offer. 

Mb.    LABOnOHERE:    Looking  at 
this  from  the  taxpayers'  point  of  view 
it  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  hesitate 
before  granting  any  salaries  to  these 
officials.     It    appears    that    they    are 
always  having   leave;   they   have    an 
exceptional  amount    of  leave;    and    it 
appears  that  they  are  also  very  stupid. 
Before    the    sittings    of  the    Oommis- 
sion    there   was    the  O'Donnell  trial, 
and  I  presume  these  experts  were  con- 
sulted in  reference  to  that  trial,  for  the 
Attorney  General  declared  that  he  had 
the  best  information  that  could  be  got  in 
respect  to  the  letters.     So  I  suppose  they 
then  did  their  work  on  leave.     In  winter 
it  is  almost  impossible  for  the  officials 
of  the  Museum  to  examine  documents 
except  in  office  hours,   for  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  do  the  work  by  day- 
light.    The  Solicitor  General  has  told 
us  that  these  gentlemen  are  frequently 
employed    in    litigious     cases.      That 

being  so  I  am  inclined  to  ask,  *'  When 
are  they  not  on  leave  ?  "  It  does  not 
seem  that  they  devote  much  time  to 
the  business  of  the  Museum,  but  in 
any  case  they  ought  not  to  be  paid, 
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because  th^  ttre  so  tlioroaghly  stupid 
as  to  be  utterly  unreliable.  The;  did 
not  examine  theae  letters  with  the 
mioroeoope  as  any  sensible  expert 
would.  I  did,  andil  these  experts  bad 
taken  tbe  trouble  they  would  have 
Been  a  white  line  down  the  middle 
of  the  writing  indicating  where  the  ink 
did  not  flow  over  the  pencil  traoing.  It 
did  not  require  muob  acutenesa  to  detect 
these  signs  of  clumsy  forgery,  but  these 
experts  who  are  paid  large  euma  of 
money  oonld  not  see  this.  The  photo- 
graphs, we  are  told,  were  not  taken  at 
the  Museum,  and  it  is  a  somewhat  sur- 
prising fact  that  an  establishment  which 
Las  to  use  photography  largely  does  not 
possess  photograpMc  apparatus,  but 
when  photographs  are  required  by  the 
Museum  somebody  outside  has  to  be 
employed.  These  photographs  were 
taken  by  the  person  usually  employed 
by  the  Museum  authorities,  and  under 
the  supervision  of  Mr.  Biroh  and  Mr. 
Ellis.  Now,  I  do  not  suppose  these  men 
were  absolute  rogues  ;  I  do  not  say  that 
for  a  moment,  but  I  can  only  justify 
them  from  that  imputation  by  oonsider- 
ing  them  ntter  fools.  When  the  copies 
of  the  photographs  supplied  to  the 
defendants  came  to  be  examined,  they 
were  found  to  be  secondary,  not  primary 
photographs.  It  might  fairly  be  sup- 
posed that  all  the  photographs  would  be 
supplied  from  the  one  negative,  but  that 
was  not  80.  Photographs  were  taken 
from  the  first  photographs  and  given  to 
the  defendants.  Hon.  Members  will 
see  how  this  increased  the  difficulty  of 
discovering  traces  of  forgery,  because, 
of  course,  tbe  secondary  photographs 
reproduced  all  tbe  imperfections  on  the 
paper  of  the  primary  photograph,  and 
when  they  came  to  be  magnified  under 
tbe  limelight  it  was  exceedingly  difBcuIt 
to  establish  the  forgery.  Apart  from, 
these  evidences  of  folly,  'it  was  a 
great  abuse  of  tbe  poution  of 
these  officials  that  they  should  have 
gone  over  to  the  aide  of  the  Ttmu; 
they  should  have  reserved  themselves 
for  an  order  from  the  Court.  Of  course 
tbe  Tinut  must  have  gone  to  them  first, 
for  the  Timti  had  tbe  letters  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  dork  had  not,  and 
when  the  hon.  Member  did  get  them  he 
found  that  the  TlWi  had  engaged  every 
expert  they  could  put  their  hands  on. 
It  was  an  obvious  injustice.  Messrs. 
Binh  and  Ellis  should  have  had  a  true 
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sense  of  their  position  as  public  ofidih; 
they  should  have  refused  to  terra  tb« 
Timn,  knowing  how  their  opiDionmight 
bias  the  pubtii!  mind  ;  they  shonld  hin 
reserved  their  skill,  such  as  it  «u,  for 
the  order  of  the  Court.  Undn  th* 
circumstances,  I  think  my  hon.  Fritndi 
have  made  out  a  good  case,  and  I  mora 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £S00. 
*Me.  8PEAKBH  :  I  have  alresdyput 
the  proposal  that  the  House  do  tgrw' 
with  the  Committee  in  the  said  B«ok- 

The    House     divided: — Ayes  107 
Noes  48.— (Div.  lost,  No.  318.) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL 
[LORDS].    {No.  371.) 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  ud 
discharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

CANADIAN  PACIFIC  RAILWAT 

COMPANY  (CONTRACT). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proponi 

"  Thst   the    Oontract    with   th«   Cnudiu 

Paoiflo  R&ilway  Comptuif,  dated  Uu  liibda; 

at  July,   1389,  for   the    conveyuoa  of  En 

Hsjesty's  mails,  troops,   tud  tt/arm  batwc 

Halifax  or  Qaebeo   and  Hong  Kong,  wl  te 

"--  hire  and  purohMe  of  To—tJi—  aaiiW 

ta,   priDted  in    Pailiamentuf  f^^< 

of  SauioD   1880,  bo  tppzorti.'-\f^'- 

*Mb.  PROYAND  (Glasgow,  Blii- 
friars,  Ac.):  I  regret  that  the  Esuh 
should  be  called  upon  at  thistimsofli' 
night,  and  at  this  period  of  the  Smsm, 
to  consider  this  important  contract  The 
House  itself  is  tbin,  and  Uembtn 
are  exhausted.  Of  oonrse  Genn- 
ment  can  at  such  a  time  innrill>lT  I 
command  a  majority,  txmseqnsntly  *  I 
contract  of  this  nature  never  recv** 
adequate  consideration.  It  is  htaa^ 
up  in  accordance  with  the  StanJiil 
Order  which  requires  that  the  ap|«w 
of  this  House  should  be  given  to  ft* 
oontraots.  I  am  not  "■^'"g  eoapw* 
particularly  against  this  Oovtna^ 
because  ever  since  this  Standing  (Mv 
was  passed,  all  Governments  have  Ml* 
in  precisely  tiie  same  way.  Nov'^ 
contract  ia  for  a  foitoi|^tlf  i^^ 
between    Canada,  China,  and  J4* 
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^nd  it  is  to  cost  us  £60,000  a  year. 

Perhaps,  taking  it  altogether,  there  is 

more  to  be  said  in  its  favoar  and  less 

against  it  than  could  have  been  said  of 

mnj  other  contract  which  has  been  before 

the  House  in  recent  years.  Two  years 
ag^  there  was  a  contract  approyed  by 
this  House  which  gave  the  P.  ft  0.  Oom< 
pany  a  sum  of  £265,000  a  year,  for  ten 
years,  for  carrying  the  mails  to  India 
and  China — the  service  to  be  a  weekly 
one  to  India  and  a  fortnightly  one  to 
Ohina.  Now,  dividing  this  subsidy  in 
proportion  to  mileage,  this  would  give 
acostof  £129,000  for  thelndian  Service, 
and  of  £136,000  for  the  Ohina  Service. 
I  pointed  out  at  that  time  that  £136,000 
was  an  excessive  sum  to  pay  for  carrying 
the  mails  to  Hong  Kong,  because  a 
much  better  and  cheaper  service  could 
be  had  by  way  of  Calcutta.  I  also 
drew  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  this  very  mail  service,  the  con- 
tract for  which  is  now  before  us,  could 
be  conducted  much  more  rapidly  for 
correspondence  to  Ohina  and  Japan  than 
by  the  P.  and  0.  route.  The  House  may 
remember  that  the  P.  ft  0.  Oompany  are 
only  paid  to  carry  the  mails  to  Hong 
Kong,  nevertheless  a  large  quantity  of 
correspondence  has  to  g^  through  to 
Shanghai  and  the  Northern  parts  of 
China,  as  well  as  to  Japan.  Now,  I 
should  like  to  refer  to  some  information 
which  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
in  reply  to  a  question  last  night  gave 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  in  reference  to  the  time 
occupied  by  these  various  routes. 
He  said  that  the  mails  to  Hong  Kong, 
if  sent  by  the  P.  ft  0.  Oompany,  over 
what  is  called  the  Eastern  route, 
occupied  a  period  in  the  sending, 
ranging  from  32^  days  to  37^  days,  or 
an  average  .of  35  days,  while  by  the 
Western  route  the  fastest  time  would  be 
34  days  and  the  longest  86  days,  which 
also  gives  an  average  of  Z5  days.  But 
to  Shanghai,  the  Eastern  route  occupies 
Zl\  days  at  the  shortest,  and  42^  at  Uie 
longest ;  whereas  by  the  Western  route 
the  shortest  time  was  30^  days  and  the 
longest  32^  days,  thereby  giving  a 
saving  of  from  seven  to  ten  days  by 
this  route  as  compared  with  the  P.  ft  O. 
Company's  route.  In  reference  to  Yoko- 
hama, the  saving  was  even  greater, 
for  it  amounted  to  from  15  to  18  days 
in  favour  of  the  Western  route*    Hie 


P.  ft  0.  Oompany  are  only  paid  for 
carrying  correspondence  to  Hong  Kong, 
but  of  course  a  large  correspondence 
is  carried  which  g^es  on  to  Shanghai 
and  Yokohama,  and  for  which  the 
Post  Office  is  paid,  notwithstanding 
which  there  is  a  heavy  loss  to  our  Post 
Office  in  connection  with  this  service, 
because  the  amount  received  for  postage 
is  nothing  like  the  sum  which  the  Post 
Office  has  to  pay  for  the  service.  When 
this  proposed  new  contract  comes  into 
force,  the  loss  will  be  very  much  in- 
creased, because  a  great  deal  of  the 
correspondence  which  now  goes  by  the 
Eastern  route  will  be  transferred  to  the 
Pacific  route.  This  will  be  especially 
the  case  with  correspondence  to  Shanghai 
and  to  Japan.  Indeed,  a  great  deal  of 
the  work,  which  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Oompany  are  now  receiving 
SI 36,000  a  year  to  perform,  will  be 
tranaferred  to  the  new  route,  for  which 
we  are  to  pay  a  sum  of  £45,000  per 
annum.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
matter.  I  have  made  no  statement  of 
facts  about  which  there  can  be  no  dis- 
pute. I  have  merely  quoted  the  reply 
of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  given 
last  night  to  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ejrkoaldy.  I 
know  that  in  these  days  there  is  a  ten- 
dency to  meet  statements  of  this  kind 
by  mere  contradictions ;  because  as  these 
contracts  are  not  considered  in  Com- 
mittee, there  is  no  opportunity  for  after 
restatement  and  proof ;  but  I  venture  to 
say  that  it  is  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  contradict  the  statements  which 
I  have  made.  I  do  not  intend  to  divide 
the  House  on  this  question,  and  will 
content  myself  by  giving  notice  that  I 
intend  next  Session  to  place  a  Motion 
on  the  Paper  with  reference  to  contracts 
of  this  kind,  with  a  view  of  having  them 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  oefore 
they  are  finally  accepted  by  the  Trea- 
sury, and  thus  we  may  relieve  the 
House  of  the  responsibility  which  now 
falls  upon  it. 

SiB  QEOBOE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy): I  entirely  disapprove  of  this 
contract.  I  think  it  is  most  extravagant 
and  unnecessary.  You  have  already  a 
perfectly  good  service,  and  I  do  not 
think  we  want  any  fresh  arrangement. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  contract  is  the 
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and  for  the  purposes  of  the  management  and 
maintenance  of  highway?,  and  tbe  adminis- 
tration of  the  laws  relating  to  pablio  health, 
the  following^  persons  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
County  Councillors ;  that  is  to  say,  one  repre- 
sentative from  a  Parochial  Board  of  each 
parish  comprised  or  partly  0om|>ri6ed  within 
the  county,  and  one  representative  of  each 
burgh  within  the  meaning  of  the  Roads  and 
Bridges  (Scotland)  Act,  1878,  where  the 
management  and  raainienance  of  the  high* 
ways  within  the  burgh  hav#,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  last-mentioned  Act,  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  county;  and  the  provisions  of 
the  immediately  preceding  Sub-section  shall 
apply  to  those  representatives/' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  THat  this  House  dotii  agree  with  the 
Ix>rds  in  the  said  Amendment." 

•  Mr.  CALDWELL :  This  Amendment 
makes  provision  for  the  powers  of  Dis- 
Met  Committees  in  counties  which  are 
not  subdivided;  in  which  case  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  Parochial  Board  are  to 
be  deemed  County  Councillors  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  with  all  the  powers 
of  Countj  Councillors.  Now  I  gather  that, 
under  this  Bill, women  may  be  members  of 
District  Committees  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil. There  is  this  disqualification,  that 
no  woman  shall  be  elected  a  County  Coun- 
cillor ;  but  there  is  a  proviso  that,  in  re- 
gard to  the  formation  of  District  Com- 
mittees, the  Parochial  Boards  and  certain 
burghs  are  to  appoint  representatives. 
There  is  no  restriction  whatever  as  to 
.the  character  of  these  representatives 
and  no  disqualification  in  the  case  of 
women.  The  effect  of  the  clause  intro- 
duced by  the  Lords  is  that,  where  there 
is  no  subdivision  of  a  county,  the  persons 
elected  by  the  Parochial  Boards  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  County  Councillors ;  and, 
therefore,  the  disqualification  of  women 
,will  come  in ;  and  the  rights  of  the  Pa- 
rochial Boards  in  sending  representatives 
tp  the  District  Committees  will  necessarily 
be  curtailed,  instead  of  having  extended 
to  them  the  full  rights  and  privileges  of 
County  Councillors  in  the  case  of  counties 
not  subdivided.  I  think  the  better  read- 
ing of  the  Amendment  would  be  "  that 
such  persons  shall  be  held  to  possess  the 
power  and  privileges  of  County  Council- 
lors,^' because  the  disqualification  does 
not  apply  to  the  original  appointment ; 
and  the  words  *'  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
County  Councillors  "  must  be  read  in  re- 
gard to  the  performance  of  the  duties, 
without  involving    a   restriction    that 


women  shall  not  be  appointed.  I  have  felt 
it  incumbent  upon  me  to  call  attention 
to  this  Amendment,  but  I  do  not  propose 
to  move  that  the  House  shall  disagree 
with  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  in  page  72,  line  17,  at 
end  of  Clause  119,  to  add  as  a  new  Skib- 
seetion : — 

"  (9)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Section,  ooimtj 
road  clerks  and  district  road  clerks  ihall  be 
deemed  to  be  existing  Officers." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  ihe 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  strongly  ob- 
ject  to  the  Amendment,  and  I  heg  to 
move  that  this  House  do  disagree  witii 
it.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  exceedingly 
like  a  job.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
the  Compensation  Clauses  of  this  Bill 
were  regarded  in  this  House  witli  rery 
great  suspicion.  In  my  opinion  they  are 
far  tok)  liberal  already ;  but,  accordmg  ta 
this  Amendment,  a  new  class  of  officers 
are  to  be  entitled  to  compensation.  These 
county  road  clerks  and  distric^i  road 
clerks  either  come  under  the  geoeial 
designation  of  officers  entitled  to  com- 
pensation, or  they  do  not.  If  they  do, 
they  are  entitled  under  Clause  118  to 
compensation ;  but  if  not,  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  accept  an  Amendment 
which  will  give  them  the  title. 

♦Mr.    SPEAKER:     Does    the   Bon. 
Glentleman  object  to  this  Amendmeni.^ 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes,  Sir. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mt  I  P- 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  This  is  a  vunt 
drafting  Amendment.  There  is  np 
doubt  of  the  fact  that  these  officers  are  in 
substance  "existing  officers,"  and  tbe 
Amendment  has  cmly  been  insetted  to 
make  the  matter  clear. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  What  tiie  Lorf 
Advocate  has  stated  is  quite  trae ;  bat  it 
is  equally  true  that  the  object  of  &t^ 
Amendment  is  to  give  these  offiotts  a 
right  to  compensation;  whereas  nndc^ 
the  Act  by  which  they  were  appointrf 
they  have  no  ri^t  to  compensatioH.  fc 
the  section  which  immediately  pw^** 
this,  it  is  declared  that  certain  cffiotf^ 
whose  offices  are  Kkely  to  be  aboW*** 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  compensate  ^ 
less  they  are  otherwise  entitled  to  <^ 
pensation,  and  this  is  an  alterations^ 
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was  slipped  in  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  accepted  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. We  were  taken  by  surprise,  and 
allowed  it  to  be  accepted.  I  shall  cer- 
tainly support  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
Friend  to  disagree  with  this  Amendment. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  63  ;   Noes 
23.— (Div.  List,  No.  317.) 

Bemainder  of  Lords'  Amendments 
agreed'  to. 

PUBUO  WORKS  LOANS   [REDEMPTION 
OF  ANNUITIES.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besolved — 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  aothorise  the  re- 
payment oat  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament  for  Naval  servioea,  and,  if  and  so 
far  as  those  moneys  are  inaafficient,  to  charge 
on  the  Consolidated  Fand  any  sums  advanced 
by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Rednotion  of  the 
^National  Debt  to  the  Admiralty  for  the  re- 
demption of  annaitiea  to  certain  Railway 
Companies  nnder  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  griijit  money  for  the  purpose  of 
certain  looal  loan?,  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  to  local  loanf." 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES. 
Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  VI. 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sam,  not  exceed!  og  £260,472,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoesflftfy  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  oonrse  of  payment  during  the  year 
endidg  oA  the  Slst  day  of  March  1890,  for 
Superannnation,  Reiired,  and  -  Compassionate 
AUowanoes  and  Gratuities  nnder  sundry 
Statutes,  and  for  Compassionate  Allo^apces 
and  Gratuities  awarded  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury." 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
think  we  have  gpreat  reason  to  complain 
that  so  veiy  impprtdnt  a  Vote,  involving 
senoQS  considerations,  which  received 
much  discnssion.  in  previons  Sessions, 
shonld  be  spnmg  npon  ns  in  this  irregakr 
way.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  is  anxious  to  make  pro- 
.gresa  with  the  Estimates^  but  he  gave  a 
distinct  pledge  some  time  ago,  whioh  I 
think  must  have  escaped  his  memory,  that^ 


excepting  the  Irish  Votes,  the  Estimates 
should  be  taken  in  their  regular  order. 
It  is  particularly  unfortunate  that  this 
Estimate  should  have  been  selected  for 
consideration  to-day  out  of  the  ordinary 
course,  seeing  that  the  Treasury  Minote 
in  relation  to  the  Civil  Service,  whicl^l 
believe  has  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  has 
not  yet  been  distributed  to  Members.  -  * 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TRBil- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  That 
Minute  has  no  reference  to  this  Vote.  -« 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  It  refers  to  tj>e 
medical  certificates  or  to  the  terms  upon 
which  superannuation  is  to  be  allowed.* 

♦Mb.  JACB:S0N  :  It  will  be  dealtwWi 
on  the  Superannuation  Bill.  ^ 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  think. '-if© 
ought  to  know  what  the  Goverhmeiit 
intend  to  do  before  these  Superannuatiim 
Allowances  are  voted.  What  I  wani^ 
know  is,  whether  this  Estimate  contains 
all  the  Superannuation  Allowances  we 
shall  be  asked  to  vote  this  year  ?'  JASt 
year  a  Su|^lementary  Estimate  was  pre- 
sented, and,  although  we  allowed  it-  'to 
pass,  it  certainly  contained  items  whieh 
were  open  to  criticism,  and  which  ought 
to  have  been  disallowed.  In  the  present 
case  I  wish  to  know  if  there  are  Super- 
annuation Allowances,  of  which  we  h»fe 
no  knowledge,  which  will  have  to  be 
paid  out  of  this  Vote  ?  Before  we  "go 
into  particulars,  I  hope  the  Secretary^  to 
the  Treasury  will  be  able  to  tell  '«b 
whether  it  is  a  fact,  or  not,  that  a  ge^ 
many  Annuities  and  Superannuati<m 
Allowances  have  been  granted,  the  v&- 
minal  list  of  which  does  not  appear  in 
the  papers  attached  to  this  Vote.       .*«'• 

♦Mr.  JACKSON  :  When  this  Vote  wais 
before  the  Committee  last  year  I  was 
asked  whether  the  list  attached  to  *tihe 
Estimate  contained  a  complete  list  o(  ttil 
the  Superannuations  granted  and  wHi^ 
were  paid  at  that  particular  time. .  4! 
explained  that  the  list  attached  to  Ihe 
Estimate  contained  particulars  of  all.tfie 
Superannuations  added  up  to  the  No* 
vember  previous.  I  also  explained  that 
it  had  been  the  custom  hitherto  to  pu^ 
lish  once  every  three  years  a  complete 
list  of  all  the  Superannuation  Allowance^ 
and  I  was  asked  whether  in  future  •! 
would  not  have  a  complete  list  publisli^ 
every  year*  I  replied  that  next  year  4s 
the  year  for  puMishing  a  Complete  «li]^, 
and  that  if  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Ci^ 
3  L2 
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miitee  that  a  complete  list  should  be 
pablished  every  year  I  would  see  whether 
^le  wish  could  be  g^tified.  The  list 
attached  to  the  present  Estimate  does 
aot  contain  every  Superannuation  Allow- 
aaoe ;  for  instance,  the  allowances  granted 
since  the  30th  of  November  do  not  appear 
in  the  list.  They  will  appear  next  year. 
Ab  I  have  said,  a  complete  list  will  be 
published  next  year.  I  think  there  is  no 
reason  beyond  the  labour  and  the  cost  of 
preparing  it  why  Uie  list  should  not  be 
given  every  year  in  a  complete  form. 

Sn  O.  CAMPBELL:  I  think  it  is 
necessary  we  should  have  a  complete  list 
M  Superannuation  Allowances  presented 
along  with  the  Estimate.  At  present  we 
«ily  know  what  Superannuations  are 
gfanted;  we  do  not  kiiow  whether  they 
are  rightly  or  wrongly  granted.  We  are 
asked  to  vote  some  Superannuations  now, 
and  not  to  know  anything  about  tiiem 
nntil  next  year,  when  it  will  be  too  late. 
The  whole  object  of  tiie  lists  attached  to 
tbe  Estimates  is  defeated,  because  Uiey 
are  out  of  date.  I  certainly  understood 
thai  the  result  of  the  discussion  last  year 
would  be  that  we  should  have  a  complete 
list  presented  with  the  Estimate. 

•Mb.  PLYNN  (Cork,  K) :  I  observe 
iliere  is  a  Superannuation  Allowance  of 
X256  5s.  to  Mr.   Clifford  Lloyd.    Mr. 
'Clifford  Lloyd's  age  is  given  as  41.    He 
/Served  only   11   years,  and  received  a 
.salary  of  close  upon  XI, 000.    But  the 
Obmmittee  know  that  this  gentleman  has 
ibeen  employed  in  the  Public   Service 
{.aiBoe  this  Superannuation  Allowance  ap- 
peared in  the  Estimate.     If  I  mistake 
not,  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd  was  employed  in 
.!^g^  since  he  was  supposed  to  have 
remed  from  the  Public  Service  on  ac- 
.oount  of  ill-health.    Besides,  he  has  been 
.^employed  in  the  Mauritius,  fomenting, 
as  lar  as  he  could,  disturbances  of  a  most 
trying  character  between  certain  of  the 
.oolonists  and  the  Governor,  Sir  John 
.Pope  Hennessy.     In  the  Mauritius  he 
was,  both  physically  and  mentally,  most 
tactive,  and  how  the  name  of  the  gentle- 
jnan  can  appear  in  the  Estimate  as  having 
been  retired  from  the  Public  Service  on 
aooount  of  ill-health  I  cannot  understand. 
If    the    gentleman's    name    appeared 
amongst  the  Compassionate  Allowance 
we  might  probably  understand  it.     I 
hope  it  will  not  appear  in  next  year's 
Bstimate,  because  if  it  does,  we  shall 
Mr.  Jacktvn 


have  to  inquire  why  we  find  Mr.  (Hiftvd 
Lloyd  in  the  Public  Service. 
•Mb.  JACKSON :  I  explamedihisita 
to  Uie  Committee  last  year.  It  is  true 
that  this  gentleman  retired  ihrough  ill- 
health.  It  is  true  that  after  he  ivm 
awarded  this  Superannuation  AHownoe 
his  health  apparently  improved,  and  b 
was  g^ven  fi«sh  employment,  bat  darbg 
the  time  he  was  employed  the  pension 
was  suspended.  His  health  broke  down 
again,  and,  of  course,  his  penskm  came 
into  force  again.  I  am  afraid  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  his  health  is  seriooslj 
impaired. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  This  case  piorw 
what  I  said. 
*Thb  FIBST  lord  0?  THE  TBEA. 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  SteA 
Westminster):  The  case  was  delated 
and  explained  last  year. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  That  is  what  I 
was  going  to  say.  The  pension  wai 
grranted  last  year,  and  yet  it  appean  in 
the  roll  of  this  year.  The  case  makei 
abundantly  clear  Uie  gross  ahnse  nude 
of  medical  certificates.  I  have  no  doobt 
Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd's  health  wa8,forf«!y 
good  reasons,  endangered  in  lreland,l)nt 
after  he  had  served  in  Egypt  and  the 
Mauritius,  he  was  allowed  to  go  back  on 
the  old  medical  certificate. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATOK  ((W«- 
bury):  Is  the  rijgrht  hon.  G«itieinin 
quite  confident  this  Superannuation  wai 
passed  last  year  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Tes. 
•SiB  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  hsTe  ano^ 
case  to  mention.  I  do  not  know  whMhw 
this  was  passed  last  year.  Itiatheo^ 
of  the  Hon.  Sir  W.  Stnari  He  *« 
served  only  14  years,  and  be  ie  ^ 
get  an  annuity  of  Xl,300.  The  c^ 
is  represented  by  a  blank.  It  »^ 
stated  to  be  ill-health :  no  canae  what- 
ever is  given.  I  should  liketoreccite 
some  explanation  of  this  grani 

Mb.  JACKSON :  This  Supertnn«J» 
AUowance  was  awarded  to  this  gentieo^ 

I  under  an  Act  which  governs  ^*P^*'*T 
pensions,  and  the  allowance  doaa  ^ 
exceed  the  amount  he  is  entitled  (a 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Ifl*^r^£ 
Is  there  an  Act  governing  ^tJJSi 
pensions  and  allowing  a  man  ^1»W*" 
year  after   14  years'  service!    Hf^ 
why  is  that  Act  not  stated  in  tiieprtF 
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colninn  f    I  beg  to  moTO  the  redaction 
of  the  Vote  by  £1,300. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
tx>  make  an  inquiry  concerning  two  pen- 
sions whick  caased  a  great  deal  of  interest 
in  Ireland — one  is  the  pension  allowed 

to  Mr.  Cornwall. 

The  chairman  :  A  Re8olution>a8 

l)een  mored  to  reduce  the  Vote  in  respect 

of  a  particular  pension. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £259,172, 
"be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (^S'tV 
George  Campbell.) 

• 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Shall  I  have  an 
opportunity  of  moving  other  reductions  ? 
Tab  CHAIRMAN :  Yes. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  There  are  two 
Tery  large  pensions  allowed  on  account 
of  abolition  of  office  in  the  Patent  Office. 
My  impression  is  that  there  was  some 
discussion  on  this  question  last  year,  but 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  pensions 
were  voted  last  year  or  not.  I  should 
like  some  explanation  of  this  abolition  of 
office  under  which  two  gentlemen  in 
the  prim«  of  life  receive,  one  a  pension 
of  £520,  and  the  other  a  pension  of 
J&300  6b.  8d. 

Mb.  JACE[S0N:  These  gentlemen 
were  retired  following  a  very  careful 
and  full  inquiry  by  a  Committee,  over 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wigtonshire  (Sir  H.  Maxwell)  presided. 
The  result  of  the  inquiry  and  the  result 
of  the  abolition  of  office  has  led  to  a  very 
large  saving  in  the  Patent  Office,  and,  I 
think,  to  a  more  efficient  dischai^e  of  the 
duties  of  the  Patent  Office.  I  believe  1 
explained  the  question  last  year. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  think  this 
question  was  more  or  less  before  the 
House  last  year,  and  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  letter  from  one  of  the  gentlemen  whose 
office  was  abolished. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  He  objected,  no 
doubt. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes ;  he  did  not 
want  to  be  abolished  at  all.  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  is  a  very  heavy  burden  to 
put  on  the  taxpayers,  but  I  will  not  press 
it  farther.  Now,  let  me  point  out  that 
there  is  an  extraordinary  epidemic 
of  ill-health  in  the  prison  establishments. 


I  find  a  long  list  of  gentlemen  who^ 
having  served  only  10  years,  are  retired, 
not  on  account  of  reorganisation  or  any 
change  made  in  prison  management,  but 
on  account  of  ill-health.  Take  the  case 
of  the  Rev.  R.  Bullock.  He  has  served 
10  years,  he  has  retired  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health,  and  he  has  been  awarded  a 
pension  of  £98.  Perhaps  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  will  tell  us  how  it 
happens  there  has  been  this  extra- 
ordinary epidemic  of  ill-health  amongst 
the  prison  officials  of  the  United 
Kingdom  f 

Mb.  JACKSON :  This  matter  I  en- 
deavoured  to  explain  clearly  the  last 
time  the  Vote  was  before  the  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  will  remember  tiiat 
under  the  Prisons  Act  the  pensions  to 
which  the  officers  who  served  under  the 
local  authority  and  took  service  under 
Government  were  entitled,  were  to  be 
apportioned,  according  to  the  service, 
partly  on  the  local  authority  and  partly 
on  the  Government.  The  gentleman 
whom  the  hon.  Member  has  mentioned 
is  58  years  of  age,  and  the  10  yean 
represent  his  services  undev  Govern- 
ment. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  admit  that 
explanation ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  attempted  to  explain  the  extra- 
ordinary epidemic  of  ill-health  amongst 
prison  officials. 

A  LORD  or  the  TREASURY  (Sir  H. 
Maxwsll,  Wigton) :  Perhaps  I  can  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation. Every  medical  certificate 
comes  before  me  before  the  pension  is 
granted.  In  all  these  cases  I  make  most 
particular  inquiries ;  in  fact,  a  pension  is 
not  granted  until  I  am  fully  satisfied  d 
the  bona  fides  of  the  case. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  done  his  duty,  but 
still  he  is  liable  to  be  deceived.  Were 
these  gentlemen  examined  by  a  public 
medical  officer? 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  Tcs,  all  of  them. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  Is  there  any  pension 
or  allowance  paid  to  G.  C.  ComwaD, 
formerly  the  S^retary  to  the  Post  Office 
in  Ireland  1  He  left  the  Service  under 
circumstances  of  a  most  extraordinary 
character  which 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  understand  the 
Post  Office  pensions  do.not  appear  in  this 
Vote  at  all. 
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Mr.  SEXTON:  Then  in^^the  case  of 
C?)rrie  Condon.  He  was  in  Dublin 
Castle,  and  left  the  Service  under 
circamstances  of  a  most  unprecedented 
character. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  told  he  has 
been  dead  two  years. 

Mr.  sexton  :  What  is  the  nature  of 
the  information  the  hon.  Gentleman 
possesses  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  have  it  on  the 
best  authority;  but  if  the  right  hen. 
Gejitleman  wishes  details,  I  will  get 
them. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Can  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  assure  us  that  the  payment  of  the 
pension  has  ceased  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes,  Sir. 

^IR  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  find  there  has 
been  an  immense  number  of  pensions 
granted  in  the  Courts  of  Justice.  A 
cleirk,  33  years  of  age,  received  a  salary 
of  £481.  He  served  11  years,  and  got  a 
pension  of  £61.  Another  clerk,  36  years 
of.  age,  received  a  pension  of  £185; 
another  clerk,  46  years  of  age,  was 
awarded  a  pension  of  £266 ;  another 
clerk,  50  y^ars  of  age,  got  £371 ;  and  all 
these  pensions  were  granted  on  the  ground 
of  reorganisation  of  office.  In  the  Board 
of  Trade  Department,  I  notice  many 
pensions  ranging  from  £200  to  £400, 
a^d  these,  too,  were  granted  on  the  ground 
of  reorganisation  of  the  Registry  Office. 

Mr.  JACKSON :  The  reorganisation 
of  the  Registry  Office  followed  upon  the 
Report  of  a  Committee,  and  I  belie.ve  the 
saving  was  from  £10,000  to  £12,000  a 
year.  I  believe  there  never  was  a  better 
reorganisation  of  an  Office.  The  work 
was  transferred  to  another  Department, 
with  the  result  I  have  stated.  Really,  if 
I  may  venture  to  say  so,  unless  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  willing  to  trust  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Department  and  their 
desire  to  carry  out  the  work  in  an 
ec^pnomic  way,  it  will  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  make  any  arrangements  at 
all  or  carry  out  any  reorganisation  for 
tfee  benefit  of  the  Public  Service.  The 
pajinents  made  in  these  instances  are 
such  as  the  recipients  can  fairly  claim ; 
they  are  not  exceptional  terms,  large 
fiivings  are  effected,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
the  work  of  the  Office  is  economically 
administered. . 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  am  not  willing 
io    trust  Government    officials    in    the 


matter,  for  I  know  what  gross  jobbery 
takes  place  in  regard  to  reoigamn- 
tion  of  Offices.  Men  are  retired  in  the 
prime  of  life,  others  are  promoted,  aed 
pensions  are  created.  What  is  whoUj 
lost  sight  of  is  the  principle  that  when  a 
man  in  the  prime  of  life  has  his  Office 
abolished  he  ought  to  be  found  emploj- 
ment  in  another  office ;  he  ought  not  to 
have  a  vested  right  to  compensation.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  say  there  is  a  esse  for 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote,  but  there  is 
much  in  it  that  requires  explanation,  and 
this  I  hope  another  year  it  will  receiTc. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  Nearij  aD 
the  men  are  60  years  of  age,  andldonoi 
see  how  you  can  take  these  clerks  and 
settle  them  in  a  new  office. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  They  are  ill 
ages,  from  33  upwards. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  £7,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  dw. 

3.  £65,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox)  :  I  must  say  I  think  there  is 
much  unfairness  in  the  manner  in  which 
Scotland  is  treated  this  year  as  conq»rcd 
with  England.  England  in  thd  current 
financial  year  has  not  only  the  probate 
duty  bat  the  licence  duty,  but  in  Scotland 
we  have  the  old  system  of  grants. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  raise  the  question  on  this  p•^ 
ticular  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

4.  £4,005,  to  complete  the  snin  iot 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. 

♦Mb.  FLYNN  :  I  observe  there  is  tn 
increase  of  £4,545  in  this  Vot»,  and 
as  indicating  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  pauper  lunatics,  this  affords  Kttle 
consolation  to  the  Irish  people.  Bnt 
I  caU  attention  to  the  Vote  for  the 
purpose  of  expressing  my  opinion  thit 
the  Treasury  would  not  be  c^ed  iiponto 
make  such  a  large  contribution^ 
asylums  had  more  eflScient  local  oontow- 
We  have  before  complained  d  the  ir^t 
of  local  representation  on  the  Board. 
Such  qiMsi  representation  as  there  B»^ 
by  nomination  of  the  Lords  lieutenaat  rf 
the  Counties. 

The  chairman  :  The  only  que^ 
before  the  Committee  is  the  grant  of  WO 
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sMllings  per  head  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  pauper  lunatics.  It  is  not 
possible  to  enter  into  the  question  of 
administration  or  control. 

♦Mb.  FLYNN  :  The  point  I  wished  to 
raise  was  that  the  contribution  would  not 
be  so  heavy  if  there  was  more  efficient 
control.  However,  I  will  call  attention 
to  the  subject  on  another  occasion  ;  it  is 
certainly  a  matter  that  deserves  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Treasury. 

.  Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr)  : 
Has  anything  been  done  in  relation  to 
the  question  which  was  raised  last  year 
or  the  year  before  as  to  the  boarding-out 
of  pauper  lunatics  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  remember  that  strong  recom- 
mendations were  made  in  that  direction. 
Mb.  JACKSON  :  There  have  been 
some  communications  on  the  subject.  I 
will  ascertain  and  give  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man every  information. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

5.  £7,658/  to  complete  the  sum   for 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  As  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
are  both  absent  it  might  be  convenient  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dover  to  give  us 
some  explanation  of  the  intention  of  the 
Gk>vemnient  in  regard  to  this  Vote.   The 
hon.    Gentleman    confines     himself   too 
much  to  correspondence.     We  should  be 
glad  io  have  a  "  taste  of  his  quality  "  in 
Debate.     I  consent  to  the  Vote  with  re- 
luctance, because  the  distribution  of  the 
grant  is  made  upon  a  scheme  settled  35 
years  ago,  and  which  bears  no  relation  to 
the  needs  of  the  City  of  Dublin  and  the 
relative  value  of  the  work  done  by  the 
hospitals. concerned.     It  will  be  found, 
on  reference  to  the  list  of  those  who  have 
local  knowledge,  that  it  is  an  antiquated 
settlement  and  does  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  to-day.     It  is  very  well  known 
that  the  Government  have  had  a  Bill  on 
the  stocks  for  some  time  for  a  capitalisa- 
tion and  redistribution  of  the  grant,  and 
we    have    waited     anxiously     for    the 
efEectuation  of  a  settlement.     Perhaps  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy  can  now  make 
some  decisive  announcement?     We  pay 
£^00  io   a   draftsman,  and  I  think  we 
may  claim  some  work    from   him.       I 
believe  a  Bill  has  been  partly  drawn  up 
and  that  its  provisions  substantially  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 


mission on  the  subject.  If  that  is  so  I 
assume  that  the  Bill  would  pass  witli 
general  assent,  certainly  with  the  assent 
of  Irish  Members.  I  understand  that  the 
persons  concerned  have  been  given  to 
understand  there  is  an  intention  to  pre-' 
sent  a  Bill,  and  only  this  morning  I  had 
a  letter  from  a  gentleman  interested, 
expressing  how  keenly  the  delay  is  felt. 
I  am  sure  I  may  appeal  to  the  com- 
passionate nature  of  the  Secretary  io  the 
Treasury,  and  I  would  press  him  to  even 
now  bring  in  the  Bill,  and  I  think  I  can 
assure  him  it  would  go  through  its 
various  stages  without  difficulty.  It  will 
be  a  small  concession  at  the  end  of  a 
Session  barren  of  results  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  may  say  that  I 
had  hoped  to  introduce  the  Bill  earlier 
in  the  Session ;  it  is  drafted,  and  I  believe 
just  about  ready,  t  will  endeavour,  after 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said, 
to  introduce  it,  and  try  to  pass  it,  this 
year.  Of  course  that  can  only  be  done 
if  the  Bill  receives  practically  the  unani- 
mous support  of  the  House. 

Dr.  CLARK:  If  there  is  anything 
that  Ireland  wants,  it  is  at  once  given. 
If  there  is  anything  Scotland  asks  for,  it 
is  at  once  refused.  Here  is  a  proposal  to 
grant  money  for  Irish  hospitals.  What 
is  the  claim  for  Imperial  money  to  be 
devoted  to  that  purpose,  while  in  Scot- 
land  and  in  England  we  have  to  depend 
on  our  local  subscriptions  ? 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  I  hope  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  will  introduce  the  Bill. 
I  am  sure  it  will  receive  general  assent. 
Do  not  let  him  be  deterred  by  the  fear 
of  the  opposition  of  my  hon.  Friend  near 
me.  I  think  I  may  undertake  that  he 
shall  be  taken  away  into  the  country. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  am  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  will  not  take  such  an  unjusti- 
fiable course  as  his  words  would  seem  to 
indicate.  I  am  sure,  looking  back  over 
a  period  of  10  years,  he  will  find  that 
by  votes  and  voice  Irish  Members  have 
always  supported  the  just  demands  of 
Scotland, — and  the  demands  of  Scotland 
are  always  just.  Never  have  we  inter- 
fered to  prevent  the  allocation  of  Im- 
perial money  to  Scotch  uses,  and  I  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  pursue  a  policy 
so  much  at  variance  to  that  we  have 
pursued  towards  Scotland,  and  disturb 
the  relations  between  Scotch  and  Irish 
Members  which  have  been  maintained 
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result   of  pressure    whicli    has    been 

brought  to  bear  upon  the  Government 

with  the  view  of  securing   additional 

traffic  for  this  Canadian  Pacific  route. 

I  think  my  hon.  Friend  was  in  error 

when   he  spoke  of  it  as  a  fortnightly 
service.    I  find    on  reference    to    the 
contract  that  the  sum  of  £60,000  is  to 
be  paid  for  a  monthly  mail  service  to 
China  and  Japan,  and  therefore  I  am 
induced  to  assert  that  it  is  the  most  ex- 
travagant   contract    which     the    Post 
Office  has  ever  yet  made.    Eegarding 
the  time  which  will  be  occupied  by  the 
alternative  routes,  I  think  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  must  have  considerably 
stretched  the  matter   in  favour  of  the 
Western  route.    If  he  will  look  at  the 
date   at    which    the    Peninsular     and 
Oriental  Company  have    bound  them- 
selves   to  deliver  the    mail    at  Hong 
KoDg  and  Shanghai,  I   think  he  will 
find  that  I  am  correct  in  this  sugges- 
tion.   I  fancy,  also,  that  he  has  only  al- 
lowed   five    and    a    half  days  for  the 
carriage  of  the  mails  across  the  Atlantic, 
and  he  has  not  taken  into  consideration 
the  stoppages  which  are  likely  to  occur 
there.     In  fact,   to  my    mind,    if  this 
contract  is  to  be  carried  out  in  the  time 
he  has  suggested,  it  will  involve    the 
establishment    of    a    regular     service 
across  the  Atlantic  in  connection  with 
it.    No  doubt    the  quicker   service  to 
Japan  will  be  a  considerable  advantage, 
but,   after  all,  it  is    a    comparatively 
small  service,  and  certainly  not  worth 
while  our  paying  £46,000  a  year  for  it. 
As  regards  China  you  have  an  alterna- 
tive route  for  mails,  and  I  do  not  think 
you  will  get  them  carried  a  bit  quicker 
than  you  do  now  by  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Company.    I  know  we  have 
been  told  that  this  new  route  will  be  of 
advantage  to  us  for  naval  and  militai^ 
purposes,  but  I  ask  where  does    this 
advantage  come  iu,  unless,  indeed,  we 
propose  to  invade  Japan,  which  I  hope 
we  shall  never  attempt?    A  suggestion 
has  also  been  made  that  it  affords  an 
alternative  route  to  India.    I  deny  that 
there  would  be  auy  advantage  in  that 
respect.     I  think  that  so  long  as  we 
retain  command  of  the  seas  we  shall 
find  that  the  route  we  possess  around 
the  Cape  of  (}ood  Hope  will  perfectly 
well  meet  all  our  requirements,  and  it 
is  utterly  absurd  and  ridiculous  to  sup- 
pose that  we  should  ever  require  to  send 
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our  troops  by  this  new  Western  route, 
I  think  the  manner  in  which  this  oon- 
tract  has  been  pressed  upon  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Government  conetitutea  a 
great  abuse  of  the  Forms  of  the  House, 
and  I  think  it  is  also  an  equal  abiue 
that  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  when 
we  have  a  rule  which  stops  ordinaij 
business  at  12  o'clock,  we  should  be 
enabled  to  vote  away  the  money  of  die 
nation.  We  know  it  is  quite  impowible  to 
fully  discuss  these  matters  at  this  period 
of  the  night,  and  I  desire  to  enter  my 
very  strong  protest  against  the  ooune 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  Gotem- 
ment.  I  told  this  route  to  betotillj 
unnecessary.  We  know  it  is  not 
required  for  postal  purposes ;  and  lor 
naval  and  military  purposes  I  contend 
it  would  be  utterly  useless,  unlees  we 
ever  intend  to  invade  China  and  J^pan, 
and  that  I  hope  we  never  shall  do. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolved — 

"  That  the  Contract  with  the  CanidiMi  P»a& 
RaUway  Company,  dated  the  I6th  day  <« j^ 
1889,  for  the  conveyance  of  Her  MijeKfi 
Mails,  Troops,  and  Stores  between  Hahf  *  « 
Quebec  and  Hong  Kong,  and  for  thehirewfl 
purchase  of  Vessels  as  Cruisers  or  Tr&Mpjnj| 
printed  in  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  26»,» 
Session  1889,  be  approved."— (Hr.  /wttw.) 

CIVIL  ESTABUSHMKNTS  (BOTALOOH. 

MISSION.) 

Copy  ordered — 
^  "  Of  Treasury  Minute,  dated  the  1^*^^ 
August  1889.  upon  the  Second  Beport  dW 
Royal  Commission  on  CivU  EstabliiJia»»  ' 
{Mr.  ChanetUor  of  the  Esehequer,) 

Copy  presented  aooordingly;  to  ^« 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  prinwl. 
[No.  330.] 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  [REDBMPnO^ 

OF  ANNTjrriBa] 

*  Committee  to  consider  of  ^^'^^''^SS?! 
repayment  out  of  moneys  to  be  P^jkW  ^ 
piUament  for  Naval  Services,  and, «  ■o^" 
those  moneys  are  insufficient,  of  c^'*'^^  al 
Consolidated  Fund  any  sums  advanced  W^ 
Commisaoners  for  the  Reductoon  «J" 
National  Debt  to  the  Admiralty  for  t«J*|^2 
tion  of  annuities  to  certoin  Railway  Oof?^ 
under  any  Act  of  the  present  Qeemoa.  yP^J 
money  for  the  purpose  of  certoin  ^,^2 
and  for.  other  purposes  relating  to  "JJ  "Ir 
(Queen's     Recommendation     ngeaeoff 
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aion  which  expires  this  year.     Hiere  is 
the  ppcaliar  circumstance  that  while  the 
Commission  expires  this  rear,  important 
alterations  will  be  made  m  the  schemes 
they  hare  passed,  and  it  is  desirable  that 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  should 
be  called  to  the  effect  of  the  changes  that 
will    take   place  within  the  next  few 
months  in  order  that  thej  may  advise 
the  Education  Department  before  they 
cease  to  hold  office.     The  Committee  is 
aware  of  the  changes  effected  by  the 
granting  of  free  education  under  the 
Local  Government  Act  for  Scotland,  and 
very  important  changes  will  take  place 
as    regards  a  number   of   endowment 
schemes.    The  Act  provides  that  where 
a  sdieme  provides  the  payment  of  fees 
for    elementary    education,    henceforth 
secondary  education  shall  be  provided  in 
its  place,  but  the  point  upon  which  the 
Local  Gfovemment  Act  does  not  make 
provision,  and  to  which  it  is  necess&ry 
the  Commissioners  should  have  regard, 
is  that  under  certain  schemes  passed  by 
the  Education  Commission,  there  are  cer- 
tain secondary  schools  which  have  pri- 
mary as  well  as  secondary  education.  It 
is  obvious  that  some  change  will  be  neces- 
sary, owing  to  the  institution  of  free 
education.    Every  parent  in  Scotland  is 
entitled  to  have  his  child  educated  free 
of  fee  up  to  Standard  5.     But  while  this 
is  the  case  there  will  be  several  schools 
in  existence  having  primary  departments, 
which  will  be  giving  primary  education 
at  the  expense  of  endowments,  performing 
work  that  onght  to  be  done  by  the  State. 
So  there  will  be  this  position :   that  the 
richest  man  can  have  his  child  educated 
for  nothing  at  a  State-aided  school,  while 
a  certain  class  of  people,  foundationers 
under  educational  endowment  schemes, 
who  are  entitled  to  free  education  on 
elementary  subjects  in    schools    under 
State  assistance,  will  be  required  to  go 
before  the  Parochial  Boardfor  the  purpose 
of  getting  education  for  their  children  in 
educational     endowment     schools.      It 
cannot  be  said  that    the    children    of 
persons    requiring    assistance    for    the 
education  of  their  families  should  have 
special  privileges  over  the  richer  mem- 
bers    of     the     community.       To    my 
mind  there  should  be  a  primary  school 
attached  to  each  secondary  school  under 
educational     endowmenl      There    are 
reasons  for  this  which  only  require  to  be 


stated  to  command  universal  acceptance* 
For  instance,  it  is  of  great  importance 
that  the  secondary  schools  should  have 
a  foresight  of  the  primary  education  of 
those  who  afterwards  come  to  them. 
Another  reason  is,  that  where  the  schools 
are  separate,  parents,  as  a  rule,  when  the 
children  leave  the  primaiy  school,  do  not 
care  to  send  them  to  the  secondary 
school.  When  the  primary  school  is  done 
with,  the  chances  are  that  the  parent  will 
take  the  child  away  altogether ;  whereas^ 
if  the  secondary  school  is  attached  to  the 
primary,  the  parent  will  not  take  the 
child  away.     [Cries  of  "  Divide  !"] 

Ths  chairman  :  I  do  not  see  how 
the  hon.  Member  connects  his  ob^rva^ 
tions  with  the  Vote. 

Mb.  CALDWEUj  :  These  schemes  are 
at  present  under  the  charge  of  the  Edu* 
cation  Endowment  CommissioAcrs.  A 
change  has  taken  place  which  they  wiD 
have  to  consider  in  order  to  see  what 
effect  it  will  have  on  the  schemes  under 
their  control,  and 

•The  president  of  the  BOARD  op 
TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Beach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  hon* 
Member  is  in  order  in  going  into  detail 
as  to  these  schemes  1 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  understand  he 
is  asking  for  an  explanation. 

Mb.  CALDWELL:  The  Educational 
Endowment  Commissioners  have  only 
three  or  four  months  longer  to  work. 
It  is  stated  in  a  note  here  that  they 
will  have  to  advise  the  Department 
as  to  the  adjustment  of  the  schemes 
already  submitted,  and  what  I  wanted  to 
bring  out  was,  that  before  the  Commis- 
sioners quitted  office  they  should  have 
regard  to  the  change  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  and  be  prepared  with  what 
alterations  they  think  it  desirable  to 
recommend.  It  is  plain  that  the  Com* 
missioners  are  still  in  office 

Me.  JACKSON  :  They  are  not  paid. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  No ;  but  the  work 
of  this  office  comes  under  the  present  Vote .. 
The  question  is,  whether  the  matter  I 
was  referring  to  comes  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  Commissioners.  Unless 
some  change  is  effected  before  the  Coin- 
missioners  leave  office,  these  schools  may 
be  injuriously  affected. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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and  for  the  purposes  of  the  management  and 
maintenance  of  highway?,  and  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  laws  relating  to  public  health, 
the  following^  persons  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
County  Councillors ;  that  is  to  say,  one  repre- 
sentative from  a  Parochial  Board  of  each 
parish  comprised  or  partly  oompriBed  wittiln 
the  county,  and  one  representacive  of  each 
borgh  within  the  meaning  of  the  Roads  and 
Bridges  (Scotland)  Act,  1678,  where  the 
management  and  raainienaiice  of  the  high* 
ways  within  the  burgh  have,  under  the  pro^ 
visions  of  the  last-mentioned  Act,  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  county;  and  the  provisions  of 
the  immediately  preceding  8ub-8ection  shall 
apply  to  those  representatives." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  tiiis  House  dotii  agree  witii  the 
Ix>rds  in  the  said  Amendment." 

.  Mr.  CALDWELL :  This  Amendment 
makes  proyision  for  the  powers  of  Dis- 
trict Committees  in  counties  which  are 
not  subdivided;  in  which  case  the  repre- 
sentatiyes  of  the  Parochial  Board  are  to 
be  deemed  County  Councillors  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Act,  with  all  the  powers 
of  Countj  Councillors.  Now  I  gather  that, 
under  thisBill,women  may  be  members  of 
District  Committees  of  the  County  Coun- 
cil. There  is  this  disqualification,  that 
no  woman  shall  be  elected  a  County  Coun- 
cillor ;  but  there  is  a  proviso  that,  in  re- 
gard to  the  formation  of  District  Com- 
mittees, the  Parochial  Boards  and  certain 
burghs  are  to  appoint  reiwesentativee. 
There  is  no  restriction  whatever  as  to 
.the  character  of  these  representatives 
and  no  disqualification  in  the  case  of 
women.  The  effect  of  the  clause  intro- 
duced by  the  Lords  is  that,  where  there 
is  no  subdivision  of  a  county,  the  persons 
elected  by  the  Parochial  Bo{u:d8  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  County  Councillors ;  and, 
therefore,  the  disqualification  of  women 
,will  come  in ;  and  the  rights  of  the  Pa- 
rochial Boards  in  sending  representatives 
tp  the  District  Committees  will  necessarily 
be  curtailed,  instead  of  having  extended 
to  them  the  full  rights  and  privileges  of 
County  Councillors  in  the  case  of  countids 
not  subdivided.  I  think  the  better  read- 
ing of  the  Amendment  would  be  "  that 
such  persons  shall  be  held  to  possess  the 
power  and  privileges  of  County  Council- 
lors," because  the  disqualification  does 
«ot  apply  to  the  original  appointment ; 
and  the  words  "  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
County  Councillors  "  must  be  read  in  re- 
gard  to  the  performance  of  the  duties, 
without  involving    a   restriction    that 


women  shall  not  be  appointed.  I  have  felt 
it  incumbent  upon  me  to  call  attention 
to  this  Amendment,  but  I  do  not  propose 
to  move  that  the  House  shall  disagree 
with  it. 

Queslion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  in  page  JIJ,  Une  17,  at 
end  of  Clause  119,  to  add  as  a  new  Sub- 
section:— 

"  (9)  For  the  purposee  of  this  Section,  ooostj 
road  clerkfl  and  district  road  clerkg  ihAll  hi 
deemed  to  be  existing  Officers." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  this  House  doth  agree  widi  the 
Lords  in  the  said  Amendment." 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  strongly  ob- 
ject  to  the  Amendment,  and  1  beg  to 
move  that  this  House  do  disagree  witii 
it.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  exceedingly 
like  a  job.  It  will  be  remembered  ^i 
the  Compensation  Clauses  of  this  BUI 
were  regarded  in  this  House  with  rery 
great  suspicion.  In  my  opinion  tbej  are 
far  too  liberal  already ;  but,  according  to 
this  Amendment,  a  new  class  of  officers 
are  to  be  entitled  to  compensation.  These 
county  road  clerks  and  distrioi  mad 
clerks  either  come  under  the  genenl 
designation  of  officers  entitled  to  com* 
pensatioD,  or  they  do  not.  If  they  do, 
they  are  entitled  under  Clanse  IIS  to 
compensation ;  but  if  not,  I  do  not  see 
why  we  should  accept  an  Amendment 
which  will  give  them  the  title. 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  object  to  this  Amendment? 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  Yes,  Sir. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J  P- 
B.  Robertson,  Bute) :  This  is  a  n^ 
drafting  Amendment.  There  is  ^ 
doubt  of  the  fact  that  these  officers  an  is 
substance  "existing  officers,"  and  ^ 
Amendment  has  only  been  inserted  to 
make  the  matter  clear. 

Mr.  CALDWELL :  What  the  hfti 
Advocate  has  stated  is  quite  true ;  bat  it 
is  equally  true  that  the  object  d  m 
Amendment  is  to  give  these  offiotts  a 
right  to  compensation ;  whereas  lad^ 
the  Act  by  which  they  were  appoiw 
they  have  no  ri^t  to  compensation-  *** 
the  section  which  immediately  Ihwcs 
this,  it  is  declared  that  certwn  ofi*J 
whose  offices  are  Kkely  to  be  aboM*"' 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  compensatisii  W* 
less  they  are  otherwise  entitled  *^j2" 
pensation,  and  this  is  an  alterati«»  ^^'^ 
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rrhere  was  something  snspkioas  in  the 
fact  that  the  fragment  was  not  found 
nntU  some  days  after  the  burglary.  The 
Judge,  unfortunately,  stopped  this  evi- 
dence, saying  that  the  button  attached 
to  t^e  cloth  did  not  correspond  with  the 
other  buttons  on  the  trousers.  It  now 
turns  out  that  there  was  a  tailor  who 
comld  have  proved  that  the  piece  of  cloth 
,came  out  of  the  prisoner's  trousers,  but 
he  says  it  was  not  torn  out  but  cut  out. 
[Either  this  evidence  as  to  the  piece  of 
cloth  was  true  or  concocted,  and  the 
Judge  should  have  gone  into  it.  No 
doubt  the  Judge  did  his  duty  as  he 
thought ;  the  men  were  found  guilty, 
and  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
They  protested  their  innocence,  but  no 
one  paid  any  attention  to  them,  and  the 
thing  was  forgotten  for  many  years,  until 
a  young  and  rising  lawyer  took  the  case 
in  hand.  He  seemed  to  have  some  reason 
to  suppose  that  these  men  were  innocent 
and  that  others  were  guilty.  He  put 
himself  into  communication  with  a  clergy- 
man named  Perry,  and  I  believe  that 
that  gentleman  did  excellent  service,  and 
did  his  best  to  get  at  the  truth.  Mr. 
Perry  seems  to  have  got  a  confession 
from  two  men,  and  I  commend  this 
gentleman  for  having  obtained  it,  al- 
though I  must  say  I  think  he  was  rather 
wanting  in  discretion  in  trying  to  make 
too  much  capital  out  of  these  men  from  a 
religious  point  of  view.  He  not  only  got 
the  confession  for  the  sake  of  the  release  of 
the  other  men,  but  he  paraded  the  men 
who  confessed  as  Christian  martyrs  of 
the  highest  degree  of  virtue.  They 
went  about  with  petitions  in  favour  of 
the  two  men  in  prison  ;  they  were  petted 
and  feted^  and  high  teas  were  given 
to  them,  and  they  were  induced  to 
make  a  formal  confession.  From  subse- 
quent proceedings  it  appears  that  these 
men  asserted  most  positively  that  they 
were  induced  to  make  their  confes- 
sion on  a  promise  that  they  would  not 
be  punished.  It  seems,  therefore,  from 
their  own  account,  that  these  men 
are  not  such  high  -  class  Christian 
martyrs  after  all,  their  confession  having, 
as  they  say,  been  made  in  the  belief  that 
they  would  not  be  punished.  They  are  very 
much  aggrieved  that  they  have  received 
punishment.  They  do  not  seem  satis- 
fied with  immunity  from  punishment 
hereafter,  but  think  they  ought  not  to 


I  have  five  years*  penal  servitude  in  this 
world.  These  men  having  confessed, 
their  confession  involved  the  existence 
of  a  gross  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  the 
local  police,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
ought  to  have  been  a  thorough  and  com- 
plete inquiry  into  all  the  circumstances. 
It  was  within  the  power  of  the  Judge 
who  tried  the  case  to  have  insisted  that 
there  should  be  a  full  inquiry  notwith- 
standing the  confession  of  these  men. 
The  Home  Secretary  only  made  a 
private  inquiry,  and  upon  the  strength  of 
that  inquiry  he  awarded  Brannsghan 
and  Murphy  £800  each.  I  consider  that 
under  any  circumstances  the  compensa- 
tion awarded  is  excessive,  and  especially 
so  when  it  was  given  without  the  case 
having  been  probed  to  the  bottom.  A 
great  many  people  believe  that  the  con- 
fession was  not  a  true  confession,  but  the 
result  of  a  conspiracy.  The  people  in  the 
locality  assert  that  there  is  not  much  to 
choose  between  the  first  two  men  and  the 
second  two — that  they  are  all  notoriously 
bad  characters — and  that  it  is  possible 
that  the  hope  of  getting  a  portion  of  the 
compensbticMi  money  induced  the  confes- 
sion. It  is  not  true  that  the  men  who 
made  it  were  told  that  if  they  only  con- 
fessed they  would  escape  all  punishment. 
It  would  have  been  very  much  better  if 
the  Judge,  instead  of  accepting  the  plea 
of  guilty,  had  insisted  on  going  into  the 
evidence,  and  had  not  left  the  matter  to 
the  action  of  the  Home  Secretaryin  grant- 
ing  a  private  inquiry.  '^Subsequently,  the 
Government's  method  of  clearing  up  the 
matter  was  to  charge  the  police  ^ith  con- 
spiracy and  prosecute  them  on  that  charge. 
It  is  always  a  diflBcult  matter  some  years 
afterwards  to  bring  a  case  of  this  kind 
home  to  the  guilty  parties,  and  again,  in 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  the  police  in  the 
matter,  it  appears  to  me  that  in  connec- 
tion with  the  trial  of  these  policemen 
there  has  not  been  a  real  and  a  thorough 
inquiry.  The  two  most  important  wit 
nesses  who  could  have  thrown  light 
upon  the  subject  were  not  called — the 
lawyer  who  first  obtained  a  clue  to  the 
confession,  and  the  clergyman,  the  Bev. 
Mr.  Perry,  through  whose  means  the  con- 
fession was  obtained.  Mr.  Perry  was 
subpoenaed,  but  never  examined,  the 
prosecution  apparently  thinking  that 
prejudice  might  be  thrown  upon  the  case 
in  consequence  of  the  religious  element 
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which  had  been  introduced  into  it.     I 
have  no  hesitation  in  sajing  that  in  the 
public  interest  Mr.  Perry  ought  to  have 
been  examined,  and  the  whole  case  gone 
into  thoroughly.  The  Judge  in  his  charge 
took  a  rerj  strong  view  adverse  to  the 
case  of  the  prosecution,  and  indicated  his 
opinion  that  the  allegations  had  not  been 
xnade  out.     I  certainly  think  a  very 
great  injustice  was  done  to  the  Bev.  Mr. 
Perry,  who  was  not  called,  when  the 
Judge  most -plainly  cast  upon  him  an 
extremely  offensive  aspersion,   on    the 
strength  of  what  was  said  by  one  of  the 
burgkkrs  who  came  forward  to  give  evi- 
dence. The  Judge  suggested  that  it  was  a 
very  great  pity  that  a  man  in  the  position 
of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Perry  should  have  tried  to 
extort  a  confession  by  the  suggestion  that 
if  the  man  confessed  he  would  be  re- 
lieved from  a  charge  of  murder  which 
he  was  alleged  to  have  committed  some 
time  previously.     The  result  was  that 
after  the  Judge's  Charge  at  the  trial,  the 
police  were  not  only  acquitted,  but  were 
acquitted  triumphantly,  and  actually  had 
an  address  written  on  vellum  voted  to 
them  by  the  Magistrates.    My  opinion  is 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  is  probably  right  in  believing 
that  the  police  concocted  the  case,  which 
was  a  very  serious  one ;  and  it  is  to  be 
reg^ttsd  that  there  was  not  a  thorough 
investigation  by  which  the  real  facts 
could  have  been  made  apparent.     I  also 
think   it    is    dangerous    in  a  case  like 
this  to  give  a  very  large  amount  in  the 
shape  of  compensation.      The  moral  I 
draw  from  the  case  is  that  we  are  bound 
to  entertain  very  considerable  doubt  as 
to  the  excellence  or  superiority  of  our 
police  system  and  our  method  of  police 
administration,  and,  in  addition  to  this, 
I  think  we  cannot  but  regret  the  want 
of  a  system  of  public  prosecution  such  as 
prevails  in  other  countries.     There  are 
certain  l^al  saws  which  are  accepted  in 
England  almost  as  if  they  came  from 
Heaven,  and  one  of  them  is  that  the  police 
system  of  this  country  is  almost  perfect, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  amount  of 
prejudice  which  pervades  the  English 
mind  on  this  subject  is  spreading  to  our 
possessions  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
and  has  already  manifested  itself    in 
India.     In  former  days,  the  police  in 
India  were  a  judicial  police,  such  as  we 
see  in  France ;  but  now  that  system  has 
Sir  G.  Campbell 


been  changed,  and  the  English  system 
substituted,  and  it  often  happens  ^  in 
cases  before  the  Courts  the  Judge  is  w^ 
to  reverse  convictions  obtained  by  the 
police.  Under  the  circumstanoes  I  bate 
stated,  and  because  I  believe  the  ooin« 
pensation  in  the  case  under  diacniiioii 
has  been  excessive,  I  now  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £600. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,748,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service."  —  (^^tr 
George  Campbell.) 

Sib  J.    SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  :  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  no* 
persist  in  his  Amen^bnent,  because,  in  mT 
opinion,  the  whole  case  is  surrounded  with 
suspicion,  not  only  in  regard  to  the  men 
who  have  been  released,  but  witii  reference 
to  those  who  are  now  in  prison.   Then  u 
a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  part  of  the 
country  in  which  the   occurrence  took 
place  that  the  boots  were   taken  and 
pressed  into  the  ground  before  the  oflti 
were    made ;   and  I  would   suggest  to 
the  right    hon.   Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  it  would  not  be  wdl 
to  take  into  consideration  the  proprietj 
of  releasing  the  men  who  are  now  in 
prison.      It  is  known    that  there  »» 
strong  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  potoi» 
regard  to  a  comrade  who  was  mxadatd 
a  few  months  before ;  and  there  is  »  pre- 
valent belief  that  to  a  great  extent  tbe 
evidence  in  the  case  against  the  men  wis 
concocted, — that,  in  point  of  hd,  the» 
was  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  thepooe^ 
and  more  particularly  on  the  psrt  of  m» 
Inspector,  who  is  now  dead.    The  whcle 
thing  is  tinged  with  a  suspicion  d  pw* 
jury  as  against  those  men  who  sre  eop- 
posed  to  have  taken  part  in  the  mnrdtf 
of  a  few  months  before,  and  who  are  now 
in  prison  on  their  own  confession.    1 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  witiidi»wj*e 
Amendment,   and    that    Her  Maje^* 
Government  will  take  into  Iheir  senooB 
consideration  the  advisability  of  rdeeffljf 
those  men  before  the  expiration  jrf  «** 
sentence  of  five  years'  penal  servitnoe. 

Sib  G. CAMPBELL:  Idonotwaatto 
press  the  case  further,  except  as  toOBJ 
point.  I  do  not  think  the  GoTennB» 
are  acting  very  decently  in  not  Bapfg* 
word  on  this  question.  TheoaBeii«^ 
tainly  an  extraordinary  one,  a*^^ 
justice  to  the  clergyman  irf»  *•  ■*' 


reftmd  to,  I  do  ask  Her  Uajestj'a 
Qormaaeot  to  nj  thvra  ia  no  jnatification 
fwimpotingto  him  the  conduct  which 
fau  bean  tUtSftA  against  him.  I  believe 
there  is  ground  for  ralleTing  him  of  tlie 
imputation. 

•THi  UNDER  SECRET  ABT  of  STATE 
FOB  lEE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Stoam  Wobtlet,  Hnllam,  Sheffield)  :  The 
Conunittee  should  onderstand  that,  at  the 
trial  of  the  policemen,  the  two  men  now 
in  gaol  (EgdeU  and  Richardson)  were 
themselres  called  and  eroes-examined, 
and  &tj  then  volnntarilj  incriminated 
themselves  as  to  their  share  in  tlie 
transaction  referred  to.  At  that  trial 
the  evidence  of  the  clergyman  sa  to 
Egdell'B  and  Bichardson's  confessions 
would  not  have  been  admissible,  and 
accordinglj  he  was  not  called;  and 
xtnseqiientlf,  anjihing  that  may  have 
seen     snggested     agsinst     him     ought 

0  be  disomnted  by  the  recollection  of 
hat  circnmstance.  I  am  glad  that,  npon 
be  whole,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
{ember  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  0.  Campbell) 
liinks  that  the  balance  of  probability  is 

1  favour  of  the  soppositian  that  && 
[g'ht  remit  was  arrived  at. 

"De.  CIiABK  (Caithnees) :  I  only  rise 
IT  the  pnrpose  of  suggesting  that  inquiry 
loald  be  made  by  the  Home  Office  into 
le  action  of  the  Magistrates,  and  aa  to 
hether  any  conspiracy  really  existed. 
)  it  is,  the  whole  matter  is  in  a  very 
AitiB&ctory  position. 
Bf otjon,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

.2.  ^£1,859,  Bepayment  to  the  Local 
tzu  Fond. 

3.  .£4,607,  O'Reniy  Dease  Bstote. 

4.  £1,885,  Croften'  Colonintion 
vuioes  in  Aid). 

<R.  CIiABK:  I  think  we  ought  to 
9  an  assurance  that  there  shall  be  no 
s  money  spent  in  sending  out  crofters 
cotters  during  the  present  year. 
B.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  This 
ey  is  required  ander  what  was  pre- 
uy  resoWed  upon,  and  no  farther 
nditnre    will  at  present  be  called 


Bbvbnuk  Depibthekts. 

15.  £4,792,553,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Post  Office. 

MB.HElfNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  only  beard  this  morning  that 
the  Post  Office  Vote  would  be  submitted 
to-day,  and  I  think  we  have  some  cause 
to  complain  that  there  should  have  been 
so  little  notice.  I  shall,  however,  endea- 
vour to  deal  with  those  matteis  on  which 
I  think  it  necessary  to  comment,  and,  in 
the  first  place,  will  direct  attention  to 
home  matters.  Numerous  complaints 
have  beeu  made  to  the  Fostmastor 
General  with  regard  to  the  charge  for 
halfpenny  post-cards.  These  post-cards, 
instead  of  being  sold  at  one  halfpenny 
each,  are  now  sold  at  three  farthings. 
Four  years  ago,  I  directed  attention  to 
the  matter,  and  the  answer  I  then  got 
was,  that  the  poet-cards  could  not  be 
sold  at  less  than  three  farthings,  because 
d  the  expense  of  the  Stationery  Depart- 
ment and  the  large  sum  that  had  to  be 
paid  to  Messrs.  De  b  Rue  &  Co.  Never- 
theless, I  set  to  work  on  the  matter,  and, 
aftor  many  evasions,  managed  to  rouse 
public  attention  to  the  De  la  Rue  con- 
tnct,  with  the  result  that,  not  only  was 
that  contract  determined,  but  a  Baving 
of  £40,000  or  £50,000  a  year  vras  ef- 
fected. It  might  have  been  expected 
that  we  should  get  past-cards  at  their 
faced  value.  The  Postmaster  Qeneral 
now  sells  them  at  10  for  6d.,  instead  of 
9  for  6d. ;  whereas,  in  every  country  on 
the  Continent, — in  France,  Germany, 
aud  Austria,  at  least, — they  can  be  pur* 
chased  at  their  faced  value.  When  I 
asked  the  Postmastor  General  why  he 
did  not  introduce  these  cards  at  their 
faced  valne,  he  said  there  was  a  loss  on 
the  halfpenny  postage,  and  he  could  not 
afford  to  take  that  course.  Now,  I  assert 
that  the  halfpenny  rate  does  pay,  and 
therewBS  evidence  tothat  efiect  before  ^le 
Committee  which  sat  on  the  subject.  It 
contribntefl  to  the  three  millions  of  profit 
that  is  made  hj  the  Post  Office.  The 
Postmaster  Qeneral  has  admitted  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  delivery  of  a  letter  is 
one-eighth  of  a  penny,  or  half  a  farbhing. 
That  estimate  has  been  given  again  and 
again  by  pieTions  Postmasters  General ; 
consequently,  I  say  a  halfpenny   rate 
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papers  are  now  sold  at  a  halfpenny  eacb, 
and  in  some  cases  the  proprietors  make 
very  large  profits.     They  not  only  pay 
for  and  print  the  paper,  but  they  are  pnt 
to  other  and  heavy  costs  in  producing 
them,  and  in  addressing  and  delivering 
them,  notwitjjStanding  which  they  make 
large  profits.     How,  then,  with  the  enor- 
mous sale  of  post  cards  that  is  taking  place 
throughout  the  country,  can  the  Post- 
master General  say  they  do  not  pay? 
The  halfpenny    postage    pays  in  every 
other  country  in  the  world.     In  many 
countries  the    postage   on    circulars    is 
considerably  less  than  a  halfpenny,  and 
yet  there  is  no  complaint  that  it  does  not 
pay.      The  Postmaster   General  should 
not,  therefore,  say, — as  he  stated  in  the 
House  quite   recently, — that  the    half- 
psnny  postage   does    not  pay,    without 
being   prepared  with   evidence  to  prove 
his  case.     I  asked  him,  a  few  weeks  ago, 
wrhat  evidence  he  had  to  support  his  con- 
tention, and  he  failed  to  mention  any. 
There  is  another  complaint  about  these 
halfpenny     post-cards.       Some     shop- 
keepers used  to  send  a  large  number  of 
cards  to  the  Inland  Revenue  Office,  and 
get  the  halfpenny  stamps  put  upon  them 
for  1«.  6d.  per  1,000,  and  they  used  to 
charge   the   public   6Jd.   a  dozen.     The 
Inland  Revenue,  to  Stop  the  sale  of  post- 
cards, which  had  risen  from  3,000,000 
±0   50.000,000,    raised  the   charge    for 
stamping  from  ls.6d.  per  1,000  to  2a.  6d. 
^r  1,000,  thotigh  they  had  made  a  profit 
out  of  the  Is.  6d.     This  was  an  act   of 
•greediness   on   the   part  of    the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities.     Then,  in  addition 
to  this  mattsr  in   regard  to    the  post- 
cards, I   have   another  instance  of  the 
hampering  regulations  of  the  Post  Office. 
In  every  other  country  in  the  world  you 
are  entitled  to  put  a  halfpenny  stamp  on 
a  plain   card,   and  send    it  through  the 
post,  provided  it  is  of  the  proper  size. 
The  Postmaster  General,  at  one  time,  led 
Tne  to  believe  that  he  would  meet  the 
wrishes  of  the  public  in  this  matter,  but  I 
sent  him  a  card  with  a  halfpenny  stamp 
on  it  the  other  day,  and  asked  him  why 
the  regulations  would  not  permit  such 
a  card  to  go  through  the  post,  and  the 
reply  I  received  from  him,  though  con- 
taining a  large  number  of  official  words, 
wns    altogether  unsatisfactory, — to    the 
effect  that  he  could  not  hold  out    any 
expectation  that  it  would  be  possible  *b' 
Mr.  Henniker  Beaton 


adopt  the  su^estion.     He  does  notgire 
any  reason  why  the  public  should  not  be 
able  to  put  a  halfpenny  stamp  on  a  card 
of  the   regulation  pattern.      The  Post 
master  General  does  not  hesitate  to  allow 
enormous   circulars  to  go  throngh  tbe 
post,  without  wrappers,  for  a  hal^jeimy, 
but  he  will  not  allow  these  plain  cards 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  way,  though 
clearly     it    would    be     easier   for  tiie 
letter-carriers    to    deliver     small  post- 
cards    than     huge    circulars.      Again, 
it  is  the  practice  on  the  Continent,  and 
in  America,  to  send   small  bookpacketB 
and  circulars  in  unsealed  envelopes  at 
the  halfpenny  rate.  This  is  a  much  more 
convenient  system  than  that  of  cnmber- 
some  wrappers,  the  envelopes  are  handj 
and  they  expedite  the  work  of  the  letter- 
carriers  ;  moreover,  these    unsealed  en- 
velopes can  be  sent  to  this  country  and 
delivered  here  free  of  charge,  andlkno^ 
a  case  where  one  of  our  largest  bookseUers 
finds  it  cheaper  to  send  his  circnlare  io 
America  and  have  them  posted  there  in 
these  envelopes,  and  delivered  in  England 
free  of  charge,  than  to  make  use  of  the 
wrappers  supplied  in  this  country.  There 
is  no  argument  against  this   proposal. 
The  envelopes  are  more  easily  searched 
than   are    the   packages    covered  with 
ordinary  wrappers,      I  have  sppeaW  to 
the   Postmaster  General  orer  and  otct 
again  to  allow  this   sl^ht  reform,  aad 
though  he  confesses  himself  in  sjmp^J 
with  me,  he  says  that  nothing  cm  i» 
done.     In  effect  he  declares  "The  per- 
manent officials  rule  the  Post  OfBo^*'*'^ 
I  am  helpless."    Then  as  to  re-tdtiKM^ 
letters.      Letters  arriving  in   En^bnd 
from  the  Continent  may  be  re-add«88ed 
and  will  be  re-delivered  free  of  chaigCr 
although  the  English  Post  Office  reomw* 
nothing  for  the  delivery  of  those  letter*. 
If,  however,  the  letter  is  originally  posted 
in  England  a  charge  is  made  for ^e•deliTe^ 
ing,  although  the  sender  has  paid  MOd- 
thing  towards  the  expense  of  theDepw^ 
ment.  Another  cause  of  grievance  w  •**>• 
ciated  with  the  illustrated  papers.   Wk«J 
these  papers  publish  their  large  cdoBwd 
plates  each  copy  has  to  be  stamped  wiiji^ 
date  of  issue  and  the  words  **Svfp^ 
ment  to,"  &c.,  to  qualify  it  for  the  new^ 
paper    post.      As    these    plates  •'g^^ 
preparation  for  a  long  period,  it  is  cto 
very  difficult  to  issue  them  on  tha  dw* 
which  has  been  stamped  on  thfii^  ** 
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Bome   unforeseen     calamity    may    take 
place,  anch  as  the  death  of  a  German 
Emperor  or  one  of  the  Queen's  children, 
and  reader  the  publication  inopportune. 
The  effect  may  be  that  the  Orapkic,  the 
UliiftraUd   London  N'ewi,  the  Pictorial 
World,  and  other  illustrated   periodicals 
are  nmible  to  publish  the  number  with 
the  colooKd  sketches,  some   of   nhich 
may  be  of  a  comic  character,  the  Post- 
master  General  ineieting  that  the  supple- 
ment ehaU  be  issued  on  the  day  it  is 
dated  or  not  sent  at  all.     The  Postmaster 
GenenJ    has  told   me    that   he  knows 
nothing   against  an  alteration  of   that 
regulaBon,     but     that    when    he     con- 
snlted   &e    officials    he  fonnd    himself 
helpless  in  the  matter.     These  are  small 
reforms  which  it  seems  to  me  a  Post- 
master General   with   any  strength    or 
force  of  character  would  not  hesitate  to 
osrry   out.     And  now  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  a  matter  which  I  trust  will 
not  be  misconceived,  as  I  do  not  wish  to 
alarm  the  public  or  cause  dissatisfaction 
in    the  public   mind.     However,   I   am 
boand   to  call  attention  to  it  in   order 
that   measures   may   be   taken    in    time. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  answer  to 
a   question  put  by  me  some  time  ago, 
said  that  no  leas  than  335  letter-carriers 
-were  dimnissed  last  year  for  irregnlari- 
tiea,    and    that    on    an    average    three 
carriers  a  week  are  convicted  of  stealing 
letters.      He  tried  to  palliate  that  ad- 
DiissuHi  by  stating  that  many  tboasands 
of    persons  are    engaged  in    the    Post 
Office,    and  that  the  percentage  of  dis- 
aonest  carriers  is  smalL     But  when  we 
lee    thAt  three  carriers  are  imprisoned 
(Very    week,    some   of  tiem    for    long 
ermfl    of   imprisonment,    and   that   335 
•ffici&ls    are    dismissed  in   a    year    for 
rre^ralarities,    it  is   plain  that  there  is 
otnetbing  wrong  which  should  be  reme- 
ied    by   the    Post  master    General.      I 
ave  the  greatest  pleasure  in  testifying 
>   the  civility,  sobriety,  and  courtesy  rf 
ie  majority  of  the  officials  of  the  Post 
iffice,    and   I   ims^ne    that   this  large 
amber    of    defaulters    should    be    de- 
•eased.     The  Postmaster  General  ought 
.    adopt  more  stringent  regulations  as 
•     the    admission  of   men    to   the   Post 
ffice.      It  may  be  said  that  the  salaries 
e   too  small,  and,  considering  the  very 
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insible  work  of  these 


think  that  not  a  moment  should  be  Ipst 
by  the  Postmaster  General  in  taking 
notice  of  this  damaging  admission  that 
so  lai^e  a  number  of  Post  Office  officials 
are  convicted  of  stealing  letters,  and  so 
large  a  number  are  dismissed  for  irregu- 
larities. As  to  the  Foreign  and  Colonial 
relations  of  the  Post  Office,  the  circum- 
stances are  so  discreditable  that  I  atn 
sure  the  House  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
few  moments  while  I  deal  with  them. 
I  have  so  often  called  attention  to  this 
matter  that  the  House  is  familiar  with 
the  circumstances,  and  I  will  therefore 
merely  read  some  correspondence  which 
I  have  had  on  the  subject.  I  may,  in  the 
first  place,  repeat  what  for  years  I  have 
pointed  out,  namely,  that  the  postage  of 
letters  from  England  to  India  is  5d.,  and 
the  postage  from  France,  Germany, 
Austria,  and  Russia  to  India  is  2Jd. 
The  postage  on  newspapers  from  France 
to  India  is  also  considerably  less  than 
what  it  is  from  England.  I  think  the 
Houao  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is  wise 
to  encour^e  trade  and  social  relations 
with  our  colonies  and  dependencies,  and 
that,  in  order  to  do  so,  we  must  certainly 
not  charge  more  for  postage  than  other 
countries  charge.  In  April  last  I  afl' 
dressed  the  following  letter  to  Lord 
Cross,  who  was  in  full  sympathy  with 
me  on  this  matter : — 


April  1. 

"My  LoKD, — In  tha  intoreats  of  nil  Her 
H&jEBtj's  sabjeots  of  wbateTer  colnor  who  live 
in  India,  and  of  all  at  home  who  have  bunnew 
or  privaM  rslBtioui  wiCh  tbem,  I  bave  the 
hononr  to  draw  attention  to  the  ecandalons 
state  of  our  postal  arrangomentB  wiib  tbe 
ludian  Empire. 

"  The  letter  rate  to  British  In-lla,  fro'm 
Fnuoe,  Oerinan;,  and  Bnasia,  is  2^..  from 
the  United  Kingdom,  6d.  Considerlnf;  the 
magnitude  ot  our  interestB  in  India,  it  would 
bardlj  h«TB  been  gorpriiing  if  the  diffi-ronce 
had  been  tbe  other  waj,  and  onr  rate  Iiili)  bMn 
half  the  Continental  rates.  A^iaiu,  Gogliab 
neffspapera  for  India  and  Cfain^  are  now 
regularly  posted  in  SVanoe.  One  firm  In 
CorohiU  sare*  £1,300  a  year  by  the  oppration 
— irhioli  ii  a  dead  Iobs  to  the  rerenue.  In  the 
case  of  Cejlon,  the  same  British  mail  hteamer 
which  bringB  newspapers  to  Culonib"  for  Ifd. 
each,  is  oacrylnfc  nawspapara  to  Sydney,  5,000 
milea  further,  for  one-tliird  less,  or  Id. 

"This  state  of  affairs,  which  is  on  the  face 
at  it  moot  diacreditabte  to  the  organiiing 
power  ot  the  Engliah  Poat  OBice,   has  bem 


1619 


iSi^Iy — Civil 


{00MM0N8} 


8ervic$  Aiimda.      1620 


m  England,  snd  eepeoially  by  India  and  other 
merchants. 

'*I  am  myself  prepared  to  prove  that  a 
letter  may  be  carried  from  any  point  of  the 
globe  to  any  other  for  Id.  at  a  inrofit ;  and  that 
oniTersal  penny  postage  is  fast  coming  within 
range  of  practical  politics.  Bat  without  enter- 
ing into  the  wider  question  on  this  occasion,  I 
have  the  honour  to  inquire  whether  your  lord- 
flhip,  in  the  interests  of  the  entire  Anglo-Indian 
4X>mmunity,  does  not  see  some  way  of  insisting 
that  facilities  at  least  equal  to  those  enjoyed 
by  Ck>ntinental  nations  shall  be  granted  to 
Her  Majesty's  suljects  P 

"On  one  occasion  the  Postmaster  General 
«rgued  that  it  was  better  that  our  newspapers 
for  India  should  be  posted  in  France,  because, 
if  they  were  posted  at  home,  incraased  ex* 
penditure  would  be  iuTolved  '  for  sea  oouTey- 
anee  from  Brindisi  to  Bombay.'  But  under 
contract  the  Indian  Hails  are  carried  by  the 
P.  and  0.  Company  for  a  fixed  sum,  irrespeo- 
tiTC  of  their  bulk.  Not  only  so,  but  in  many 
oases  the  newspapers  ncTer  leaTe  French 
hands,  ere  carried  in  French  yessels,  so  that 
the  English  revenue  receives  nothing  on  the 
transaction.  In  the  case  of  Ceylon,  it  was 
argued  that  Ceylon  is  in  the  Postal  Union. 
But  France  also  is  in  the  Postal  Union,  and 
none  the  less  charges  50  per  cent,  less  for 
postage  to  this  English  Colony  than  we  do. 
Lastly,  the  French,  who  charge  50  per  cent, 
lass  on  Eastern  oorrespondenoe  than  we  do, 
spend  60  per  cent,  more  on  subsidies  to  their 
packet  services  than  we  do.  The  amount  voted 
by  the  French  (Government  last  year  for  mail 
steamship  subsidies  was  25,600,000f .,  or  more 
than  £1,020,000,  as  against  £641,000  voted  for 
man  packet  servioes  by  Great  Britain.  Such 
flftots  speak  for  themselvcF. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  your 
obedient  servant, 

J.  HENNIKER  HEATON. 

"  To  the 

Bight  Hon.  Viscount  Cross,  G.C.B., 

Secretary  ef  State  for  India.** 

Lord  Cross  replied,  assuring  me  that  he 
was  Terj  sensible  of  the  anomalous  state 
of  things  to  which  I  drew  attention,  and 
that  he  wonld  view  with  much  satisfac- 
tion any  reduction  in  the  postal  rates 
between  England  and  India  which  could 

be  effected  without  imposing  any  undue 
additional  burdens  upon  the  taxpayers 
of  the  latter  country,  whose  interests  he 
was  especially  boimd  to  consider.  He 
oonsidered,  however,  that  the  matter 
was  one  in  which  the  initiatiye  should 
not  be  taken  by  him  or  by  the  (Govern- 
ment of  India.  I  then  wrote  to  him  as 
follows : — 

'*  Mr  Lord, — I  have  the  honour  to  aoknow* 
iedge  the  receipt  of  yeur  letter  of  April  16th, 
JUr.  S§nnihtr  Heaton 


1889,  on  the  subject  of  the  existing  liigli  poital 
rates  to  India. 


« 


I  am  much  pleased  to  receive  joor  am* 
ance  that  yon  are  sensible  of  the  looniloai 
state  of  things  to  which  I  drew  yonr  sttaotin, 
and  that  you  would  view  with  mueh  iatiffie> 
tion  any  reduction  in  the  present  latsa  •  Tbii 
expression  of  opinion  will  materisOy  ititDgUMi 
my  hands. 

'*  Ton,  however,  appear  to  ooosider  tbii  ibi 
initiative  in  remedying  the  erils  of  wbich  I 
complain  should  not  be  taken  by  yon,  or  by  tfe 
Gkyvemment  of  India,  md  therefora  I  iafar 
you  are  of  opinion  that  the  first  step  ihoold  bi 
taken  by  the  British  (Government 

'*  Before  addressing  the  Chanodkr  of  tbi 
Bxohequer  and  the  Postmaster  Genenl  ob  tb 
subject,  I  venture  to  take  the  libsityof  pboag 
before  you  one  or  two  facts  inimadittelj 
affecting  the  Indian  Gk>fennMBt  tad  i^ 
finances,  which  I  humbly  submit  may  baAj  bi 
placed  before  Mr.  Goschen  and  Mr.  BaikMiB 
supporting  the  case. 

**np  to  1858  the  subsidy  for  the  ladin 
packet  service  was  properiy  charged  to  tkt 
Admiralty,  the  mail  steamers  beiag  ragaidii 
as  an  auxiliary  naval  power.  For  soae  !«••*• 
however,  this  was  entirely  altered,  sad  oi  tie 
Post  OfOce  was  placed  the  whole  bordtf, 
although  the  following  protest  wsi  asde." 
'The  olaim  that  the  Post  CMBoe  eboald  ke 
charged  with  the  whole  expenss  of  this  pM^ 
or  ocean  service  must  be  oonsidered  m  btfn^ 
by  the  simple  fact  that  few  of  the  vaa  ptdiBti 
were  established  either  by  the  Post  (Ake  or 
for  merely  postal  purposes,  their  expemebeJBg 
fax  beyond  what  such  requiremeDti  vow 
justify.  To  assume  that  these  pseketivv* 
really  established  for  Post  Offioe  pmpoM  i 
to  charge  the  Government  with  the  ws^ 
absurd  extravagance.  The  West  IndispiflM 
for  instance,  were  established  st  a  fli^  " 
£260,000  per  annum,  though  the  ataoit  n^ 
that  was  expected  from  letters  nu  W^ 
leaving  the  £200.000  a  dear  drfdit/  (W 
Offioe  Beport,  1868.)  Subseqinit^  •  S"'*^ 
Committee  of  the  House  c^  OonuHH  nM** 
mended  that '  a  fair  proportion  of  thssM|> 
should  be  charged  to  the  Admiial^, iM|>sl 
the  Post  Office  should  only  be  ehsigedfay 
actual  transmission  of  mails.'  Thie  leofl^ 
mendation  hss  been  ignored. 

"When  last  year  a  fresh  ooatiset  vHh tW 
P.  and  0.  Company  was  made,  a  i>*^*f^ 
£107,000  a  year  was  ^footed,  nsUsfsl*^ 
of  over  one  milUon  sterling  in  the  ^^Tj^ 
contract.  I  would  ask  whsthsr  the  jeg* 
Government  profited  by,  or  was  orediiss***' 
any  proportion  of  this  saving  bytheChMO<y 
of  the  Bxohequer  f  I  may  s^  st  eseeliw^ 
have  failed  to  disoover  in  aav  Pw^^'^J'S 
document  any  record  of  such  sfe^J>^ 
Indian  (Government,  which  is  still  ^•''''^5 
as  in  former  years  to  pay  into  tfas  ^|? 
purse,  as  its  contribution  to  the  msfl  *^Q 
the  same  amount  as  was  paidbsinrsthsj^^ 
was  made,  vis.,  aboat  £^000  per  ssii^._ 
maintain  that  this  saving  of  £iay,OWlg 
would  enable  the  Post  Office  tofeda»<***^ 
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for  letierg  to  India  to  the  level  of  the  French 
tariff. 

"I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord,  jonr 
obedient  seryant, 

J.  HENNIKBR  HBATON. 

"To  the 

Right  Hon.  Visconnt  Cross,  G.G.B., 

Secretary  of  State  for  India." 

I  -was  then  driyen  to  address  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer,  who  told 
me  he  had  sent  on  my  letter  to  the  Post- 
master General.  The  letter  was  as 
follows : — 

"96,  Eaton  S<]nare,  W. 

28th  May,  1889. 

"  To  the  Right  Hon.  O.  J.  Goschen,  H.P., 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

"  Sis,— I  haye  the  honor  to  forward  herewith 
a  copy  of  the  correspondenoe  on  the  subject  of 
the  charges  for  postage  to  India  and  the 
British  Possessions  in  the  East,  which  has 
recently  pasted  between  the  Right  Hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  and  mytelf.  Yon 
will  gather  from  the  tone  of  Lord  Cross'  letter 
of  16  April,  that  whilst  he  is  fully  sensible  of 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  he  thinks  that 
aa  it  is  one  which  primarily  affects  the  British 
taxpayer,  the  initiation  of  any  reform  should 
not  be  taken  by  the  Indian  Gro^ernment. 

*'  I  therefore  Ten  tare  to  address  you,  as  keeper 
of  the  Public  Purse,  and  to  emphasise  the  facts 
which  I  have  so  often  quoted,  showiog  how 
tuif airly  the  English  Community  is  treated  as 
compared  with  Foreign  Nations  in  respect  to 
the  charge  for  postage  to  India  and  the  East. 

'*  It  will  scarcely  be  denied  that  the  freer  and 
cheaper  the  means  of  oommunioation  between 
Countries  the  better  it  is  for  trade  and  com- 
merce, and  d  fortiori  every  restriction  upon 
intercourse  must  operate  in  a  contrary  direc- 
tion. It  is  sorely  opposed  to  all  the  tenets  of 
Free  Trade,  that  a  Manchester  or  Liverpool 
merchant  should  be  handicapped  to  the  extent 
of  50  per  cent,  in  the  matter  of  postage  to 
India  in  favour  of  a  merchant  of  Marseilles. 
Why  should  we  in  England  hare  to  pay  5d.  for 
a  I -ounce  letter  to  India  or  China,  whilst  from 
France  or  Oermsny  the  postage  is  2^d.  P  It 
cannot  be  said  that  it  is  done  for  the  sake  of 
Bevenue,  because  the  whole  amount  of  the 
receipts  for  postage  to  India  amounts  to  no 
more  than  £63,000  per  annum. 

''But  what  is  the  effect  of  the  present  state  of 
things  ?  Letters  and  newspapers  are  now  sent 
by  thousands  weekly  to  France,  to  be  there 
posted  at  the  lower  rate,  tiius  enabling  the 
senders  to  pocket  a  considerable  sum  to  the 
detriment  of  the  English  Post  OlRoe  Revenue, 
for  if  the  ratefl  for  England  were  reduced  to 
the  level  of  those  for  Franoe,  all  thea^  letters 
and  papers  would  go  direct  through  oor  post 
office,  and  the  postage  thereon  would  represent 
BO  much  clear  profit,  aa  the  mail  steamers  being 
subsidised,  itmactem  not  whether  they  carry 
ten  tons  of  mails  or  tea  pounds.  Therefore,  X 
contend,  that  from  the  point  of  view  of  revenue 
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alone,  the  correct  policy  would  be  to  lower  th^ 
rates.  I  maintain,  and  I  am  fortified  by  th 
experience  of  the  past,  that  so  far  from  th® 
effect  of  the  postal  rates  being  to  decrease  th® 
revenue,  the  result  will  be  a  very  large  aug- 
mentation of  the  receipts  owing  to  the  increase 
of  correspondence  which  will  naturally  follow. 

'*  I  contend  also,  that  everv  saving  effected  in 
the  Ocean  Postal  Service  {and  the  economies 
of  late  owing  to  increased  competition  have 
been  very  great)  should  be  in  some  messure 
at  leaat  devoted  to  the  cheapening  of  r^tes. — 
Now  on  the  last  contract  with  the  P.  and  0. 
Company  to  India  and  the  East,  there  is  a 
saving  of  £107,000  per  annum,  as  compared 
with  the  previous  one,  or  a  total  of  over  a 
million  sterling  in  the  ten  years  doring  which 
the  contract  has  to  run ;  yet  I  cannot  find  that 
India  has  profited  t'i  the  extent  of  a  single 
rupee  by  this  arrangement,  though  the  saving 
would  allow  of  rates  being  lowered  50  per 
cent,  and  still  leave  a  handsome  surplus. ' 

"The  Post  Office  is  most  unfairly  saddled 
with  the  whole  cost  of  subsidies  to  Steam 
Companies,  whereas  the  Admiralty  should  pay 
the  greater  part  of  this  large  charge,  the 
subsidised  steamers  being  in  reality  an  auxili- 
ary naval  power  for  diw  in  an  emergency,  and 
they  have  been  actually  so  used. 

'*  It  is  only  within  the  last  30  years  that  this 
absurdity  has  been  perpetrated,  and  thoagh  a 
select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1888  reported  strongly  against  it,  the  system 
still  continues,  and  the  Admiralty  does  not 
pay  anything  like  its  fair  propor.ioo. 

"  Were  the  proportions  payable  by  the  Post 
Office  and  the  Admirailty  equitably  adjusted, 
as  they  should  be,  the  profits  of  the  Post 
Office  would  »how  a  very  large  increase,  and 
you  would,  I  feel  sure,  be  justified  in  consent- 
ing to  a  reduction  of  rates  all  round,  which 
woald  satisfy  the  griwing  public  demand  for 
cheaper  postage. 

**  I  would  call  your  speoial  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  French  Government  pay  in 
subsidies  £400,000  a  year  more  than  we  do  for 
mail  packet  services,  although  their  colonial 
possessions  and  their  foreign  trade  is  insigni- 
ficant ss  compared  with  those  of  this  country. 
For  the  maintenance  of  British  Commercial 
Supremacy,  it  pays  us  to  subsidise  our 
splendid  mail  steamers. 

'*  The  surplus  revenue  derived  from  the  Poet 
Office  now  amounts  to  over  £3,000,000  per 
annum,  and  whilst  I  do  not  propose  that  any 
of  this  should  be  touched,  I  thiuk  that  the 
public  should  participate  in  any  profit  beyond 
this  by  the  lessening  of  the  postal  rates  which 
are  admittedly  excessive  as  compared  with 
those  of  other  countries. 

*'  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  Sir, 

Tour  obedient  aertant, 

J.  HBXNIKER  HEATOX." 

Now,  Sir,  I  think  this  correspondence 
will  show  that  the  Post  Office  is  not  alive 
to  the  importance  of  keeping  up  commu- 
nication  with  various  parts  of  the  Empire, 
and  ihat  it  needs  to  be  impressed  with  the 
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10.  j£4,463,  to  complete  the  sum  &)r 
Miscellaneous  Expenses. . 

*SiB  Q.  CAMPBELL:   Tkis  includes 
the  Supplementary  Vote,  I  suppose  ? 
Me.  JACKSON  :  No,  it  does  not. 

;  Dr.  CLARK :  I  would  ask  the  Secre- 
t9>ry  to  the  Treasury  what  is  the  sum 
actually  spent,  after  bearing  in  mind  the 
receipts,  on  this  flummery, — medals,  Ac.  ? 

/Mb.  JACKSON:  The  sum  actually 
8|ent  is  nil.  Last  year's  accounts,  which 
I  have  gone  into  very  carefully,  show 
t^t  there  is  an  actual  surplus. 

'^Vote  agreed  to. 

11.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'^That  a  earn,  not  exceeding  £2,348,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  C  barge 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  SLtt  day  of  March, 
1^90,  for  the  Repayment  to  the  Giyil  Con- 
tingencies Fund  of  certain  Miscellaneous  Ad- 
vances." 

♦Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  desire  to  move 
the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by  £600  on 
the  ground  that  the  compensation  of 
£1,600  paid  to  Michael  Brannaghan  and 
Peter  Murphy,  the  two  men  wrongfully 
imprisoned  in  connection  with  the 
Edlingham  burglary,  is  excessive,  and 
that  the  case  demands  further  investiga- 
tion. Considerable  attention  has  been 
paid  to  this  case  in  the  country,  and  I 
am  sure  that  if  this  Vote  had  been 
lHX)ught  forward  at  any  other  season  of 
the  year  it  would  have  had  great  interest 
for  many  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  As  it  is,  we  are  asked  to 
pass  the  Vote  at  a  time  when  it  is  im- 
possible to  discuss  the  matter  satisfac- 
torily. I  have  continually  dunned  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre 
tary  qn  this  subject,  but  have  been  unable 
to  ascertain  why  this  Estimate  has  not 
been  put  before  us  until  the  middle  of 
the  month  of  August.  I  can  well 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  in  no  hurry  to  lay  it  before 
the  House.  The  Estimate  relates  to  a 
case   not  only   important  in  itself,  but 


thoroughly  investigated ;  there  have  hwa 
half  a  dozen  piecemeal  and  partial  in- 
vestigations,, which  have  only  led  to  the 
matter  being  left  in  greater  obBcority 
than  ever.     It  was  one  of  those  cwm 
in   which  tho  evidence,    if   trae,   wai 
entirely  overwhelming.    The  men  who 
were    convicted   of  <£e  burglaiy  weie 
undoubtedly    guilty    if    the    evideaoe 
was  true.    It  appears  to  me  there  wm  bo 
middle  course — either  they  were  goiltj, 
or  the  police  were  guilty  of  a  moti  fo«l 
and  abominable  conspiracy,  and  the  caie 
is  one  of  the  most  deplorable  that  erer 
came    before    the   House.     The  Home 
Secretary,  after  a  one-sided  inquiry,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the   conviction 
some  years  ago  was  an  erroneons  one, 
and  that  the  men  were  entiUed  to  com- 
pensation.    My  own  impression  is  thit 
the  Home  Secretary,  seeing  how  carefnl  be 
always  is  to  weigh  the  facts  in  cases  of  thk 
kin4i  is  probably  right ;  but,  at  the  nme 
time,  I  must  say  that  the  case  has  never 
been  cleared  up,  and  there  is  this  ex- 
traordinary   peculiarity   about  it>  that, 
whilst  the  House  of  Commons  is  asked 
to  vote  this  sum  in  compensation  to  tb 
men  wrongfully  convicted,  the  local  Ma* 
gistrates— including  a  very  disiinguiied 
Member    who  usually    sits  opposite  — 
seem   to  share   with   many  others  the 
opinio^  that  these  men  were  guilty*  tbt 
the  Home  Secretary    has  been  drawB 
into  a  trap,  and  that  the  compenffltJoa 
is  improperly  granted.    Whilst  Ae  Home 
Secretary  is  asking*us  to  grant  a  Vote 
because  these  men  were  falsely  conrictea, 
the  local  Magistrates  have  gone  so  ftf  a* 
to  present  the  police  with  an  addwsa  cm 
vellum  for  their  conduct  in  this  case.  1*> 
maintain  that  there  is  something  wrong 
in  our  system  which    renders  such  a 
scandal    as    this    poaeible.     The  me^ 
Brannaghan  and  Muiphy,  were  accused 
of  burglary  and  shooting  at  and  wound- 
ing a  man  and  his   daughter.    W[! 
were  boot-marks  which  were  identified 
as  those  of  the  accused,  and  there  ••* 
an  overwhelming  piece  of  evidence,  as  A 


raising  a  grave  and  serious  question  as  think,  which  tie  Judge  unfortnnwe'J 
regards  our  police  administration  and  rejected.  It  appears  that,  bowb  taj* 
administration  of  justice.    My  experience    after   the    burglary,   a   piece  ci  »** 


of  similar  cases  has  not  been  small,  and 
X  say  that  my  impression  is  that  the 
nmtter  was  not  originally  one  of  extreme 
difficulty  if  it  had  been  thoroughly 
investigated.        It     has     never      been 


was  found   under    the   window  wWie 
the    burglary    was    effected,   »n^  *5i 
it   exactly  fitted  the  place  from  wW* 
a   piece    of    cloth    was    torn   o«* 
the  trousers  of    one  of  the  pn80»«* 
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rbere  was  something  snspioions  in  the 
'act  that  the  fragment  was  not  found 
intil  some  days  after  the  burglary.  The 
udge,  unfortunately,  stopped  this  eyi^ 
ience,  saying  that  the  button  attached 

0  the  cloth  did  not  correspond  with  the 
tber  buttons  on  the  trousers.  It  now 
urns  out  that  there  was  a  tailor  who 
omld  have  proved  that  the  piece  of  cloth 
ame  out  of  the  prisoner's  trousers,  but 
e  says  it  was  not  torn  out  but  cut  out. 
lither  this  evidence  as  to  the  piece  of 
loth  was  true  or  concocted,  and  the 
udge  should  have  gone  into  it.  No 
oubt  the  Judge  did  his  duty  as  he 
lought;  the  men  were  found  guilty, 
nd  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  for  life. 
hej  protested  their  innocence,  but  no 
le  paid  any  attention  to  them,  and  the 
Ling  was  forgotten  for  many  years,  until 
young  and  rising  lawyer  took  the  case 

hand.  He  seemed  to  have  some  reason 
suppose  that  these  men  were  innocent 
id  that  others  were  guilty.  He  put 
mself  into  communication  with  a  clergy- 
an  named  Perry,  and  I  believe  that 
at  gentleman  did  excellent  service,  and 

1  his  best  to  get  at  the  truth.  Mr. 
irry  seems  to  have  got  a  confession 
>in  two  men,  and  I  commend  this 
ntleman  for  having  obtained  it,  al- 
oogh  I  must  say  I  think  he  was  rather 
anting  in  discretion  in  trying  to  make 
o  much  capital  out  of  these  men  from  a 
l^'ouB  point  of  view.  He  not  only  got 
3  confession  for  the  sake  of  the  release  of 
)  other  men,  but  he  paraded  the  men 

0  confessed  as  Christian  martyrs  of 
»  highest  degree  of  virtue.  They 
nt  about  with  petitions  in  favour  of 

two  men  in  prison  ;  they  were  petted 
L  feted^  and    high   teas    were    given 

them,  and  they  were  induced  to 
ke  a  formal  confession.  From  subse- 
Mit  proceedings  it  appears  that  these 

1  asserted  most  positively  that  they 
'0  induced  to  make  their  confes- 
L  on  a  promise  that  they  would  not 
punished.  It  seems,  therefore,  from 
J"     own    account,    that    these     men 

not  such  high  -  class  Christian 
'tjrs  after  all,  their  confession  having, 
hey  say,  been  made  in  the  belief  that 
r  wonld  not  be  punished.  They  are  very 
;li  aggrieved  that  they  have  received 
ishnaent.     They  do  not  seem  satis- 

with  immunity  from  pnnishment 
softer,  but  think  they  ought  not  to 


have  five  years'  pent 
world.  These  men 
their  confession  invc 
of  a  gross  conspiracy 
local  police,  and  it  sec 
ought  to  have  been  a 
plete  inquiry  into  all 
It  was  within  the  \ 
who  tried  the  case  to 
there  should  be  a  fu 
standing  the  confess 
The  Home  Secrotai 
private  inquiry,  and  u 
that  inquiry  he  aw 
and  Murphy  £800  ea( 
under  any  circumstan 
tion  awarded  is  excess 
so  when  it  was  giver 
having  been  probed  \ 
great  many  people  be' 
f ession  was  not  a  true 
result  of  a  conspiracy, 
locality  assert  that  tli 
choose  between  the  fir 
second  two — that  thej 
bad  characters — and 
that  the  hope  of  getti 
compensation  money  i 
sion.  It  is  not  true 
made  it  were  told  the 
f  essed  they  would  esci 
It  would  have  been  ^ 
the  Judge,  instead  of 
of  guilty,  had  insistec 
evidence,  and  had  no1 
the  action  of  the  Home 
ing  a  private  inquiry. 
Gk)vemment's  method 
matter  was  to  charge 
spiracy  and  prosecute  t 
It  is  always  a  difficult 
afterwards  to  bring  f 
home  to  the  guilty  pa: 
regard  to  the  conduct 
matter,  it  appears  to  i 
tion  with  the  trial  < 
there  has  not  been  a  i 
inquiry.  The  two  m 
nesses  who  could  1 
upon  the  subject  wer 
lawyer  who  first  obta 
confession,  and  the  cl 
Mr.  Perry,  through  wl 
fession  was  obtained 
subpoenaed,  but  ne\ 
prosecution  apparent 
prejudice  might  be  th 
in  consequence  of  th 
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which  had  been  introduced  into  it.     I 
hare  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  in  the 
pablic  interest  Mr.  Perry  ought  to  have 
been  examined,  and  the  whole  case  gone 
into  thoroughly.  The  Judge  in  his  charge 
took  a  Tery  strong  view  adverse  to  the 
case  of  the  prosecution,  and  indicated  his 
opinion  that  the  allegations  had  not  been 
xnade  out.     I  certainly  think  a  very- 
great  injusiace  was  done  to  the  Bev.  Mr. 
Perry,  who  was  not  called,  when  the 
Judge  most  •  plainly  cast  upon  him  an 
extremely  offensive  aspersion,   on    the 
strength  of  what  was  said  hj  one  of  the 
burglars  who  came  forward  to  give  evi- 
dence. The  Judge  suggested  that  it  was  a 
very  great  pity  that  a  man  in  the  position 
of  the  Rev.  Mr.  Perry  should  have  tried  to 
extort  a  confession  by  the  suggestion  that 
if  the  man  confessed  he  would  be  re- 
lieved from  a  charge  of  murder  which 
he  was  alleged  to  have  committed  some 
time  previously.     The  result  was  that 
after  the  Judge's  Charge  at  the  trial,  the 
police  were  not  only  acquitted,  but  were 
acquitted  triumphantly,  and  actually  had 
an  address  written  on  vellum  voted  to 
them  by  the  Magistrates.    My  opinion  is 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  is  probably  right  in  believing 
that  the  police  concocted  the  case,  which 
was  a  very  serious  one ;  and  it  is  to  be 
r^rrettsd  that  there  was  not  a  thorough 
investigation  by  which  the  real  facts 
could  have  been  made  apparent.     I  also 
think   it    is    dangerous   in  a  case  like 
this  to  give  a  very  large  amount  in  the 
shape  of  compensation.      The  moral  I 
draw  from  the  case  is  that  we  are  bound 
to  entertain  very  considerable  doubt  as 
to  the  excellence  or  superiority  of  our 
police  system  and  our  method  of  police 
administration,  and,  in  addition  to  this, 
I  think  we  cannot  but  regret  the  want 
of  a  system  of  public  prosecution  such  as 
prevails  in  other  countries.     There  are 
certain  l^al  saws  which  are  accepted  in 
England  almost  as  if  they  came  from 
Heaven,  and  one  of  them  is  that  the  police 
system  of  this  country  is  almost  perfect, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  amount  of 
prejudice  which  pervades  the  English 
mind  on  this  subject  is  spreading  to  our 
possessions  in  other  parts  of  the  world, 
and  has  already  manifested  itself    in 
India.     In  former  days,  the  police   in 
India  were  a  judicial  police,  such  as  we 
see  in  France ;  but  now  that  system  has 
8ir  Q,  Campbell 
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been  changed,  and  the  English  syilni  I 
substituted,  and  it  often  ha^mu  thatiB 
cases  before  the  Courts  the  Judge  if  apt 
to  reverse  convictions  obtained  by  tke 
police.  Under  the  circumstancti  I  bn 
stated,  and  because  I  beUeve  tiie  com- 
pensation in  the  case  under  diflciusion 
has  been  excessive,  I  now  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £600. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,748,  k 
granted  for  the  said  Serrice."— (^V 
George  CampbeU,) 

Sib  J.    SWINBURNE  (Stsffordshiret 
Lichfield)  :  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
persist  in  his  Amendment,  because,  in  nnr 
opinion,  the  whole  case  is  surrounded  wiw 
suspicion,  not  only  in  regard  to  tiie  men 
whohave  beenreleased,  but  with  reference 
to  those  who  are  now  in  prison.   There  ii 
a  very  strong  feeling  in  the  part  ci  tiie 
country  in  which  the  occurrence  took 
place  that  the  boots  were   taken  and 
pressed  into  the  ground  before  the  CBBto 
were    made;   and  I  would   soggeet  to 
the  right    hon.   Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  it  would  not  be  well 
to  take  into  consideration  the  ^rctpit^ 
of  releasing  the  men  who  are  now  a 
prison.      It  is  known   that  there  is » 
strong  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  polioem 
regard  to  a  comrade  who  was  mnrdewd 
a  few  months  before  ;  and  there  is  »  pre- 
valent belief  that  to  a  great  extent  the 
evidence  in  the  case  against  the  men  wis 
concocted, — that,  in  point  of  feet,  there 
was  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of  theptw 
and  more  particularly  on  the  pari  of  m 
Inspector,  who  is  now  dead.    The  wWe 
thing  is  tinged  with  a  suspicion  of  per- 
jury as  against  those  men  who  are  sop- 
posed  to  have  taken  part  in  the  mnrda' 
of  a  few  months  before,  and  who  are  ^^ 
in  prison  on  their  own  confession.    1 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  wiAdiawW 
Amendment,  and    that    Her  Maje^« 
Government  will  take  into  their  serioos 
consideration  the  advisability  of  rd«a«n¥ 
those  men  before  the  expiration  of  th«r 
sentence  of  five  years*  penal  serritnde. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not  want  to 
press  the  case  further,  except  as  to  coj 
point.  I  do  not  think  the  Govarnnw 
are  acting  very  decently  in  not  sa^i^  » 
word  on  this  question.  The  case  »c*^ 
tainly  an  extraordinary  one,  ^^^^ 
justice  to  the  clergyman  who  has  beei 
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x1>erally  treated,  and  all  I  ask  is  that, 
'.TM.  the  face  of  the  increased  subsidy,  my 
!5onstituents  shall  have  the  advantages 
bla.ey  have  hitherto  enjoyed. 

Mr.    sexton   (Belfast,   W.) :  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  lengthen  the  discussion 
of   the  Vote  on  a  Saturday  sitting,  but  I 
»>TrL  nnder  the   necessity  of   stating   the 
f  3.cts  in  relation  to  a  matter  I  brought 
Txnder     the     notice    of   the    Postmaster 
General  the  other  day,  namely,  the  open- 
ing' in  transit  of  a  letter  addressed  to  me 
"by  the  Acting  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
TJnited  States.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Knan  has  any  of  the  curiosity  as  to  the 
c^ontents    that  seems   to  have    actuated 
^ome  of  his  subordinates,  I  may  say  that 
^he  letter  was  sent  to  me,  as  head  of  the 
Dnblin    Corporation,    acknowledging    a 
iresolation  of  sympathy  and  a  subscrip- 
t^ion  in  aid  of  the  sufferers  by  the  Johns- 
ix>iYn     floods.      I  have    submitted    the 
envelope  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Sknd   he,  more   of  an   expert  than  my- 
self,   not    only   admitted    that    it    had 
\yeen  opened,  but  pointed  out  that  the 
operation  was  conducted  in  such  a  bung- 
ling way  that  traces  of  a  different  gum 
to  that  originally  used  were  found  on  the 
outside.     Apart  from  the  annoyance  to 
myself,  I  do  think  that  the  seal  of  the 
Department  of  State  of  a  friendly  Power 
sliould  have  received  some  respect  from 
the    Government    official.      The   Home 
Secretary  said  the  other  day  that  there 
had  been  no  official  authority  given  for 
the   opening  of  letters,  but  that  is  an 
answer  that  may  mean  little  or  much ;  it 
is  a  statement  that  may  apply  to-day,  but 
not  to  yesterday  or  to-morrow.     I  wish 
to  ask  the  nature  of  the  authority  under 
which  letters  are   opened  in  the    Post 
Office,  and  the  conditions  under  which 
they  are  opened,  both  here  and  in  Ire- 
land.     I   am   far  ft*om    regarding   the 
Postmaster  General  as  the  chief  sinner 
in  the  case,  and  I  am,  indeed,  doubtful  if 
he  is  a  sinner  at  all.     He  does  not  issue 
the  warrants ;  the  warrants  are  addressed 
to  him  by  another  Minister  overbearing 
his  authority  in  relation  to  that  secresy 
to  which  every  man  is  entitled  for  his 
correspondenc?.      But    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  can  answer  me  the  questions, 
Who  issues  the  warrants;  whether  the 
warrants  are  general  or  in  definite  terms; 
whether  they  are  issued   casually  from 
time  to  time  or  for  a  definite  period? 


Letters  have  also  been  opened  addressed 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  leader  of  the  Irish 
Party.     My  hon.  Friend  has  assured  me 
that  his  pnvate  letters,  including  a  letter 
from  his  mother,  who  is  living  in  America, 
are  constantly  opened  in  the  post.     Now 
I  can  imagine,  perhaps,  there  was  some 
reason  for  that  a  few  years  ago,  but  after 
wliat  has  transpired  before  the  Special 
Commission  I  think  our  correspondence 
might  be  left  alone,  and  that  our  private 
affairs  might  have  that  protection  to  which 
the  humblest  man  is  entitled.     It  is  time 
that  this  mean  and  dastardly  method  of 
insult  should  cease.     Before  the  Special 
Commission    my    hon.    Friend's    corre- 
spondence for  a  series  of  years  has  been 
subjected  to  a  searching  examination, 
and   I    think     there     are    few    politi- 
cians in.  the  world  who  could  say  that 
after  such  an  examination  they  would 
occupy  such  a  high  position  as  my  hon. 
Friend.     Not  one   letter  sent,  or  reply 
received,  was  worthy  of  notice  or  com- 
ment  by    the    tribunal.      Similarly    in 
regard   to  my  own  letters  no  question 
arose.     Is  this  system  of  insult  ever  to 
end  ?    Is  it  to  go  on  for  ever  ?     I  should, 
perhaps,  not  insist  so  much  but  for  ono 
circumstance.     Although  none  of  these 
letters  were  made  the  subject  of  comment, 
still  there  was  a  letter  not  needed  for 
the  elucidation  of  anything  relevant  to 
the  inquiry  before  the  Court,  a  letter  to 
my  hon.   Friend,  which  was  not  only 
opened  in  the  post,  but  copied,  and  this 
copy  wa«  afterwards  produced  as  evidence 
on  the  part  of  the  Times.     The  other 
day  I  asked  for  an  assurance  that  if  this 
system  was  to  continue  we  should   be 
afforded  some  security  against  the  open- 
ing up  of  fabe  charges  upon  copies  of 
letters    pigeon-holed  for  years  until  the 
writer  lost  all  memory   of  the  cii*cum- 
stances  and  the  original  was  destroyed. 
Will   any  one  say  it  is  just  or  fair  or 
tolerable  under  constitutional  laws,  that 
after  years  such  a  copy  should  be  given 
in  evidence  when  the  persons  who  wrote 
and  received  the  letter  are  no  longer  in  a 
condition  to  protect  themselves  by  ascer- 
taining if  the  copy  is  correct  or  not  ?     I 
think  I  am  not  asking  too  much  when  I 
say  that  at  least  the  person  whose  letter 
is  subjected   to    this  treatment  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  verifying  the 
accuracy  of  the  copy  and  have  notice 
that  he  may  preserve  the  original.     But 
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smrely,  after  the  exhaostive  examina- 
tion to  which  our  friendly  relations 
have  been  snbjeolbed,  the  time  has  come 
when  we  may  demand  an  assurance 
that  this  system  of  "  Grahamising " 
shall  be  brought  to  an  end.  Passing 
from  this,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
Post  Office  administration  has  created 
great  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland.  There 
is  one  point  that  may  seem  small,  but  it 
is  important  to  the  poor  men  whose  in- 
terests are  concerned.  Town  postmen 
after  five  years'  service  are  entitled  to  a 
good-condnct  stripe,  which  carries  with  it 
the  payment  of  an  additional  shilling  a 
week.  But  owing  to  the  small  number 
of  these  badges  distributed  there  are  men 
who  have  been  ten  and  even  twenty 
jesoB  in  the  service,  and  have  not  re- 
ceived the  advantage  to  which,  at  the 
end  of  ^ye  years,  they  are  eligible^  And 
then  I  come  to  a  graver  question,  and 
illustrate  it  by  reference  to  a  vacancy 
that  occurred  in  the  Belfast  Post  Office. 
These  vacancies  are  filled  up  to  a  great 
extent  by  nominations  by  the  Postmaster, 
and  even  when  examinations  are  held, — 
and  I  believe  they  are  often  not  held, — 
they  are  held  not  by  responsible  agents 
of  the  right  hon.  G^entleman,  but  by 
irresponsible  persons  attached  to  the 
Post  Office  itself.  The  examinations  are 
not  conducted  under  the  conditions  pre- 
scribed by  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sicmers  for  the  security  of  foir-play 
between  the  candidates.  As  Representa- 
tive of  Belfast  I  ask  that  appointments 
to  the  important  Post  Office  there  shall 
be  filled  up  by  the  healthy  system  of 
free  competitive  examination  held  not  by 
local  persons,  but  by  the  Department  or 
the  Civil  Service  Commissioners,  under 
conditions  that  will  ensure  fairness  in 
the  selection.  I  have  also  to  complain 
that,  notwithstanding  repeated  applica- 
tions, vacancies  are  sometimes  left  for  a 
long  period  unfilled,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
add  that,  during  the  administration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  appointments  to 
important  and  lucrative  posts  have  been 
limited  to  one  creed  and  to  the  supporters 
of  one  political  Party.  It  is  bad  enough 
that  Englishmen  should  be  brought  over  to 
fill  important  posts  in  Ireland,  while  Irish- 
men do  not  receive  promotion  in  England. 
The  system  has  been  carried  so  far  now 
that  persons  who  may  be  suspected  of 
having  any  sympathy  with  the  popular 
Mr,  S*xton 


movement  in  Ireland  are  excluded  from 
offices  under  the  Government.  I  will 
mention  one  instance.  A  postmaster  in 
Ireland,  named  Slack,  died  recently.  He 
was  not  a  Catholic,  but  a  Methodist,  and 
he  was  suspected  of  being  a  Home  Rder. 
He  left  a  widow  and  two  children.  The 
inhabitants  of  the  town  sent  to  the  Post- 
master General  a  practically  muininKHts 
memorial  soliciting  the  appointment  of 
the  widow  as  postmistress ;  she  had  pre- 
viously been  assisting  her  husband  in  the 
post-office.  There  were  only  two  impo^ 
taut  persons  who  did  not  think  it  wonW 
be  an  advantage  to  give  the  place  to  ihe 
widow,  and  they  were  the  landlord  aod 
the  rector.  I  am  informed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  first  of  opinion  that 
the  widow  was  an  eligible  per8on,and  that 
theoffice  should  be  bestowedonher,bDt,in 
deference  to  the  landlord  and  the  rector, 
he  turned  the  widow  and  her  twockildren 
out  of  the  place,  for  no  reason  apparently, 
except  that  though  the  lady's  late  has- 
band  had  not  laboured  under  the  disnd* 
vantage  of  being  a  Catholic,  he  w» 
supposed  to  be  in  sympathy  with  the 
National  movement.  I  consider  this  s 
scandalous,  and  if  it  is  now  too  late  to 
remedy  what  has  been  done,  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Grentleman  may  be  ahle  to 
consider  the -claims  of  this  kdj  with 
regard  to  some  future  appointment 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbmy,  ftst): 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon-  Gentkotn 

whether  there   is  any   possibility  of » 

reduction  next  year  in  the  tbtigf  ^ 
extra-duty  Clerks  and  Inspectort  m  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Deptttaneat? 
This  year  the  charge  is  about  £8,500  vr 
Clerks,  and,  including  the  Inspccto,* 
amountfi  to  £10,200.  I  gather  bm  the 
answers  he  has  given  to  questions  Jo*  "J 
me  this  year  that  there  is  no  justifiotiflo 
for  this  expenditure  on  extra  du^.  ^ 
charge  has  been  steadily  increasing,  •»■ 
I  wish  to  know  whether  he  cannot  «■- 
ploy  an  adequate  staff  and  so  put  a  ^ 
to  such  expenditure.  I  think  »« 
Government  Departments  should,  as  v 
as  possible,  set  the  example  of  ha^nagj* 
little  overtime  as  possible.  No  •op* 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say^ 
work  is  voluntary,  but  I  should  l*^^ 
know  how  the  officials  in  a  Gero^J* 
Department  would  be  treated  i^  ^ 
ex1»ra  work  was  required  of  th«B»*^ 
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pat  their  backs  up  and  went  home  with- 
out doing  what  they  were  asked. 

Mr.    O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  draw  attention  to  the  treatment 
of  sub-postmasters.     These  men  in  Ire- 
land work  the  same  hours  and  perform 
the  same  duties  as  those  in  England  and 
Scotland,    and    yet    they    only  receive 
salaries  of  JBIO  as  against  £17  paid  in 
England  and  Scotland.     No  doubt  when 
the  post-offices  were  established  in  Ire- 
land men  could  be  obtained  at  very  low 
salaries,  but  the  cost  of  living  has  very 
greatly  increased  since  that  time.     They 
are  now  being  starved,  and   the   right 
hon.  Qentleman  is  proving  himself  to  be 
the  head  sweater  of  the  three  kingdoms, 
inasmuch  as  he   is  getting  more  work 
out  of    his    servants  and    giving    less 
money  than  any  shopkeeper  in  the  three 
kingdoms.    I  speak  not  only  for  Ireland, 
bat    for    England   and    Scotland    also. 
Every  one  knows  the  attention,  the  cour- 
tesy, and  the  wonderful  efficiency  dis- 
played by  these  persons,  and  I  say  that 
itey  ought  not  to  be  limited  to  the  miser- 
able salaries  they  now  receive.  To  turn  to 
another  matter,  I  find  that  a  very  strict 
interpretation  has  been  put  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  advisers  upon 
ilie  rules  respecting  circulars  in  Ireland. 
Circulars  are  treated  as  letters  if  they 
have  the  smallest  amount  of    written 
matter  in  them.     At  the  same  time  the 
orders  sent  to  the  Co-operative  Stores  in 
London  are  treated  by  the  Post  Office 
authorities   as  circulars,   althongh  they 
are  nearly  all  written  matter.     This  is  a 
clear  case  of  a  distant  part  of  the  country 
not  getting  the  same  attention  as  London. 
I  cannot  think  that  the  Co-operative 
Stores,  which  are  by  no  means  popular, 
deserve  to  be  so  favourably  treated,  and 
I  do  not  think  they  would  be  so  treated 
if  some  of  the  Post  Office  officials  were 
not  connected  with  them. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Haikes,  Cambridge  University)  :  Al- 
tlxongh  the  discussion  has  covered  a  good 
deal  of  ground,  I  do  not  think  the  Depart- 
ment has  any  reason  to  complain  of  the 
^neral  criticism  that  has  been  bestowed 
on  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Canterbtiry 
(Mr.  Henniker  Heaton)  brought  against 
ns  several  charges  which,  I  think,  in 
Almost  every  instance,  had  been  pre- 
viously made  in  this  House.  I  hope  he 
-will  not  think  I  am  treating  him  hardly 


when  I  say  I  think  he  is  a  Utile  uugraie.- 
f ul  for  what  has  been  done  with  regard 
to  the  question  of  post-cards.  I  know 
that  whetiever  you  anticipate  that  any- 
thing you  are  going  to  do  will  be 
popular,  you  should  be  very  guarded  in 
formulating  that  anticipation.  I  must 
say,  however,  I  did  expect  there  would 
be  a  recogDition  of  the  great  advantogrc 
which  has  been  conferred  on  the  public 
by  the  reduction  which  we  have  been 
able  to  make  in  the  [price  of  post-cards. 
The  price  was  8d.  a  dozen.  We  have 
now  reduced  it  to  6d.  for  10,  which  is  a 
very  considerable  diminution  in  cost. 
I  had  rather  hoped  that  some  encomiums 
might  have  been  passed  on  the  more  con- . 
venient  multiple  that  has  thus  been 
adopted.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  division 
of  the  cards  into  packets  of  10,  which  are 
sold  at  6d.  per  packet,  is  a  very  great  sim- 
plification of  the  system.  No  doubt  we- 
still  m^ke  a  charge  for  material.  We 
are  not  in  a  position  to  present  the  public 
with  the  material  of  the  cards,  particu- 
larly as  we  believe  that  the  halfpenny 
post  is  carried  on  at  a  loss  to  the  re- 
venue. The  who^e  saving,  and  rather 
more  than  the  whole  saving,  effected* 
by  the  new  contract  has  gone  out. 
of  the  Exchequer  into  the  pocket 
of  the  public.  The  hon.  Member, 
for  Canterbury  still  questions  the  aU 
legation  that  the  halfpenny  post  is 
carried  on  at  a  loss.  That  statement 
was,  however,  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Post  Office,  who  is,  I  suppose,  better 
qualified  than  anybody  else  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  question.  I  admit  it 
is  only  an  opinion,  but  I  think  I  am  en- 
titled to  balance  it  against  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  foi'  Canterbury. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON-:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Post  Office  for  his  evidence  on 
the  subject  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES:  The  statement  was 
made  in  evidence.  My  hon.  Friend  was 
present,  and  I  do  not  think  he  cross- 
examined  on  the  point.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose my  hon.  Friend  would  wish  me  to 
follow  him  into  all  the  details  of  his- 
speech,  and  it  will  perhaps  be  sufficient 
if  I  deal  with  the  larger  questions  he  has 
raised.  I  have  already  replied  to  his 
complaint  that  the  public  are  not  allowed 
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to  obtain  postcards  without  stamps.      I 

have  pointed  out  that  it  is  necessary  that 

the  card  should  exactly  conform  to  the 

regulations    of    the     Department    with 

regard  to  size  and  weight.     Some  hon. 

Member  suggested   that  that  objection 

might  be  got  rid  of  if  the  Post  OflBce 

would  itself  manufacture  the  cards,  and 

supply  them  at  a  cheap  rate.     I  do  not 

myself  see  that  any  great  advantage  would 

be  derived  from  that,  because  you  might 

just  as  well  go  and  buy  stamped  cards  as 

buy  unstamped  cards  and  stamp  them 

yourself.  The  hon.  Member  says  we  allow 

circular  wrappers    to   have    half -penny 

stamps  aflBxed  to  them,  quite  irrespective 

of  the  shape  or  size  of  the  wrapper.  That  is 

quite  true,  but  in  the  case  of  circulars  it 

is  not  a  question  of  shape  or  size,  but 

merely  of  weight.     The   hon.  Member 

has  ako  renewed  the  suggestion  he  has 

made  more  than  once  before,  with  regard' 

to  circulars  in   unsealed  envelopes.     I 

imagine  that  it  is  possible  to  carry  out 

0uch  a  system  in  foreign  countries  in 
consequence  of  the  lesser  volume  of  their 
business.  The  servants  of  the  Post 
Office  in  a  French  or  German  town  are 
not  so  hard-pressed  in  the  work  of  sorting 
as*  they  are  in  our  great  industrial 
centres,  and  it  is,  perhaps,  possible  for 
them  to  give  such  envelopes  the  surveil- 
lance which  they  could  not  do  in  this 
country  without  a  large  increase  of  staff, 
and  a  consequent  large  increase  of  ex- 
pense. That  brought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man back  to  the  question  as  to  the 
charges  for  re-direction  which  are  imposed 
in  this  country,  with  regard  to  letters 
posted  here,  and  not  imposed  with  regard 
to  letters  coming  from  abroad.  I  think 
there  should  always  be  a  charge  for 
redirection.  If  the  State  is  entitled  to 
charge  anything  for  sending  a  letter  one 
journey  it  is  entitled  to  charge  for  a  second 
journey.  We  are  unable  to  charge  for 
re-direction  in  the  case  of  foreign  letters 
because  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  tax 
tbe  foreigner.  If  we  could,  I  should  be 
extremely  glad  to  put  him  in  the  same 
position  in  this  matter  as  the  British 
subject.  We  are,  however,  bound  by  the 
Convention  not  to  impose  on  the  foreigner 
Jfr.  Baii$$ 


any  charge  for  a  service  which,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  I  think  we  should 
be  quite  justified  in  charging  for.    Then 
the  hon.  Member  raised  the  question  of 
the  coloured   plates  in  the    illustrated 
papers.       I  am  always  afraid  of  express- 
ing any  sympathy  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's   proposals    because    he    makes  so 
much  of  it  when  I  do.      I  will  say,  how- 
ever, that  I  shall  be  glad  to  look  into  the 
question   of  the   coloured  plates  again. 
My  hon.  Friend  laid  more  stress  than  1 
should    have    expected     on    the   point 
respecting  the    335   letter-sorters   who 
have  been  dismissed  during  the  year.   I 
can   assure  him  that,   of  all  the  dnties 
which  fall  on  me,    perhaps    the  most 
painful  is  that  of  investigating  charges 
against  these  humble   servants   of  the 
public,  and  there  is  no  part  of  my  dntj 
to  which  I  devote  more  anxious  care  and 
attention    than   that  of    balancing  the 
charges  and  the  defences  in  cases  of  this 
description.     I  am  always  most  anxious 
and  ready  to  take  the  most  lenient  view 
I  possibly  can  in  matters  of  the  kind, 
having  regard   to  the  interests  of  tiie 
Service.      If    the    hon.    Member  were 
familiar  with   the  archives  of  the  Post 
Office,  he  would  know  that  I  have  not 
erred  on  the  side  of  severity.    As  the 
Postal  Service  consists  at  present  of  froffl 
110,000    to  120,000   persons,    the  per- 
centage  of  dismissals  is  not  a  lai^  one. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  our  Service  is  dis- 
tinguished by  the  best  features  which 
mark  any  Service.     With  regard  to  the 
heavy  sentences  which  have  been  passed 
upon    dishonest   servants    of  the  Post 
Office,  I  have  lost  no  opportunity,  where 
I  could  fittingly  do  so,  of  deprecating  the 
passing  of  such  sentences.     I  was  ramer 
surpri^d  the  other  day  to  see  that  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  land  had  expressed  Ae 
opinion  in  a  case  of  this  kind  that  he  was 
not    going    to    be    dictated  to  by  any 
Government  Department  as  to  the  sen- 
tences   he  ought    to  pass.      I  entirelj' 
concur  in   that  view,   and  so  for  from 
attempting  to  dictate  to  anybody  on  the 
subject,    1    have  merely   expressed  ^ 
opinion  in   favour    of    a    redaction  «< 
sentences.     We     come     now    to    the 
question       of      the      postal     5«^^ 
between      England    and     India,    •»» 
England    and    the    Colonies.    I  do  aot 
propose  to  go  into  that  question  mnch  t^ 
day.     It  is  a  question  for  the  taxpayer; 
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it  is  for  this  Honse  to  decide  whether  the 
country  is  prepared  to  make  a  sacrifice  of 
revenue  and  to  incur  the  additional  cost  of 
carrying  on  unremunerative  services.     It 
is  rather  hard  that  the  Post  Office  should 
be  thought  to  be  determined  upon  high 
rates,   thereby  fettering  the  action  be- 
tween Gteat  Britain  and  her  Dependen- 
cies, as  if  we  had  a  mischievous  pleasure 
in  action  of  that  description.      On   the 
contrary,  we  have  endeavoured  to  do  our 
duty  by  carrying  out  the  policy  expressed 
by  Parliament,  that   the    State  cannot 
a&ord  to  make  any  sacrifices  in  this  di- 
rection; and  when  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, representing  the  taxpayers,  comes 
to  that  conclusion,  of  course  the  Depart- 
ment must  give  effect  to  its  decision. 
When  the   time  comes,  I  think  it  will 
be  possible  to  show  that  a  very  great 
number  of  considerations  enter  into  this 
question,  apart  from  the  convenience  of 
persons  who  write  letters.     I  can  only 
repeat  what  I  have  stated  before,  that 
whereas  the  conveyance  of  a  newspaper 
to  India  is  an  absolute  loss  to  the  State, 
yet  the  Revenue  actually  gains,  because 
the  newspaper  posted  in  France  is  carried 
at    a  small  profit.     For  the  newspaper 
that  goes  from  England  to  India  we  have 
to  pay  a  tourist  rate  between  France  and 
Brindisi,  but  we  receive   postage   from 
France  for  the  completion  of  the  journey ; 
and  I  think  the  Revenue  does  not  lose, 
hut  rather  gains  by  that  ^t.     Then  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stoke  <jalled  attention 
to  the  question  of  circulars.     The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Donegal  also  addressed 
the  Committee  on  the  subject  of  circulars. 
J  frankly  admit  that  the  present  regula- 
tions  are  full  of  anomalies  and  incon- 
sistencies in  regard  to  circulars.     There 
is    one   main    principle   which   I  think 
shonld  always  be  kept  in  mind,  that  a 
circular  should  be  general  in  its  nature, 
and  a  letter  particular.   A  letter  is  some- 
thing which  only  concerns  a  particular 
person,  which  contains  some  information 
or  something  personal  to  the  individual 
to  whom  it  is  addressed  ;  but  the  circular 
is   a  matter  which  is  common  to  more 
than  one  person,  and  practically  general 
in.  its   character.     I   think  that  is  the 
liasis  npon  which  we  are  bound  to  pro- 
oeed.     I    quite    admit    that    it    is    ex- 
tremely difficult    to  reconcile  this   doc- 
tnrxne   to    our  treatment  of  Co-operative 
Store  advices  as  circulars;    but    I   will 


make  this  matter,  which  is  a  very 
considerable  one,  the  subject  of  care- 
ful consideration  during  the  Recess.  It  is 
one  which  greatly  interests  the  Friendly 
and  Church  Societies  in  this  country,  who 
have  with  very  great  patience  and  kindness 
refrained  from  driving  the  Post  Office 
into  a  comer,  though  they  have  made' 
constant  representations  on  the  subject. 
Sir,  I  shall  be  glad  if  we  can  arrive, 
in  concert  with  the  Treasury,  at  any 
decision  which  will  enable  us  to  proceed 
on  a  plainer  and  fairer  system  than  the 
present  system,  which  has  been  modified 
from  time  to  time  to  meet  particular 
demands.  The  other  point  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  has  rela- 
tion to  the  letters  addressed  to  persons 
who  are  about  to  leave  this  country  by 
steamer  going  to  South  America,  or 
from  Brindisi  to  India.  The  mails  may 
overtake  their  steamers.  I  believe  the 
explanation  of  the  particular  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  called 
attention  is  that  the  letter  was  not 
registered.  I  think  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  is  a  justification  for  the  registra- 
tion. It  is  quite  true  that  letters  posted 
in  the  ordinary  course  arrive  by  the 
same  train  at  Queenstown  as  the  regis- 
tered letters  do,  but  if  the  steamer  starts 
within  half  or  three-quarters  of  an  hour 
of  the  train's  arrival,  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  sort  out  particular 
letters  and  send  them  on  board.  TTie 
Post  Office  has,  therefore,  reasonably 
required  that  letters  intended  to  over- 
take passengers  on  board  steamers  should 
be  registered.  These  registered  letters 
are  placed  in  a  separate  and  special  van, 
and  are  sent  on  board  the  steamers,  at  a 
moment's  notice.  Well,  then,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sutherland  has  pressed 
me  again  on  the  subject  of  the  Highland 
Railway.  I  have  considered  that?  ques- 
tion, and  I  am  quite  sure  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  the  liberality  to 
which  he  referred  has  been  entirely 
involuntary  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  regret  as  much  as  any- 
body can  do  the  very  large  additional 
sum  which  the  Umpire  awarded  to  the 
Highland  Railway  Company.  We  be- 
lieve that  instead  of  the  original  contract 
sum  having  been  increased  it  ought  to 
have  been  reduced.  Still,  I  believe  that 
the  sum  which  the  Umpire  awarded  was 
£30,000  a  year  less  than  the  Company 
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demanded.  The  hon.  Member  .for 
Sutherland  may  rest  assured  that  y^Q 
will  do  our  very  best  to  bring  all  the 
pressure  we  can  to  bear  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  restoration  of  those  facilities  on 
which  he  laid  so  much  stress.  As 
regards  the  Strome  Ferry  post,  I  have 
had  it  before  me  more  than  once.  I 
agree  with  what  has  been  said,  that 
^eat  inconvenience  exists  in  respect  of 
the  land  correspondence.  But  the 
suggestions  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
made  are  of  so  expensive  a  nature  that 
we  shoxdd  not  be  justified  in  under- 
taking them,  considering  the  smaUness 
of  the  post. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Do  you  mean  Strome 
Ferry? 

Mr.  K  AIKES  :  I  mean  the  connexion 
between  Strome  Ferry  and  the  places  to 
the  east  of  it.  I  can  only  say  that  I  do 
see  the  anomalies  and  the  inconveniences 
caused  by  the  present  arrangements,  and 
I  will  consider  them.  Then  I  come  to 
the  question  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast^  namely,  as  to 
the  opening  of  letters  in  the  Irish  Post 
Office.  I  reply,  categorically,  that  no 
person  has  been  authorised  to  open  any 
letter  in  any  Irish  Post  Office  since  I 
have  been  in  office.  If  any  letter  has 
been  opened,  it  has  not  only  been  with- 
out the  assent  of  the  Government,  but  in 
flagrant  breach  of  the  rules  of  the  De- 
partment. The  Home  Secretary  has 
pointed  out  that  no  letter  can  be  opened 
in  this  country  except  under  his  warrant, 

and  no  letter  can  be  opened  without  the 
warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ire- 
land. "  The  mean  and  rascally  system," 
— to  use  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
words,  which  I  do  not  think  at  all  too 
strong  if  the  practice  existed, — I  can 
assure  him  does  not  exist.  If  letters 
are  opened  in  Ireland, — as  they  are 
sometimes  opened  in  England  and  other 
countries, — they  are  certainly  not  opened 
by  the  Government  or  by  anybody  autho- 
rised by  the  Government ;  and  I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  however 
susceptible  he  m^  have  been  to  the  im- 
pression that  the  Government  have  taken 
Mr.  Raike9 


steps  to  interfere  with  hiscorrespoiideiioe, 
there  has  been  nothing  done  while  the 
present  Government  have  been  in  power 
which  bears  any  relation  whatever  to,  or 
any  similarity  whatever  to,  the  process 
described  by  him  as  rascally.  As  to  Uie 
letter  which  he  handed  to  me,  it  ui- 
doubtedly  appears  to  have  been  opened, 
and  I  will  endeavour  to  discover  where 
it  may  have  been  opened.  But  I  will 
only  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentlemin 
that  between  his  own  countrymen  and 
the  Americans  a  good  deal  of  interest 
would  attach,  as  he  rather  admitted,  to  a 
letter  passing  between  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Lord  Major  of 
Dublin,  and  it  is  quite  possible  that  some 
— one  in  America  opened  the  letter- 
quite  as  likely  as  that  someone  in  Ireland 
opened  it.  However  that  may  be,  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  dogmatise  at  alli^pon 
the  subject.  As  to  the  other  letters  to 
which  he  has  referred,  they  also  appear 
to  have  come  from  America,  and  it  is 
just  possible  they  may  have  been  opened 
in  America.  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
the  declaration  I  have  now  made,  and  I 
hope  hon.  Members  will  accept  it  as 
seriously  and  positively  as  I  make  it 
The  letters  which  have  been  bronght  to 
me  certainly  look  as  if  they  had  heen 
opened,  and  I  will  endeavour  to  make 
the  best  and  fullest  inquiries.  If  thne 
inquiries  are  unsuccessful  it  wiU  not  be 
my  &ult  nor  the  fault  of  those  charged 
with  the  duty,  and  nobody  will  be  better 
pleased  than  I  should  it  be  discovered 
that  letters  are  being  opened  in  the  Post 
Office  if  the  person  opening  them  is 
brought  to  justice. 

Mb.  sexton  :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state  whether  the  warrants 
are  general  or  particular  which  are 
issued  from  time  to  time  ? 

Mb.  RAIKBS:  They  are  certainly 
particular.  That  I  know.  The  wtntnt 
issued  relates  to  the  correspondence  of 
some  particular  person,  and,  I  think, 
some  particular  office  too.  I  hare  nerer 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  issuing  » 
warrants,  and  I  therefore  speak  with 
very  partial  knowledge  on  tJie  subject; 
but  I  will  ascertain  what  is  the  kind  of 
warrant  issued.  Reference  has  been 
made   to  the  distribution  of  stripes,    A 
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can  only  say  that  we  award  all  the  stripes 
at  our  disposal,  and  I  only  wish  we  had 
more  to  give.      There   is   no  delay   in 
awarding  stripes  where  they  are  merited, 
and  the    Post    Office    at  least   is    not 
to   blame  if    any    disappointments   are 
occasioned.     As  to  the  appointments  in 
Bel&st,  the  selection  of  candidates  rests 
with  the  Postmaster.     The  examination 
papers  are    sent  to  him   by  the   Civil 
8^Yice  Oommissioners  and  are  retnmed 
to  them,  and  promotions  are  made  by  the 
Postmaster  General  on  the  recemmenda- 
tion  of  the  Secretary.     The  Postmastw 
at  Bel^t  does  not  make  the  appoint- 
ments himself.      I   will  look  into   this 
matter  in  reference  to  the  desirability  of 
the   examination    being    conducted    by 
somebody  more  directly  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners, 
and  if  I  conclude  that  the  examination 
should  be  conducted  in  that  way,  I  sh  ill  be 
gkd  to  give  effect  ix)  that  conclusion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  some 
charges,  which  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to 
live   down,    as    to   appointments   being 
limited  to  a  particular  Party  in  Ireland. 
Persons  obtain  promotion   in   the  Post 
Office  free  of  all  Party  considerations.    I 
do  not  think,  so  far  as  I  can  remember, 
that  I  have  been  aware  of  any  p&rson 
who  has  been  appointed  to  any  important 
position    for    any    such    considerations. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  glad  to 
know  that  the  Postmaster  to  whom  he 
referred  was  offered  another  Post  office 
of  equal  value,  which,  however,  he  did 
not  accept.     I  have   no    knowledge  of 
creed  or  Party  politics  in  these  matters, 
and  I  do  not  think   Party  politics  run 
high  in  the  upper  branches  of  the  Civil 
Service.     The  hon.   Member  for  North 
Honeg&l  approves  of  the  system  of  these 
appointments  resting  with  the  Postmaster 
General  instead  of  with  the  local  Post- 
masters, but  I  think  it  would  throw  an 
With  regard  to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Finsbury,  I  agree  with 
enormous  additional  burden  upon  him. 
-vrhat  he  has  suggested.     Our  position 
has  been  a  very  peculiar  one.     We  have 
been  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  Trea- 
sury upon  the  Report  of  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,  and  the  result  has  been 
that  we  have  not  been  able  to  increase 
our  staff.     We  thought  it  undesirable  to 
create  a  greater  number  of  appointments 
tinder  the  old  conditions,  and  before  the 


Government  are  in  a  position  to  bring 
forward  a  large  and  comprehensive, 
scheme  affecting  the  duties  of  their  em^ 
ployei  Though  it  is  a  late  J  period  of 
the  Session,  I  hope  that  hon.  Members 
will  now  allow  th6  Vote  to  pass ;  and  I 
shall  be  happy  to  answer  other  questions 
at  a  later  stage. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  hope  hon.  Members 
will  meet  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  allowing  the  Vote  to  pass. 
Questions  to  which  hon.  Members  desire 
to  draw  attention  may  be  raised  on 
Report. 

♦Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
I  have  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  to  which 
a  certain  amount  of  interest  attaches, 
and  I  should  prefer  to  have  it  taken  at  a 
time  when  it  can  be  faijfly  discussed. 
The  Report  stage  is  usually  taken  at  a 
late  hour,  when  time  for  discussion  is 
limited.  I  should  like  an  opportunity  to 
raise,  in  the  briefest  possible  form  on  my 
Motion,  a  discussion  on  the  subject  of 
Sunday  postal  labour. 

Mr.  H.CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.): 
I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin,  in  reference  to*  the 
opening  of  letters  addressed  to  my  hon. 
iViend  the  Member  for  Cork.  From 
my  own  personal  knowledge,  I  can  in- 
form the  right  hon.  Grentleman  that 
letters  belonging  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  have  been  opened  repeatedly  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  and  opened 
in  the  most  flagrant  manner  that  it  was 
possible  to  have  opened  them.  The  fact 
of  the  matter  is,  it  was  not  thought  ne- 
cessary to  seal  them  up  again.  That  I 
can  state  as  a  matter  within  my  own 
knowledge,  and  I  do  so  now,  deliberately, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
But,  Mr.  Courtney,  the  opening  of 
letters  has  not  stopped  here,  because  it- 
would  not  have  suited  the  Government 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
should  have  done  so.  They  have  gone 
further.  They  have  gone  so  far  as  to 
open  letters  addressed  to  humble  indi- 
viduals like  myself.  My  own  letters, 
since  the  commencement  of  the  proceed- 
ings before  the  Commission,  have  been 
opened  constantly  and  deliberately,  and 
have  been  detained  in  the  Post  Office  for 
two  and  three  days  at  a  time. 


•Me.  CHANGING:  Do  I  understand  I  Clause  (Discretionary  powerastonn 
tliat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  grant  [  ber  of  pilots  licensed,) — {Mr.  KynnJ 
time  for  my  Motion  t  \  brought  up,  and  read  the  &ret  time. 
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ELECTION  OF  GUARDIANS  AT 
LOWESTOFT. 

Mb.  BKOADHURST  (Nottingham)  ^ 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovernment  Board  whether,  kaving 
considered  the  Report  of  the  Inspector 
sent  to  inquire  into  the  alleged  irregu- 
larities with  regard  to  the  election  of 
Guardians  at  Lowestoft,  on  the  5th 
July,  he  is  now  able  to  state  whether 
any  action  will  be  taken  in  the  matter  ? 
*Thb  president  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
Local  Government  Board  have  consi- 
dered the  Report  of  the  Inspector  on 
the  inquiry  with  regard  to  the  election 
of  Guardians  at  Lowestoft,  and  have 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  no  valid 
election  has  taken  place,  and  their  de- 
cision to  this  effect  has  been  communi- 
cated to  the  several  persons  interested. 

THE  SCIENCE  AND  ART  DEPARTMENT. 

De.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  new  rule  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  to  be 
found  at  page  56  of  the  Directory  of 
Science  and  Art,  1889,  to  the  effect — 

"  That  no  pnpil  or  monitor  in  a  school  under 
the  Commimioners  of  National  Edncation,  Ire* 
land,  who  has  not  passed  the  second  examina- 
tion of  the  sixth  class  can  be  presented  for 
examination  or  registered  in  sabject  xxiy. 
principles  of  agricaltare, " 

is  likely  to  affect  most  injuriously  the 
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teaching  of  agriculture  in  national 
schools  in  Ireland;  whether  this  rule 
is  within  the  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to 
withdraw  or  modify;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  great  importance  of  agri- 
cultural instruction  in  a  country  circum- 
stanced as  Ireland  is,  where  agriculture 
is  the  chief  industry,  he  will  recommend 
the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  to  withdraw  the  rule  referred 
to  and  revert  to  the  former  practice, 
whereby  pupils  who  had  passed  into 
the  foTurth  class  were  eligible  for  in- 
struction in  agriculture,  making  such 
other  arrangements  as  they  may  consi- 
der necessary  to  avoid  overlapping  pay- 
ments, to  prevent  which  the  new  rule 
was  introduced  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaokson,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
find  that  the  alteration  in  the  rules 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
made  by  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment in  consultation  with  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  matter  does  not  appear 
to  be  one  which  has  been  before  the 
Treasury,  or  with  which  the  Treasury 
should  interfere. 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  Did 
not  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
promise  some  weeks  ago  in  Supply  to 
re-consider  this  question  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  quite  aware  of 
that ;  but  no  representations  have  been 
made  to  the  Treasury,  which  cannot  inter- 
fere with  the  business  of  another  De- 
partment. 

THE    PROCURATOR    FISCAL    AT 
FALKIRK. 

Mb.  BROADHITRST  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Procurator  Fiscal  at  Falkirk  is 
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also  the  legal  adviser  to  the  Oarroa 
Steamship  Oompftnj ;  and,  whether 
FTOOnratorFiBcalB  ore  allowed  to  under- 
take private  practice  in  cases  which  ma^ 
come  into  conflict  with  the  discharge  of 
their  public  duties  ? 
*Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBEBTEOK,  Bute) :  I  am  informed 
b;  the  Messrs.  Gair  that  while,  on  some 
ocoa^ons,  they  hare  acted  profsssionallj 
for  the  Garron  Steamship  Company, 
they  are  not  its  general  legal  advisers, 
and  that  in  no  instance  do  they  under- 
take private  practice  in  oases  which 
may  possibly  come  into  conflict  witbt  he 
discfaai^e  of  their  public  duties. 

IRELAND  —  PROBATE    BEQISTHT 
CUBTOM  HOUSE,  BELFAST. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  the  strong  room  of  the 
Probate  Be^try  Custom  House,  Bel- 
fast, is  not  fireproof;  and,  it  so,  what 
steps  the  Board  of  Works  propose  taking 
to  have  it  made  so,  as  it  contains  up- 
wards of  20,000  original  wills  and 
other  documents  of  importance ;  if  it 
ie  true  that  the  Board  has  been  in- 
formed of  the  state  of  the  stroug  room, 
and  that  nothing  has  been  done ;  if  it  is 
true  that  the  caretaker's  quarters  in  the 
bnilding,  in  which  two  children  have 
recently  died  through  improper  ventila- 
tion, have  been  condemned  as  unfit  for 
human  habitation  by  a  medical  certifi- 
cate, and  if  the  Board  of  Works  has 
been  repeatedly  appealed  to  on  the 
subject;  what  steps  the  Board  intends 
to  adopt  to  make  the  quarters  fit  to 
reside  in,  or  if  no  such  steps  are  taken 
promptly  will  the  caretaker  be  provided 
with  quarters  outside  the  building  until 
it  is  made  habitable ;  aod,  whether  Mr. 
Travers,  the  Assistant  Registrar,  con- 
demned the  building  in  a  recent  Report 
to  the  Board  of  Works  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  strong  room  of 
the  Probate  Registry  Custom  House, 
Belfast,  is  not  fireproof;  but  arrange- 
ments have  been  under  consideration  to 
remedy  the  defect,  and  the  necessary 
work  will  be  carried  out  at  once.  Com- 
plaints were  made  of  the  insufficient 
light  and  ventilation  of  the  caretaker's 
quarters  in  the  Probate  Office,  and 
works  are  now  being  carried  out  with 
the  view  of  improving  them  in  these 
respects. 


LAW  AND  JTJSTIOB-CASE  OF  HS. 

THOMAS  BARBT. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  K.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Solimtor  Oenenl  ix 
Ireland  if  it  was  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Government  that  Crown  Prosecute 
Rioe  attempted  to  induce  theUsgiatntM 
who  sentenced  Mr.  Thomas  Barry,  it 
Mallow,  on  13th  August,  to  Cbiw 
months'  imprisonment,  not  to  etata  a 
case  on  the  legal  question  involved  at  to 
the  application  of  the  Aot  of  Edwd 
III. ;  and,  will  instructions  be  givm  to 
Crown  Prosecutors  not  to  atteoipt  to 
throw  obstacles  in  way  of  the  ralmng  of 
legal  queatioss  decided  by  MsgistiatH 
in  the  Superior  Courts  ? 

*Thb  SOLICITOE  general  rw 
IRELAND  (Mr.  ItAunKir,  UniverMtyof 
Dublin) :  Mr.  Banr  waa  not  sentenced 
to  imprisonment,  but  was  directed  to 
give  sursties  for  good  behaviour,  and  to 
be  imprisoned  in  default.  Whea  hi* 
counsel  asked  to  have  a  case  stated,  tke 
Sessional  Crown  Solicitor  referred  tbe 
Court  to  some  decided  oases  on  tbe  nb- 
ject  (While  the  Government  do  wt 
wish  that  obstacles  should  be  thrawnia 
the  way  of  cases  being  stated  for  tens* 
by  the  Superior  Courts,  they  aredaiinu 
that  the  Magistrates  ^ould  be  ia  em? 
proper  manner  assisted  by  refereoMto 
cases  already  decided  in  those  Courts. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Whyshouldtiw 
desire  to  have  a  case  stated  be  obstnuital 
by  the  Crown  Prosecutor  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  landerstaDdtbit* 
question  of  law  arose  as  to  whetlur  is 
this  particular  case  there  was  pctnte 
state  a  case.  There  was  no  obstmctian 
on  the  part  of  the  Grown  Prosscntor. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  What  qoeititB 
of  law  could  arise  ? 

*Ma.  MADDEN :  The  question,  M  I 
understand  it,  was  decided  by  the  llip- 
strate  in  favour  of  the  prison  er-^aiwr. 
whether  a  case  could  be  stated  nsdv 
the  Aot  when  the  sentence  was  to  Bad 
bail  for  good  behaviour. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  The  statute  i»- 
vides  that  the  Magistrate  is  to  doterou* 
the  case.  What  question  of  law  eooU 
arise? 

*Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  stated  wW 
the  question  of  law  waa,  and  aiio  tj^ 
it  has  been  decided  in  favour  of  tto 
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the  Besident  Magistrates  Mr.  Baron 
Dowse's  observations  on  a  sentence  of 
three  months'  imprisonment  in  default 
of  giving  security  for  good  behaviour  ? 
•Mb.  madden  :  It  is  no  part  of  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  circulate 
opinions  of  that  kind,  or  to  advise  Besi- 
dent Magistrates  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  shall  perform  their  judicial 
functions. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Is  it  not  the 
duty  of  the  Crown  to  communicate  with 
the  Crown  Prosecutor  ? 

[No  answer.] 

POST  OFFICE  AT  ENNIS. 
Mb.  cox  (Clar^,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  a  site 
has  yet  been  determined  on  for  the  new 
Post  Office  in  Ennis  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTEB  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikbs,  University  of  Cambridge) :  I 
have  decided  to  seek  the  authority  of 
the  Treasury  for  acquiring  the  site  re- 
ferred to  in  my  previous  answer  (27th 
of  May  last)  for  the  proposed  new  Post 
Office  at  Ennis ;  but  questions  have 
arisen  on  one  or  two  points — mainly  in 
reg^d  to  the  extent  of  the  building— 
and  the  matter  cannot  be  finally  settled 
until  these  have  been  decided.  The 
necessary  inquiries  are  now  being  made, 
and  will,  I  trust,  soon  be  completed. 
The  proposed  site  is  in  Bank  Place,  and 
is  oSeTed  by  Mr.  Michael  Bynne. 

THE  CLONGK)REY    ESTATE. 

Mb.  CABEW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ldeutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  Believing  Officer  for  the 
OloDgorey  district  was  on  6th  August 
served  with  notices  that  five  families  on 
the    Clongorey    estate,    against    whom 
decrees  for  possession  of  their  holdings 
were  obtained  at  the  Summer  Assizes, 
are  to  be  evicted ;  whether  the  evictions 
about  to  be  enforced  owe  their  origin  to 
the  non-payment  of  arrears  of  rent  which 
accrued  due  before  the  fixing  of  judicial 
rents ;  whether  Mr.  Barrington,  the  valuer 
appointed  by  Judge  Darling,  the  County 
Court  Judge  of    County  Kildare,    re- 
ported recently  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
rents  on  the  estate  should  be  reduced 
by   29^  per  cent ;  whether  the  original 
demand  of  the  tenants  was  30  per  cent 
Abatement,  and  the  abatement  offered 
by  the  landlord  10  per  cent;  whether 
Judg^e  Darling,  acting  on  this  Beport  of 


his  Court  valuer,  asked  the  agent  in' 
open  Court  at  the  last  Quarter  Sessions 
at  Naas  to  consent  to  grant  the  re- 
ductions recommended  and  '^  wipe  out 
the  arrears  altogether,"  and,  on  his  re- 
fusing to  do  so,  whether  the  Judge 
stayed  the  execution  of  the  decrees  until 
May  1891;  and,  whether  having  regard 
to  these  facts,  he  will  permit  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  to  be  employed  in  carry- 
ing out  these  evictions  ? 

The  cheep  SECBETABY  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.):  I  am  informed  that  the 
answers  to  the  first  five  paragraphs  are 
in  the  affirmative,  though  I  presume 
there  would  have  been  no  arrears  on 
non -judicial  rents  had  the  tenants  taken 
full  advantage  of  the  Act  of  1881.  The 
evictions  could  not  take  place  if  the 
executions  of  the  decrees  were  stayed. 

Mb.  MACNEILL  (Donegal,  8.):  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  going  to  use 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  in  carrying  out 
these  evictions  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  B  ALFOUB :  Of  course,  the 
support  of  the  Crown  will  be  given 
wherever  it  is  found  necessary  to  carry 
out  the  law. 

BERNE  LABOUR  CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  BBOADHUBST  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
of  the  date  of  the  meeting  of  the  pro-^ 
posod  International  Congress  on  the 
hours  of  labour  ? 

The  UNDEB  SECBETABY  op 
STATE  for  FOBEIGN  AFFAIBS 
(Sir  J.  Fbrgusson,  Manchfister,  N.E.) : 
The  Swiss  Government  have  proposed 
that  the  meeting  of  this  Conference  shall 
be  postponed  until  the  spring  of  next 
year,  but  they  have  not  yet  speciGed  the 
date  when  they  propose  that  it  shall 
assemble. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Will  it  be  possible  to  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  before  we  separate  the 
Beturn  ordered  some  time  ago  upon  this 
question  as  to  the  regulation  of  hours 
of  labour  by  law  in  European  countries? 

Sir  J.  FEBGUSSON ;  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  correspondence  is  complete, 
but  I  will  make  inquiry.  We  have  re- 
ceived a  great  many  answers. 

MR.  CONYBEARE. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  M'ABTHUB  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
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Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  doctor  of  Derry 
Oaol  has  reported  that  Mr.  Oonybeare 
is  suffering  from  skin  disease  contracted 
in  that  prison  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  take  immediate  steps  for  the 
amelioration  of  his  condition  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  the  affection  of  which  Mr.  Oonybeare 
has  complained  is  in  no  sense  serious, 
and  that  it  has  been  promptly  dealt 
with. 

Mb.  W.  M*AETHUB:  In  conse- 
•quenoe  of  the  answer  I  have  received  I 
beg  to  give  notice  that  at  the  close  of 
the  questions  I  shall  ask  leave  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

THE  BOMAN  CATHOLIO  MAGISTRATE 

AT  ANTRIM. 

Mb.  TUITE  rWestmeath,  N.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
^ve  the  name  of  the  Soman  Oatholic 
Magistrate  who  attends  at  Antrim  Petty 
Sessions;  at  what  place  and  in  what 
Petty  Sessions  district  does  he  reside, 
and  what  distance  is  his  residence  from 
the  town  of  Antrim  ;  and  whether  he 
will  state  how  many  times  during  the 
last  12  months  this  Magistrate  attended 
at  Petty  Sessions  in  the  town  of 
Antrim  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.BALFOUB  :  I  have  received 
no  Beport. 

THE  STATUTE  OF  EDWARD  III. 

Mb.  FLrNN  (Ck)rk,  N.):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  he  has  seen  the  reports  in  the 
Oork  papers  of  the  14th  instant,  from 
<which  it  appears  that  two  men  named 
James  Keane  and  John  Moloney  were 
aummoned  at  the  Fermoy  Sessions  on 
the  11th  instant,  under  a  Statute  of 
Edward  III.,  calling  on  them  to  show 
«ause  why  they  should  not  be  bound 
to  keep  the  peace ;  and  if  he  can  state 
why  these  summonses  were  not  brought 
tinder  the  ordinary  law  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  am  informed  that 
the  cases  referred  to  in  the  question  were 
heard  on  the  12th,  not  the  11th  instant, 
and  that  the  application  was  for  sureties 
for  good  behaviour  under  the  Statute 
referred  to.  The  summonses  were  issued 
by  the  police  under  the  Statute  with  the 
approval  of  the  Divisional  Commissioner, 
because,  in  his  opinion,  the  acts  of  which 
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the  defendants  were  accused  were  of 
such  a  character  as  to  come  within  ihe 
provisions  of  the  Statute. 

Mb.  FLYNN  :  Were  these  summouM 
issued  with  the  approval  of  the  Attomej 
General  ? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  rather  gather 
from  the  statement  made  to  me  that  the 
matter  was  not  brought  before  the 
Attorney  General ;  but  I  will  make  in- 
quiries, if  necessary. 

CONSTABLES  BIDDING  AT  MARKETS. 

Mb.  FLTNN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  I^rd  Lieateoant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  hu 
been  called  to  the  reports  of  a  trial  at 
Fermoy  Sessions  on  the  11th  instant, 
under  a  Statute  of  Edward  III.,  from 
which  it  appears  that  Police  Ser- 
geant Dallas  stated  in  evidence  that  he 
was  a  detective  cattle  buyer,  and  that 
he  was  buying  cattle  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty;  is  it  compatible  with  Con- 
stabulary duty  that  policemen  should 
buy  or  deal  in  cattle;  and,  whether 
such  duties  are  imposed  by  the  QoYem- 
ment? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  It  is  the  case 
that  the  sergeant  was  employed  as  a 
cattle  dealer  with  a  view  to  detect 
persons  engaged  in  an  unlawful  attempt 
to  prevent  the  sale  of  cattle  belongloi? 
to  boycotted  persona  or  raised  on  evicted 
farms.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Constabu- 
lary to  take  all  proper  and  necessary 
steps  for  the  detection  of  unlawful  acts. 

Mr.  FLTNN :  In  the  event  of  a  con- 
stable buying  cattle,  out  of  whatpubhc 
fund  does  the  money  come  ? 

[No  answer.] 

Mb.  MAONEILL:  Is  it  not  one  of 
the  rules  in  the  Constabulary  that  no 
Member  of  the  Force  shall  engage  m 
trade  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  whether  it  is  a  rule  or  not;  but" 
it  is  it  was  not  broken  on  this  occasion. 

REVISING  BARRISTERS. 
Mb.  M*0ABTAN  (Down,  S.) :  IH 
to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lort 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to 
the  apnointment  of  assistant  bamsters 
for  revising  the  lists  of  Psrliamenttfy 
voters  in  Ireland  this  year,  whether  ne 
is  aware  that,  in  almost  every  ^^^^ 
the  Liberals  who  were  appointed  to  tn 
office  in  the  years  1885, 1886,  and  Wh 


lien  dispeneed  with  last  year,  and  hu] 
porters  of  the  present  Government  aj 
pointed  instead  ;  and,  whether,  ia  m&l 
ingappointmentsforthecomingroTisioi 
dne  consideration  will  be  given  to  the 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTR:  I  muat  aak 
the  hon.  Qentlemaa  to  put  the  question 
on  the  Paper. 

Ub.  M'CABTAK  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  was  aware  that 
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Mr.  JACKSON :  Yes.  I  beUeve  it 
18  very  muoh  to  the  conTenienoe  of  the 
Department  that  that  should  be  done. 

THE  LAND  CX)MMISSION. 

Mb.  M'CAETAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Land  Commission  have 
recently  made  a  new  rule  requiring  cer- 
tain appellants  to  state,  within  14  days 
of  the  date  of  a  notice  served  by  the 
Commission  on  the  appellant,  the 
groand  of  appeal  intended  to  be  relied 
on,  and  intimatiog  to  the  appellant 
that  if  the  form  sent  by  the  Commission 
is  not  received  within  the  period  stated, 
or  if  the  information  supplied  is  not 
such  as  to  satisfy  the  Commission,  the 
appeal  will  be  liable  to  be  struck  out  of 
the  list,  and  will  not  be  listed  again 
without  a  special  order  of  the  Court; 
whether  this  rule  is  intended  to  apply 
to  all  cases  of  appeal  now  entered  for 
hearing;  and,  whether,  considering 
that  an  appeal  from  the  Sub-Commis- 
sion or  County  Court  is  considered  to  be 
a  rehearing  of  the  case,  the  Land  Com- 
mission is  acting  within  its  powers  in 
oifordng  such  a  rule  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived  a  Eeport,  and  must,  therefore, 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  postpone  the 
question  until  to-morrow. 

THE  TEMPLETON  AND  HOPE  ESTATES. 

Mb.  PATBICE  O'BHIEN  (Monaghan, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Loid  Lieutenant  of  Lreland  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  large  number  of 
the  tenantry  on  the  Templeton  and 
Hope  estates  in  the  Castleblaney  Union, 
have  had  applications  to  have  a  fair 
rent  fixed  listed  for  hearing  by  the 
Land  Sub-Commission  for  nearly  two 
Tears,  and  which  have  not  yet  been 
neard;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
landlords  of  these  estates  are  issuing 
eiectments  against  these  tenants,  wi£ 
the  purpose  of  depriving  them  of  the 
right  to  have  fair  rents  fixed ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  cause  the  Land  Commission 
to  promptly  afford  facilities  for  hearing 
the  cases  of  these  tenants  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  there  are  15 
cases  on  the  Hope  estate  and  207  oases 
on  the  Templeton  estate  remaining  un- 
disposed of,  and  which  were  received  at 
their  offices  before  January  1,  1888.  A 
Sub-Commission  sat  in  Castleblaney  last 


May,  and  disposed  of  all  the  applicatioBS 
from  that  Union  received  up  to  October 
29,  1887.  A  Sub-Commission  hasbeea 
sitting  continuously  in  County  Mont- 
ghan  since  last  September,  and  will 
continue  to  sit  after  the  vacation,  taking 
up  the  cases  in  the  Castleblaney  dis- 
trict in  their  turn.  The  Commissionsn 
anticipate  that  if  the  Judicial  Bent 
(Lreland)  Bill,  recently  introdooed,  be- 
come law  this  Session,  the  outstanding 
cases  will  be  disposed  of  with  mncn 
greater  expedition  than  is  now  poasibiB 
under  the  existing  system,  where  a 
hearing  in  Court  is  requisite  lor 
numerous  cases  in  which  the  only  qnes- 
tion  to  be  decided  is  that  of  the  vshe 
of  the  land,  which  could  be  best  ast^ 
tained  on  the  spot  without  the  necesnty 
of  the  parties  attending  the  Court.  I 
understand  that  no  ejectments  art 
being  issued  on  these  estates,  and  that 
no  attempt  has  been  made  to  deprive 
the  tenants  of  their  right  to  have  fair 
rents  fixed. 

POBTCJGUESB  RIOTS  AT  DEMERABA. 
Admi&al  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  For  the  Colonies  whetto, 
with  reference  to  the  Portuguese  note 
in  May  last,  in  Georgetown,  Deme- 
rara,  it  is  a  fact  that  the  commutation  of 
the  death  sentence  on  a  PortogneeSi 
named  Qonsalves,  to  penal  servitude  for 
life  for  the  murder  of  his  nustreoB,  a 
woman  of  colour,  was  carried  out  bj 
order  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  at 
home,  without  reference  to,  or  approTal 
of,  or  concurrence  with,  the  Govemment 
of  the  Colony,  and  without  r^erenoe  to 
the  Judge  who  tried  the  case ;  and,  if 
sd,  on  what  grounds  was  such  an  inter- 
ference with  the  course  of  ja>^ 
decided  upon;  and,  whether,  seeiag 
that  the  serious  riots  which  followed  la 
oonsequMice  of  such  decision  will  ootf 
the  Colony  about  100,000  dolIax8»  ths 
expense  will  be  defrayed  under  ibe 
circumstances  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovein* 
ment? 

Thb  UNDEB  SECBETABT  or 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Barti 
H.  de  WoBMs,  Liverpool,  East  Tb^^ 
This  sentence  of  death  was  oomimiled  IV 
the  Acting  Governor  of  British  Ooiig 
on  the  reoommendation  of  ^^!^2m 
not  only  aooompanied  the  verotft^^^j 
recommendation  to  mercyi  bntptfiWJjJ 
the  Acting  Governor  to  «om«*  ••• 


eentoncfl.  The  Acting  Governor  was 
directed  bj  the  Secretary  of  State  to  give 
effect  to  the  reGommendntioQ  of  the 
jarj,  and  he  has  not  expressed  an; 
dissent  from  it,  thoagh  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  case  did  not  concur  in  it.  The 
oommotation  of  the  sentence  appears  to 
have  cansed  dissatisf action  to  the  co- 
loured inhabitants  of  Qeorgetotrn,  and 
the  riots  which  occnrred  some  veeks 
afterwards,  and  which  arose  out  of  an 
aaaaolt  committed  hj  a  PortQguess  upon 
a  colonred  boy,  may  have  been  to  some 
extent  attributable  to  this  feeling.  The 
Amount  of  the  expanse  to  the  colony 
oaused  by  the  riots  is  not  known,  but  it 
will  not  be  defrayed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment. 

THE  BBITISH  EUBA8SY  AT  BEELIN. 
Mb.  LABOnOHBBE  (Korthamp- 
ton}  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affaire  whether  he 
has  observed  a  Renter  telegram,  dated 
16th  August,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  day  being  the  anniversary  of  the 
battle  of  Mars  la  Tour,  in  which  battle 
the  1st  Dragoon  Regiment  of  the  Prus- 
BiAn  Guards  dietinguiahed  thenuelvea  by 
a  briUiant  charge,  the  officers  of  this 
regiment  gave  a  Bumptnous  breakfast, 
at  which  the  staff  of  the  British 
Embassy  vers  present  and  took  a 
prominent  port  in  the  toasta  that  were 
proposed ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
net  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  de- 
ctlined  to  be  represented  at  the  opening 
of  the  French  Exhibition  this  year,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Exhibition  was  de- 
signed to  celebrate  the  Centenary  of  the 
opening  of  the  French  States  General  in 
1789,  and  that  a  difference  of  opinion 
might  exist  amongst  Frenchmen  as  to 
the  advantages  secured  to  their  country 
hj  the  said  States  General,  he  will  give 
du-sotious  that  henceforward  the  staff 
of  the  British  Embassy  at  Berlin  be 
prohibited   from     attending    festivals 

fivea  by  Prussian  regiments  to   oele- 
rate    the    anniversaries    of    German 
Tiotories  over  France  f 

*8nt  J.  FEBGU880N:  I  have  ob- 
aflrred  a  report  that  Her  M^esty's 
Ohaq;4  d' Affaires  aad  the  Military  At- 
tachd  were  present  at  a  dinner  given  by 
the  offioers  of  the  regiment  of  f  mssian 
X>Ta^ooii  Guards  whioh  has  lately  been 
distingnuBhed  by  the  name  of  the  Ooeen. 
Their  preMuoe  was  a  natnral  and  graoe- 


fol  act,  and  the  fact  that  the  occauoa 
was  the  annual  celebration  of  the  gal- 
lant part  taken  by  the  regiment  at  the 
battle  of  Mars  la  Tour  gives  it  no  poli- 
tical significance.  The  heroic  oondnot 
of  the  regiment  on  that  occasion  was  a 
feat  of  arms  of  whioh  all  Germans  are 
proud  and  which  all  nations  may  ad- 
mire, irrespective  of  the  history  and 
results  of  the  war  during  which  it  took 
place.  The  presence  of  the  British  offi- 
cers does  not  appear  to  call  for  any 
special  directions. 

ENGLAND    AND    THE    TBIPLE    AL- 
LIANCE. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  he  has  seen  in  the  Timet 
of  this  morning  an  extract  from  the 
National  Ztitung,  stating — 

"It  IB  believed  in  the  beat-informed  drolea 
thatBQ  undenttuiding  vai  anivedst  st  Oibome 
aBEOTing  an  ideatitv  of  polioy  between  the 
Powen  foTDung  the  Triple  Allianoe  and  Eng- 
land in  Eilropean  qneetioiiB,  and  making  pro- 
Tiaioa  for  all  the  coniequencea  of  thia  paliop." 
I  would  also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  there  is  anything  j  ustiff - 
ing  "  the  beet-informed  circles "  IB 
entertaining  this  view  f 
*Sra  J.  FERGUSSON :  The  article  ia 
question  is  manifestly  founded  on  pore 
oonjecture.  Its  character  is  shown  by 
the  statement  that  "  the  arrangementa 
made  with  the  Salisbury  Oovemmant 
will  be  adhered  to  by  their  saooessors." 
The  reply  that  I  gave  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  19th  nit.  remains  in  force 
— namely,  that  the  action  of  Her  Ua- 
josty's  Government  in  the  event  of  war 
breaking^ontwiirbe  decided,  likeall  other 
questions  of  polioy,  by  the  circumstances 
of  that  particular  time  and  the  interests 
of  this  country.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  entered  into  no  engage- 
ments fettering  their  liberty  in  ^at 
respect. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that 
absolutely  no  oommunioation  took  place 
on  this  matter  during  the  time  that  the 
Emperor  of  Germany  was  in  Eng- 
land? 
*Sib  J.  FEBGUS80X :  I  do  not  know 
what  conversation  took  place  during 
the  visit  of  the  German  Emperor  to 
Osborne.  It  ia  absurd  to  suppose  that 
diere  was  no  oommunioatioa. 
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Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the 
Government  have  now  received  any  in- 
formation with  reference  to  the  vessel  of 
a  British  subject  named  Philip,  of  Trini- 
dad, being  chased  by  >  a  Venezuelan 
revenue  cutter,  who  threatened  to  shoot 
him,  and  made  off  with  his  boat  and 
cargo,  leaving  him  in  a  destitute  condi- 
tion on  the  uninhabited  Island  of  Patos ; 
whether  a  Government  official  sent  to 
the  Bocas  to  inquire  into  the  facts  cor- 
roborated Philip's  statement ;  whether 
Philip's  boat  and  cargo  have  since  been 
sold  in  Venezuela;  and,  whether  the 
Venezuelan  cutter  in  question  has  since 
boarded  and  overhauled  another  vessel 
while  in  British  waters;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Government  now  propose 
to  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 
♦Sib  J.  FERGUSSON :  A  despatch 
has  been  received  to-day  from  the  officer 
administering  the  Government  of  Trini- 
dad which  substantially  corroborates  the 
statements  contained  in  the  question  as 
to  the  seizure  of  a  boat  belonging  to  one 
Philip  Jacobin,  of  Trinidad.  Ajs  the 
officer  despatched  to  make  inquiries  had 
not,  however,  concluded  his  Eeport  when 
the  despatch  left,  it  was  not  certain  what 
had  been  done  with  the  boat,  and  the 
evidence  was  in  other  respects  not  com- 
plete. A  Venezuelan  revenue  cutter  has 
also  since  boarded  a  Venezuelan  vessel, 
according  to  the  first  accounts,  within 
British  waters ;  the  master  of  the  vessel 
is,  however,  reported  to  have  since  de- 
clared that  she  was  beyond  the  three- 
mile  limit  when  boarded.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  must  reserve  any  decision 
as  to  their  future  action  till  they  are  in 
complete  possession  of  all  the  facts.  It 
is  understood  that  a  further  statement 
was  sent  from  Trinidad  by  the  mail  of 
the  17th  instant. 

IRELAND— GOVERNORS  OF  LUNATIC 

ASYLUMS. 

Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Irish  Government  to 
nominate  Governors  on  the  various 
Boards  of  Limatio  Asylums  in  Ireland, 
in  accordance  with  their  circular  issued 
last  year  seeking  information  for  that 
object? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  scbema 
is  practically  complete,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed to  publish  the  names  shortly. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— CASE  OF  TIMOTHY 

SHINE. 

Mb.  OABEW  (Kildare,  N.) :  I  be^ 
to  aok  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LoiS 
IdeuteDant  of  Ireland,  whether  hi» 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  infor- 
mation of  Timothy  Shine,  pabliBhed  in 
the  Daily  New»,  of  the  1 7th  instant,  and 
sworn  at  Newmarket  Petty  Sessions  on 
the  16th  instant,  which  alleges  that  a 
conspiracy  to  get  up  outrage  and  to 
murder  Shine  had  been  entered  into 
between  Sergeant  Connolly  (who  is 
in  charge  of  a  police  hut  on  the  fum 
from  which  Shine  was  evicted)  and  a 
man  named  Jeremiah  D.  Murphy,  who 
supplies  the  police  with  provisions; 
whether  a  summons  was  granted  at 
Newmarket  Petty  Sessions  against  Con- 
nolly and  Murphy  on  the  charge  of  con- 
spiracy ;  whether  Colonel  Aid  worth,  J.F^ 
had  previously  refused  to  g^nt  a  snoi* 
mons  in  this  case ;  whether  it  is  intended 
to  have  the  alleged  conspirators  tried  at 
ordinary  Petty  Sessions  or  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act;  and,  whether,  pending  the  trial. 
Sergeant  Connolly  will  be  suspended 
from  discharging  the  duties  of  a  p(dio& 
officer? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  questioo 
was  only  put  on  the  Paper  on  Satord^t 
and  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  obtain 
satisfactory  information  with  regard  to  it 
I  hope  to  be  able  to  give  an  aaswer 
to-morrow. 

THE    SUCK    DRAINAGE   BILL. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  8.):  I  b« 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)id 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  eon- 
sidering  the  fact  that  any  delay  in  pass- 
ing the  Suck  Drainage  Bill  will  W^ 
the  effect  of  keeping  a  large  number  of 

Eeople  out  of  employment,  of  throwing 
aok,  and  probably  rendering  useless, 
some  of  the  works  already  carried  out, 
and  of  accumulating  interest;  and,  also, 
taking  into  account  that  the  Thiid 
Beading  of  the  private  Suck  Drainage 
Bill  was  carried  by  a  very  large  nJ»j^^ 
including  the  majority  of  the  U^ 
Members,  he  will  take  steps  to  prt* 
forward  the  Bill  dealing  with  the  po* 
posed  grant?    * 
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^.  A.  J.  BALFOUE:  The  delay, 
perHaps  the  loss,  of  this  and  other 
Sills  for  improving  the  material  pros- 
perity of  Ireland  has  not  been  due  to 
any  sliortcomings  on  the  part  of  the 
Qovemment,  but  to  the  vehement  and 
protracted  opposition  offered  to  them  by 
a  certain  section  of  the  House. 


STAFF  OFFICERS  AND  PCJBLIO 
COMPANIES. 
Sir   GEOEQE   CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :   I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for*  War  whether  Colonel  Sir  F. 
De  Winton  now  holds  the  oflSce  of  Assis- 
tant^ Quartermaster  Oeneral ;   whether 
he  is  also  a  director  of  the  Imperial 
IBast  African  Company,  which  is  now 
adTertised  and  seeks  to  obtain  a  capital 
of    £2,000,000;   whether  the  director- 
eihip  of  that  company  is  a  paid  o£Sce ; 
and,  whether  an  officer  on  full  pay,  and 
holding    an    important  State  Office,  is 
aUowed  to  accept  paid  directorships  of 
companies  ?    . 
•Thb    SECRETAEY  op  state  fob 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb,  lincolnshire, 
Homcaatle):    My  answer  to  the  first 
two  questions  is  in  the  affirmative.  This 
post    is  not   inconsistent   with  Sir  F. 
De  Winton's  work  at  the  War  Office, 
provided  that  it  in  no  way  interferes 
with  hie  being  able  to  devote  all  the 
time  that  is  necessary  for  the  efficient 
discharge  of  the  duties  of   Assistant 
Quartermaster    General.      If   it    ever 
should  so  interfere  he  will  be  bound  to 
give  it  up.     Subject  to  this  considera- 
tion, I  should  be  reluctant  to  deprive 
the  Imperial  East  African  Company  of 
the  advice  of  one  of  the  few  men  who 
are  thoroughly  acquainted    with    the 
district. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBEIJi :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  third 
question— whether  the  directorship  is  a 
paid  office  ? 

♦Mb.  B.  STANHOPE :   I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  answer  it. 


BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE— THE 

SCOTCH  ESTIMATES. 
Mb.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
heg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether,  in  view  of  the  great 
inconvenience  caused  to  Scotch  Memhers 
by  the  delay  in  taking  some  of  the 
Scotch  Estimates,  the  Government  will 
endeavour  to  arrange  that  the  Classes 
taken  last  this  Session  shall  be  taken 


first  next  Session,  so  as  to  allow  aa 
opportunity  for  adequate  discussion  upon 
them  ? 

♦The  FIBST  LOED  op  the  TEEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMrrn,  Strand^ 
Westminster):  I  exceedingly  regret 
that  any  hon.  Member  should  be  sub- 
jected to  inconvenience  by  the  delay  i& 
the  consideration  of  any  part  of  the 
business.  The  hon.  Member  will  see 
by  a  Return  issued  this  morning  that 
already  42  sittings  have  been  given  te 
Supply.  When  protracted  discussion 
takes  place,  sometimes,  I  am  afraid,  out 
of  proportion  to  the  necessities  of  the 
subject,  it  is  obviously  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  make  the  arrange- 
ments which  they  would  desire  for  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  am  afraid  I  am 
not  able  to  come  to  any  engagement 
for  next  Session. 

Da.  CLARK  (Caithness):  Will  the 
Scotch  Estimates  be  taken  immediately 
after  the  Irish  Estimates  are  disposed  of? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  cannot  enter  into  any  engage- 
ment. There  are  only  four  or  five 
Scotch  Votes  remaining  to  be  taken,  and. 
they  will  be  taken  in  their  order. 

DESIGNS  FOR  MONEY  OBDERS 

Mb.  MACARTNEY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  specimens 
of  money  orders  designed  by  Mr. 
Alexander  Downs,  Post  Office,  Monks- 
town,  Dublin,  entered  at  Stationers' 
Hall,  and  submitted  to  the  Postmaster 
General  in  July  1858;  whether  any 
communication  from  Mr.  Downs  was 
received  by  the  Postmaster  General  in 
1880,  when  the  question  of  postal  notes 
was  brought  before  Parliament;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  other  claimants 
appearing,  Mr.  Downs'  claims  to  priority 
will  receive  due  consideration  ? 
♦Mb.  RAIKES:  Yes,  Sir;  my  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  Mr.  Downs^ 
case.  I  find  that,  by  direction  of  Mr» 
Fawcett,  Mr.  Downs  was  informed,  in 
reply  to  the  communication  which  he 
addressed  to  the  Department  in  1880, 
that— 

"Previously to  the  receipt  of  his  suggestion  a 
similar  suggestion  had  been  submitted  to  the 
Post  Office,  and  that  in  bringing  forward  the 
proposed  measures  for  the  adoption  of  postal 
notes,  the  Department  did  not  in  any  way 
avail  itself  of  his  plan.*' 
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To  this  I  have  only  to  add  that  I  have 
myself  seen  letters  addressed  to  the 
Department  long  before  the  year  1858, 
in  which  suggestions  of  the  same  kind 
have  been  made.  It  is  not  my  intention 
to  reoommend  any  reward  to  tiny  person 
for  any  invention  in  connection  with 
postal  orders. 

FACTORY  LABOUR  IN  INDIA. 

Mr.  JAMES  MACLEAN  (Oldham) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  when  the  Government 
of  India  intends  to  propose  legislation 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  Secretary 
of  State's  instructions  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  regulating  factory 
labour  in  India? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Qobst, 
Chatham) :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  afraid  I  can 
give  no  information  upon  this  subject, 
because  no  communications  have  been 
received  by  the  Government  of  India 
eince  the  Secretary  of  States'  instructions 
were  forwarded. 

THE   INDIAN  FOREST   DEPARTMENT. 

General  GOLDSWORTHT  (Ham- 
mersmith),  for  Sir  Roper  Lethbridoe 
(Kensington,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  importance 
of  the  publie  interests  safeguarded  by 
the  Forest  Department  of  Sie  Central 
Ftovinces,  the  Government  of  India 
have  taken  any  steps  to  strengthen  the 
staff  of  that  Department;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
accorded  his  sanction  to  those  steps  ? 

Sir  J.  GORST :  The  reply  to  both 
of  the  questions  of  the  hon.  Member  is 
in  the  affirmative. 

THE  ULSTER  CANAL. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  Government,  when  hand- 
ing over  the  XJl^r  Canal  to  the  Lagan 
Navigation  Company,  took  any,  and 
what,  guarantee  (as  suggested  in  Ques- 
tions Nos.  737-740  in  Proceedings  of 
Committee  on  the  Ulster  Canal  and 
Tyrone  Navigation  Bill),  that  the  lock- 
keepers  and  labourers  employed  on  the 
canal  should  be  allowed  eitlier  retiring 
allowance  or  pensions  when  incapaci- 
tated trough  old  a^  or  infirmi^,  to 
prevent  them  becoming  chargeable  on 
the  poor  rates;  whetl^  the  Board  of 

Mr.  Baik$$ 


Works  have  recently  received  a  daim 
for  allowance  from  a  look-keeper,  nanud 
Isaiah  M'Quay,  who  alleges  that  he  his 
been  dismissed  without  pension  bj  the 
Lagan  Navigation  Company,  after  29 
years'  service,  on  the  g^unds  of  oH 
age ;  and  whether  he  proposes  to  etiua 
the  Board  of  Works  to  make  any,  tod 
what,  provision  for  this  old  servant  of 
the  Government ;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
explain  on  what  principle  the  late 
superintendent  of  the  Ulster  Oanal  waa 
provided  by  Gt>vemment  with  a  letmng 
pension  of  £240  a  year,  while  serraato 
of  humbler  grade  were  left  with  tiie 
poorhouse  as  their  only  altematife  whaa 
the  Lagan  Navigation  Company  thib^ 
fit  to  dismiss  them  as  too  old  for  their 
service* 

«Mr.  JACKSON :  No  such  goarantee 
as  that  referred  to  in  the  first  pangiaph 
of  the  hon.  Member's  question  isimpl»d 
in  the  replies  g^ven  by  me  to  the  qoes- 
tions  adverted  to  in  Committee  oa  the 
Ulster  Canal  and  Tyrone  Navigatum 
Bill.  I  am  informed  that  the  Board  d 
Works  did  receive  an  application  froa 
Isaiah  McQuay,  dated  8th  March,  1889, 
but  that,  not  having  been  advised  of  his 
discharge,  they  have  made  no  repreiea- 
tation  to  the  Treasury  in  his  behall  The 
remainder  of  the  hon.  Member'a  qaei- 
tion  is  based  on  an  entire  miaappabM- 
sion,  the  Superintendent  refanad  to 
having  died  before  the  transfer  of  the 
Canal. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Did  we  not  dis- 
tinctly understand  from  the  hoa.Oea- 
tleman  that  before  the  GovemmoDt 
made  over  the  Canal  they  woald  see 
that  the  lock-keepers  and  other  poor  old 
men  were  not  dieioharged  ? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  I  underatand  W 
the  man  to  whom  the  qnestioa  iefB0 
has  not  been  discharged. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  He  writes tD»J 
that  he  has  been  discharged* 

♦Mb.  JACKSON:  That  inf onrt* 
differs  from  mine. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOB  (DonepO,  BJ^ 
Did  not  the  hon.  GonUeman  whea  m  ; 
matter  was  before  the  Oommii^^* 
assure  the  Committee  that  *>V^^ 
interests  in  respect  of  penaioiia  aaajj* 
not  be  lost  or  injured  by  reaaoaof^ 
transfer  of  the  Canal  from  the  Gore* 
m^it  to  the  company  ?  ^  ,^ 

♦Mb.  JACKSON:  I  dionld,Mt»J     , 

to  answer  a  question  of  that  ^"Jjj 
out  referring  to  the  partieular  f«» 
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whioh  were  used ;  but  as  I  have  stated, 
aocording  to  the  information  supplied 
to  moy  this  man  has  not  been  dis- 
charged, bat  has  been  offered  a  similar 
appointment.  Therefore  no  question  in 
regard  to  a  pension  can  arise. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  if 
the  Oovenimenty  in  handing  over  this 
undertaking  to  a  private  company  in 
March  last,  took  no  steps  to  look  after 
the  interests  of  their  employ  is  f 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  desires  further  information,  will  he 
be  good  enough  to  put  a  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

IRELAND— CASE  OP  JAMES  KBANB. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
bis  attention  has  been  called  to 
the^  report  of  the  prosecution 
against  Mr.  James  Efeane,  at 
Fermoy  Petty  Sessions,  in  the  Cork 
Examiner  of  the  14th  instant,  from 
which  it  appears  that  the  following 
evidence  was  given  against  Keane : — 

''  Sergeant  John  Dallas,  R.I.O.,  deposed  that 
at  a  fair  at  Upton  he  went  to  boy  some  catUe 
from  a  man  named  Kenealy.  He  saw  the 
defendant  Keane,  who  polled  back  his  head 
and  winked,  and  that  he  understood  the 
defendant  to  mean  that  he  did  not  want  him  to 
buy  the  cattle,  and  called  a  policeman  and  had 
the  defendant  arrested ; " 

^nd  to  the  following  Judgment  of 
Colonel  Longboume,  B.M.,  on  the 
case  :  — 

"I  consider  it  a  yery  sospicioas  case,  but 
Mere  is  not  suflElcient  evidence  to  convict. 
JPeople  shoold  be  very  careful  how  they  wink 
in  these  days ;  *' 


id,  whether  the  police  concerned  will 
l>e  warned  against  instituting  prosecu- 
tions of  this  land  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTE :   I  have  not 

0een  the  newspaper  report  referred  to. 

^ITlie    observations    of    the    Presiding 

BCagistrate  are  not  correctly  quoted.    It 

i3  the  duty  of  the  police  to  institute 

proceedings  in  any  case  in  which   a 

person  appears  to  lutve  been  unlawfully 

mziierfered  with  in  pursuing  a  lawful 

ocUling. 

Mb.  M.  HEALY :  In  what  respect  is 
t3xe  report  inaccurate  ? 

JLbl.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :   As  far  as  I 
',  the  Magistrate,  instead  of  making 
general  observation,  as  reported,  made 
jreference  to  the  particular  case. 


CASE  OP  MR.  THOMAS  BARRY. 

Mr.  MAURIOEHE&.LY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  report  of 
the  prosecution  against  Mr.  Thomas 
Barry,  at  Mallow  Petty  Sessions,  in  the 
Cork  Examiner,  of  the  14th  instant, 
from  which  it  appears  that  Mr.  Rice, 
the  Grown  Solicitor,  in  stating  the  case, 
said  that  there  was  no  charge  against 
Mr.  Barry  of  any  offence,  but  that  he 
had  been  *'  associating  with  persons  who 
were  strongly  suspected"  of  boycot- 
ting; and  that,  on  this  charge,  Mr. 
Barry  was  sent  to  gaol  for  three  months, 
in  default  of  giving  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour ;  and,  whether  he  can  state 
whiit  the  effect  of  giving  such  bail  by 
Mr.  Barry  would  be,  and  what  course  of 
proceeding  on  Mr.  Bany's  part  would 
afterwards  entitle  the  Grown  to  have 
the  recognisance  estreated  ? 

Mr.  FLTNN:  May  I  also  ask 
whether  this  prosecution  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Irish  Oovemment ;  and,  if  so,  is 
it  their  intention  to  persevere  with 
prosecutions  under  this  very  old  Statute? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  precise  language  used  by  the 
Sessional  Grown  Solicitor  who  conducted 
the  prosecution  of  Mr.  T.  Barry  at 
Mallow  Petty  Sessions.  He  was  called 
upon  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not 
be  compelled  to  give  sureties  for  sood 
behaviour,  under  a  branch  of  the  law, 
no  doubt  ancient  in  its  origin,  but 
recognised  and  enforced  by  the  most 
distinguished  Judges  of  modem  times. 
The  Qovemment  did  sanction  this  prose- 
cution, and  will,  when  necessary, 
enforce  the  branch  of  the  law  on  whiob 
the  prosecution  was  founded.  The  case 
is  still  pending,  the  Magistrates  having 
decided  to  state  a  case  for  one  of  the 
Superior  Gourts. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
paragraph  of  my  question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentieman  can  expect  me  to 
express  an  opinion  on  a  point  of  law. 


CASE  OP  MICHAEL  WALSH. 

Mb.  MAURIGE  HEALY:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Ghief  Secretary  to  the  Ix>rd 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  report  of  the 
prosecution  against  Mr,  Michael  Walsh, 


at  Fermoy  Fett;  SessiooB,  in  the  CvrJt 
Examintr  of  the  14th  iafltant,  from 
which  it  appesTB  that  Oonstable  Lane, 
It.I.C.,  vhile  following  a  man  named 
Uaye,  whom  he  had  been  told  ofit  to 
watch,  met  the  defendant,  who  shouted 

out,  "tun   on  yon  ."     This    waa 

said  in  a  jeering  way,  wheteapon  the 
coDBtable  caught  him  and  asked  his 
name,  and  that  on  cross-examination 
theoonatable  said — 

"  If  a  msn  refnied  to  give  his  name  it  migbt 
not  be  riglit  to 'chuckle'  him,  but  to  oaececei' 
txry  Tiolence ; " 

whether  it  Is  a  fact  that  on  this 
evidence  the  Magistrates  sent  the  de- 
fendant to  gaol  for  three  months,  in 
default  of  giving  bail  for  good 
behaviour,  and  dismissed  a  croaa  charge 
of  assault  against  the  constable,  Ur. 
Longboume,  B.M.,  in  giving  judgment, 
saying  the  constable  was  "perfectly 
justified  "  in  anything  he  did  ;  whether 
Mr.  Longboume  is  a  Beaident  Magis- 
trate of  whose  legal  knowledge  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  is  satisfied ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  law  in  Ireland  that  if 
a  person  refuses  to  irive  his  name  to  a 
Donsta 
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1  of  the  Oiimiual  Law  and  Proeedun 
(Ireland)  Act. 

Mr.  M.  HEALT  :  Is  it  not  the  but 
that  the  constable  admitted  his  violnm 
to  the  man  ? 

Mr.  a.  3.  BALFOUE :  I  have  not 
seen  any  report  to  that  effect.  It  it 
not  consistent  with  the  infcrmsti<» 
g^ven  to  me. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION  (WALES)  ACT. 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  toths 
Treasury  whether  he  will  enable  tlw 
Charity  Commissioners  to  make  ia- 
quiriea  into  the  endowments  aroiUUt 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Intermediite 
and  Technical  Education  (Wales)  Ad; 
and  if  so  whether  the  work  can  bt 
undertaken  without  delay  ? 
•Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Treasury  i» 
awaiting  a  Report  from  the  Chant; 
Commiasioners  as  to  the  actual  adrui- 
tages  derived  from  the  inquiry  in  om 
part  of  Wales  which  is  now  bemg  held. 
Until  that  Heport  has  been  rec«ved  tlw 
Treasury  will  not  be  in  a  poaitios  to 
decide  whether  the  inauirv  should  bt 
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but  I  cannot  undertake  to  make  it  the 
fizst  Order. 

Mb.  J.  B0WLAMD8  (Finsbniy,  E.) : 
la  it  intended  to  proceed  with  the  Lon- 
don Oonnty  Coundl  (Money)  Bill  to- 
night f 
•Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:     Yes. 


ORDERS  OF  THE  BAY. 


SrmNQS  OF  THE  HOTSE  (EXEMP- 
TIOH  FROM  THE  8TANDINQ  ORDER). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"  That  the  proceedingfH  on  the  laght  Railways 
[IralBiid)  Bill,  if  nnder  disoiuuoD  at  Twelie 
o'clock  this  night,  1)e  not  intermpted  nnderthe 
StandiiiK  Order  'Sittings  of  the  Hooie."* — 
{Mr.  WiUiim  Senry  Smith.) 

The  Hooee  divided :  —Ayes  1 38 ;  Noes 
41.— (Diy.  List,  No.  318.) 


OAITBRBSS  AITD  BUTHEKIAND  (eDUCATIOK 

GBAMTS). 

On  UotioD  of  the  Lord  Adrocata.  Bill  to 
Hnend  the  Iaw  in  regard  to  ADOua]  Parlia- 
mentary  Uninta  in  the  Coanties  of  Caithnesa 
and  Satherlaod,  ordered  to  be  brought  io  by 
the  Lord  Advocate  and  Mr.  Solidtor  Oeoei^ 
for  Scotland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  334.] 

snpxaAiTNUAnoN  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  JackeoD,  Bill   to   ame 

the  Acta  relating  to  Fenaioiu,  Compensatio 


ting  to  I 
and  Gra 


Jackson    and  Mr.    Chancellor  of   the  Eichi 
Bill  prennted,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  3S5.] 

PUBLIC  WOBKS  LOANS  [REDEMPTION 
OF  ANNTTITIES. 
Besoluiion  reported— 

•T 

thow 

OODBI 
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LIGHT    KAILWAYS     (IRELAlsT))    BILL 
{No.  378:) 
Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoKJ, 
That  the  Bill  be  now  ooneidered." 
Mh.  COSaHAM  {Bristol,  E.V  I  beg 
>  move  as  an  Amendment "  That  Staud- 
ia|{  Order  50  be  snspended — that  th« 
Bill  be  re-committed  to  a  Oommittae  of 
the  Whole  Hooae."  I  reg^retthenscea- 
sitj  of  having  to  make  this  HotioB  it 
all,  because  it  will  be  neoesiaij  to 
trouble  the  House  with  Bome  of  tho 
Amendmenta  which  ought  to  have  beat 
decided  in  the  Committee.  So  far  u  1 
am  personally  conoemed,  I  baTenottnlt 
to  find  with  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  although  I  do  object  to  A* 
manner  in  which  he  treated  the  Amend- 
menta. I  would  ask  the  Hook  to 
examine  the  difference  between  the  Bill 
as  it  now  comes  before  the  House  aodti 
it  was  introduced.  It  has  beeu  redond 
from  a  Bill  divided  into  two  parts  snd 
46  clauses  into  a  Bill  containing  onl.ja» 
part  and  nine  clauses.  Those  feabtm 
of  the  Bill  upon  which  the  Chief  Beat- 
taiy  laid  the  most  stress  in  moringtlie 
Second  Beading  have  disappeared  alto- 
gether. In  fact,  the  changes  madein 
almost  as  great  as  those  effected  in  the 
Tithee  Bill.  The  Bill  is,  in  tni^  s  dov 
and  distinct  one.  It  looks  as  thoo^ 
measures  may  be  smuggled  throuli 
the  House  without  discussion  st  all  oi 
the  Bill  was  originally  framed  it  intte- 
duced  a  principle  for  the  establisfcrnsot 
of  which  in  Ireland  I  would  ^sdl; 
make  large  sacrifices — namely,  thsrigU 
of  popular  control  over  the  expendiiais 
of  public  money.  That  prindple  bu 
vanished  from  the  Bill.  Then,  the  Hau> 
were  assured  that  moat  of  the  moMf 
would  beadv&nced  to  !RailwBvComlMl<* 
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grant  for  the  good  of  Ireland  in  compen- 
sation for  the  wrongs  she  has  suffered  in 
the  past.  Bat  when  I  remember  that  of 
the  28  millions  advanced  to  Ireland 
scarcely  one-fourth  has  been  productive 
of  any  real  good  to  that  country,  I 
cannot  but  fear  that  the  result  will  be 
most  demoralising  if  this  Bill  passes  in 
its  present  form.  I  think,  therefore, 
that  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  the 
Gk>Temment  will  do  well  to  withdraw 
the  Bill  and  wait  till  another  year.  I 
protest  against  the  course  which  has 
been  taken,  and  beg  to  move  the  Resolu- 
tion which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  ''  now  considered,"  in  order  to 
add  the  words  *'  re-committed  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House," — {Mr. 
Handel  Cossham,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'now  considered'  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  E.  BOBERTSON  (Dundee) :  As 
a  Member  of  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade  who  considered  this  Bill,  I  rise  to 
support  the  Amendment.  My  experi- 
ence of  that  Committee  has  convinced  me 
that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  have  been 
referred  to  that  Committee  at  all.  I 
went  into  the  Committee  with  no  pre- 
conceived hostility  to  the  measure ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  viewed  it  with  a  certain 
amount  of  sympathy.  But  it  did  not 
take  me  long  to  discover  that  the  Bill 
was  distinctly  political  and  of  a  highly 
contentious  character.  The  House  will 
be  astounded  at  the  amount  of  change 
which  has  been  introduced  into  the  Bill. 
As  originally  introduced  the  Bill  con- 
sisted of  two  parts.  Part  I.  gave  direct 
aid  to  Railway  Companies,  and  Part  II. 
contained  special  protective  clauses  with 
respect  to  promoters.  Part  II.  has 
altogether  disappeared.  If  that  alone 
had  happened  there  would  not  have  been 
much  to  complain  of,  but  the  promoter 
for  whom  Part  II.  was  intended  has  not 
disappeared,  but  has  simply  been 
transferred  from  Part  II.  to  Part  I. 
And  the  kind  of  aid  which  was, 
in  the  first  instance,  intended  only  for  the 
Railway  Companies  is  now  to  be  given  to 
the  promoter,  without  any  of  the  securi- 
ties and  safeguards  which  were  originally 
provided.  Besides  this,  we  complain 
that  this  change  has  been  effected  with- 
out any  real  discussion  in  the  Ghrand 
Committee.  Fully  one-third  of  the  Com- 


mittee felt  obliged  in  the  middle  of  th^ 
discussion  of  (^ause  4  to  withdraw  in 
consequence  of  the  rules  laid  down  by 
the  Chairman  as  to  what  Amendments 
were  admissible  and  what  not.  Thus  16 
pages  of  Amendments  were  passed  over. 
That  would  be  a  sufficient  reason  for 
the  formal  re-committal  of  the  Bill.  The 
Chairman  laid  down  Rules  of  Procedure 
which  made  discussion  absolutely  im- 
possible. The  Chairman  refused  to  en- 
tertain any  Amendment  which|  in  his 
opinion,  was  hostile  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  On  one  occasion  he  reiused  an 
Amendment  because,  in  his  opinion, 
it  was  not  a  fair  and  reasonable 
one.  Then  the  Chairman  would  not 
allow  discussion  of  any  of  the  clauses  as 
a  whole.  I  am,  however,  bound  to 
admit  that  on  other  occasions  the  Chair- 
man allowed  a  certain  latitude.  On  one 
occasion  he  put  an  Amendment  to  the 
Committee  which,  if  carried,  would  have 
left  the  Bill  in  this  position— <<  That 
Clause  3  shall  apply  to  railways  only, 
but  the  Committee  decline  to  consider 
the  Light  Railways  Bill  further."  At 
all  events,  the  remarkable  line  of  ruling  ' 
adopted  by  the  Chairman  had  the 
effect  of  which  we  complain ;  it  drove 
one-third  of  the  Committee  from  the 
room ;  it  brought  about  the  .excision, 
without  discussion,  of  four-fifths  of  the 
Bill  as  it  was  sent  to  the  Committee,  and 
it  has  caused  to  be  presented  to  the 
House  a  Bill  entirely  different  in  charac- 
ter and  scope  from  that  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  consider. 
Besides  that,  I  have  to  complain  of  the 
surreptitious  way  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment brought  about  this  change  in  the 
structure  and  character  of  the  measure. 
This  immense  revolution  was  effected  in 
the  most  quiet  and  unobtrusive  way  by 
an  apparently  harmless  Amendment, 
moved  without  remark  and  accepted 
without  observation  by  the  Members  of 
the  Committee  who  represented  the 
Government.  The  new  Bill  contains  on 
the  face  of  itra  monument  of  what  I  may 
call  the  duplicity  of  Her  Majesty^» 
Government  with  regard  to  this  BilL 
The  Amendment  to  which  I  refer  was  an 
Amendment  to  introduce  in  Clause  8 
promoters  whose  case  was  provided  for 
in  Part  II.  Constantly  we  asked  the 
Representatives  of  the  Government,  **  Do 
you  intend  Part  II.  to  be  cut  out  of  the 
Bill ;"  but  we  could  get  no  information 
from  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  on 
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the  point.  We  continued  the  discussion 
SB  if  Fart  II.  was  to  remain  an  essential 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  monument  as  to 
-tiie  character  of  the  Oovemment's  pro- 
ceeding is  to  be  found  in  Clause  2,  Sub- 
section 2,  which  now  says  that — 

<«  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  Order  in  Conn- 
col,  may  from  time  to  time  declare 
....  that  the  ProYisions  of  Part  1 
and  n.  of  this  Act  shall  be  applicable  to  each 
Light  Railways  ....  bat  the  provieions 
of  I*art  I.  and  II.  of  this  Act  shall  not  apply 
except  to  the  Light  Railways  specified  in  such 
Order  in  Conncil  aforesaid." 

The    complaint    I    make    is    that    we 
were  allowed  to  discuss  Clause  2  on  the 
theory  that  Part  II.  was  to  remain  an 
essential  part  of  the  Bill,  and  that  now 
Part  II.  has  disappeared  altogether  from 
Uie  Bill.    I  make  no  imputation  what- 
ever upon  the  Chairman  of  the  Grand 
Committee.      I  believe  he  intended  to 
be  fair,  and  to  do  what  he  thought  was 
best  in  the  interest  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Bill.      We  only  complain  of  an 
enormous  error  of  judgment  on  his  part, 
which  has  resulted  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee  having  become  en- 
tirely nugatory,  and  in  a  serious  blow 
having  been  dealt  at  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee system.     We  do  not  say  there  is 
an  appeal  from  the  Grand  Committee 
to  this  House,  and  we  do  not  ask  the 
House  to  pass  a  resolution  condemning 
the    Committee   as    a    whole,    or    the 
majority  of  the  Committee,  or  the  Chair- 
man.    But  we  say  there  has  been  com- 
mitted a  mistake  wliich  this  House  is 
bound  in  fairness  and  in  justice  to  all 
parties  to  rectify.    There  is  a  great  deal 
more   than    the  fate    of  this   Bill    in- 
volved.     It    appears    to    me   that    to 
flome   extent  the  future  of  the  Grand 
Committee     system     is    involved.      I 
have  never  been  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  system,  otherwise  than  as  accom- 
panied by  the  most  stringent  securities 
and  guarantees.    I  believe  those  securi- 
ties and  guarantees  have  been  evaded, 
and  evaded  by  what  has  taken  place  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill ;  and  I  believe 
that  if  the  Chairmen  of  other  Grand 
Committees  followed  the  course  adopted 
in  this  case  the  Grand  Committee  sys- 
tem would  completely  break  down.    It 
would  be  absolutely  fatal  to  the  system 
if,    for    instance,    the   theory    became 
established  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Chairman  of  a  Standing  Committee  to 
push  through  the  Bill  that  is  before  the 
Committee.  That  unquestionably  was  the 

Mr.  E.  Roh$rUon 


theory  which  was  at  work  in  respect  to 
this  Bill.     The  system  in  the  Umtod 
States  makes    the    Chairman  absolote 
master  of  the  Bills  in  his  Committee, 
but  I  do  not  think  this  House  would  itAod 
any  such  assumption  of  authority  on 
the    part     of     the     Chairman    of  a 
Grand     Committee.      I    should  like, 
in  support  of  the  position  we  have  taken 
up,  to  allude  to  the  opinions  fbimarlj 
expressed  in  the  House  on  this  aabject 
by  two  Members,  each  of  them  of  ^k 
personal  besides  oflBcial  authority,   lie 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  remem- 
ber that  in  1 883  he  expressed  a  very 
guarded  and    reluctant    assent  to  tke 
establishment  of  the  Grand  Committee 
system,  and  I  know,  by  reference  to  his 
speeches,  that  if  there  was  one  point 
more  than  another  in  which  he  asked 
and  obtained  a  pledge  from  the  Gorern- 
ment  of  the  Day,  it  was  that  only  non- 
contentious  business  should  be  sent  to 
Grand  Committees.     There  never  wat 
a    more  contentious  Bill  submitted  to 
the  House  than  this.     The  other  Qen- 
tleman  to  whom  I  refer  is   the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
whose  authority  on  matters  of  prooednre 
is  unequalled    amongst    the   ordinazy 
Members  of  the    House.    That  kon. 
Member,  who  was  a    supporter  of  the 
Grand  Committee  system,  laid  dovn  the 
principle  that  the  system  could  never  be 
expected  or  desired  to  succeed  anle« 
discussion  in  the  Standing  Committee 
was  to  be  as  absolutely  free  as  it  is  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  Oan  it 
be  contended  that  the  discussion  on  tkii 
Bill  in  Grand  Committee  was  as  free  as 
it  will  be  if  the    Motion  of  mj  kon. 
Friend  is  accepted  ?    I  have  much  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  Motion  to  tk« 
re-committal  of  the  BUL 
*Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan):  I  have  not 
had  much  experience  of  the  proceedings 
of  Grand    Committees,   but   from  the 
little  experience  I  have  of  them  1 1^ 
inclined   to  agree    with  my  hon.  aad 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dondee. 
I  have  had  much    experienee  ofAe 
workings  of  Committees  of  the  Wkole 
House,  and  I  must  say  I  never  mM  tk* 
slightest  attempt  to  conduct  a  ^^Jf 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  aa  » 
Bill  was  conducted  in  Grand  Gonumtti*' 
I  have  no  doubt  the  ChairmAn  rf  *• 
Committee  acted  within  his  lights  M 
unfortunately,  his  lights  ^^^'^"^^J?? 
bright.      A  mad  sheep  is  snppMaav 
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be  as  dang^erous  an  animal  as  there 
is.  I  will  make  an  appeal  to  the 
Government.  I  suppose  they  are  de- 
airous  that  this  Bill  shall  be  as  efficient 
as  possible.  I  suppose  that,  so  far  as 
the  original  Bill  was  concerned,  they 
thought  they  had  drawn  a  Bill  which 
would  not  give  rise  to  much  complaint 
either  on  the  oue  side  or  the  other ;  but 
1  must  confess  that  the  Bill  which  has 
<H>me  from  the  Grand  Committee  is  of 
an  entirely  different  nature.  In  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  it  was  intended  that  no 
part  of  a  barony  should  be  taxed  under 
the  Bill  unless  it  got  substantial  benefit 
from  the  outlay.  But  in  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stands  the  baronies  lose  the  advan- 
tage of  that  provision.  The  same  remark 
applies  to  many  other  provisions. 
What  has  occurred  is  this :  we  have 
got  now  a  Bill  sent  back  to  this  House 
which  not  only  takes  away  all  these 
safeguards  and  restraints  on  the 
cupidity  of  promoters,  but  deals  much 
more  liberally  with  ordinary  promoters 
than  with  railway  companies,  although 
railway  companies  in  many  instances 
in  Ireland  would  be  able  to  fulfil  any 
contract  they  might  enter  into.  The 
promoters  have  full  authority  to  go 
ahead  though  they  may  not  be  sub- 
atantial  people.  Notwithstanding  that 
railway  companies  are  able  to  pay 
dividends  and  can  show  a  tolerably 
large  surplus  after  paying  working  ex- 
penses you  impose  stringent  regulations 
on  them,  whilst  you  give  promoters  who 
may  be  of  a  remarkably  shady  character 
an  entirely  free  hand.  Nothing  could 
better  serve  the  purpose  of  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  than  its  passing  in  its 
present  form,  because  the  promoters 
will  be  sure  to  be  disgraced.  If  the 
Bill  were  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  I  cannot  see  that  its 
passage  into  law  would  be  longer  de- 
ferred than  if  the  Government  insist  on 
pressing  it  forward  just  as  it  is. 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOAHD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  question,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  now  before  the  House  is  not 
so  much  the  merits  and  principles  of 
this  Bill,  as  whether  the  House  shall 
take  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Cossham).  I 
think  it  will  be  at  once  admitted  that 
the  course  suggested  is  a  most  unusual 
one.     It  is  not  going  too  far  to  say  it 
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is  absolutely  contrary  to  the  intention 
of  the  House  in  appointing  these  Stand- 
ing Committees.  It  is  obvious  that  the 
intention  of  the  House  in  appointing 
Standing  Committees  is  that  the  Bills 
referred  to  them  shall  be  dealt  with  as 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and 
that  when  the  Bills  have  been  reported 
to  the  House  nothing  more  than  the 
ordinary  proceedings  on  Report  stage 
should  take  place.  I  think  even  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  admit  that  there 
must  be  exceptional  circumstances  to 
justify  a  Motion  for  the  re-committal 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
of  a  Bill  which  has  been  dealt  with  by 
a  Standing  Committee.  What  are  the 
special  circumstances  of  this  case  ?  It 
has  been  argued  that  the  Bill  has  been 
entirely  changed  and  that  it  is  prac- 
tically now  a  new  Bill ;  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  alteration  made  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
great  opposition  to  the  Bill  originated 
in  the  Committee;  and  that,  owing  to 
certain  rulings  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  Amendments  which  arose 
from  that  opposition  could  not  be  moved 
and  considered  in  the  Standing  Com- 
mittf  e.  What  are  the  facts  of  the  case  ? 
I  will  refer  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  1883,  under  which  the  Treasury  was 
permitted  to  guarantee  a  dividend  in 
connection  with  tramways  or  light 
railways.  The  Act  of  1883  allowed  the 
Treasury  to  guarantee  a  certain  amount 
per  annum,  not  exceeding  half  the 
amount  guaranteed  by  the  counties  or 
baronies,  and  not  exceeding  2  per  cent, 
by  way  of  repayment  to  the  counties  or 
baronies  of  part  of  the  dividend  guaran- 
teed by  them  to  the  tramway  company 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Act. 

Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  It 
was  a  provisional  guarantee. 
*SiB  M.  HICKS  BEACH:  No  doubt 
it  was.  It  was  purely  a  provisional 
guarantee ;  and  what  has  been  the  re- 
sult? I  will  venture  to  say  that  if 
Parliament,  when  the  Act  of  1883  was 
passed,  could  have  anticipated  to  what 
extent  that  provision  would  have  failed, 
something  more  would  have  been  done 
at  that  time.  It  has  obviously  failed, 
because  only  a  small  proportion  of  the 
annual  sum  which  tne  Act  of  1883 
allowed  the  Treasury  to  guarantee  has 
been  guaranteed,  though  the  object  of 
the  Act  was,  of  course,  that  the  full 
guarantee  should   be  utilised  in    ex- 
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tending  to  the  more  remote  and  to 
the  poorer  parts  of  Ireland  the  bene^ 
fits  of  the  communication  which  the 
Act  was  intended  to  establish.  There- 
fore the  Oovernment  had  proposed, 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  to 
alter  the  system  under  which  these 
Treasury  guarantees  were  given.  Why 
did  that  system  fail?  Mainly  because 
it  was  an  indirect  guarantee.  It  was 
not  so  g^d  or  so  marketable  a  security 
as  if  the  Treasury  had  been  permitted 
to  give  the  guarantee  directly.  What 
is  uie  proposal  now  before  the  House  ? 
In  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  the  Treasury 
were  empowered  to  grant  assistance  to 
an  existing  railway  company  towards 
the  construction  of  light  railways  by 
way  of  a  free  grant,  a  loan,  or  an 
annual  payment.  That  assistance  was 
to  be  direct.  What  was  the  further 
proposal  of  the  Bill  ?  In  Part  II.  it  was 
proposed  that  promoters,  in  other  words 
a  public  company  promoting  a  light 
railway,  should  also  have  direct  as- 
sistance. 

Mb.  CHANGE:  By  way  of  annual 
guarantee. 
*SiK  M.  hicks  beach  :  Yes,  by  way 
of  an  annual  guarantee  not  exceeding 
3  per  cent,  and  the  Standing 
Committee  to  which  this  Bill  was 
referred  haye  made  this  alteration  in 
that  proposal,  that  they  have  allowed 
the  Treasury  not  merely  to  guarantee 
an  annual  sum  not  exceeding  3  per 
cent  to  a  public  company  promoting 
such  a  railway  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1883,  but  also  to  assist 
by  way  of  free  grants  or  by  way  of 
loans.  What  is  this  enormous  change 
which  has  thus  been  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  ?  Hon.  Members 
should  reflect  that  the  Treasury  can 
borrow  money  at  less  than  3  per 
cent,  and  that,  therefore,  in  allowing 
the  Treasury  to  give  a  guarantee  of 
annual  interest  of  3  per  cent,  the 
Bill  had  originally  proposed  to  do  in 
reality  more  than  was  provided  by  the 
Standing  Committee.  Is  it  the  fact 
that  this  change  in  the  Bill 
originated  the  opposition  by  which 
the  measure  has  been  met?  If 
hon.  Members  refer  to  the  dry  records 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Standing 
Committee  they  will  see  the  way  in 
which  the  Bill  was  met  long  before 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Dublin    was    proposed, 
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which  enabled  the  Treasury  to  giro  ud 
to  these  undertakings  by  way  of  fm 
grants  and  loans,  as  well  as  by  waj  of 
guarantee.  I  will  not  dwell  upon  the 
number  of  Divisions  which  took  plaee, 
though  I  think  there  were  sometbinfi: 
like  25  on  the  first  page  of  this  BilL  I 
will  not  dwell  on  the  number  of  Ameod- 
ments  standing  in  the  names  of  some 
hon.  Members,  by  which  the  Notioe 
Paper  was  crowded,  long  before  we 
came  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dublin,  but  I  will  remind 
the  House  of  what  happened  on  the  fint 
two  clauses  of  this  Bill.  On  the  fint 
clause,  which  merely  recites  that  the 
Bill  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as  the 
Light  Bailways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  i 
Debate  was  raised  by  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  on 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  They  attempted 
to  go  into  details,  and  they  actoeOj 
divided  against  that  clause  being  ie- 
sorted  in  the  Bill.  What  happened  on 
the  first  line  of  the  second  danse, 
which  simply  says,  '^This  Act  ihill 
not  extend  to  England  sod 
Scotland"?  The  hon.  Member  fof 
Sunderland,  as  an  opponent  of  the  Bill 
and  an  economist  objecting  to  inroede 
upon  the  public  purse,  proposed  thit 
the  Bill  should  not  be  confined  to  Ire- 
land, but  should  be  extended  to  EngUnd 
and  Scotland  as  well.  And  then,  io 
spite  of  the  elaborate  machineTy  of  the 
Act  of  1 883,  and  in  spite  of  the  pre^oiaU 
in  the  Bill,  and  still  remaining  in  it* 
which  gave  additional  security  to  the 
taxpayers  that  their  money  rfionld  he 
properly  expended,  the  hon.  tfemhrr 
for  Sunderland  gravely  propoeed  ia 
Committee-^or  at  least  ooncesled  hit 
laughter — that  no  light  railways  ehoold 
be  undertaken  under  the  Bill  nntit  the 
plans  and  estimates  had  been  first  eoh- 
mitted  to  Parliament  and  a  Vote  tikflo 
for  the  grant  propoeed  to  be  mtde. 
These  Were  the  kind  of  Amendment!^ 
which  this  Bill  was  sought  to  be  defested 
in  the  Standing  Committee.  Who  were 
the  Members  prominent  in  that  wow* 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan— the  leedff 
of  the  Party— who  on  one  clause  sottpt 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
with  a  recitation  of  the  sections  fe*» 
existing  Acts  of  Parliament  which  ^fi 
to  the  construction  of  tramways  *2* 
land— much  after  the  fashion  in  wi» 
when  I  was  Irish  Secretary  in  IS?^* 


>d  four  bouts  of  the  time  of  this 
HoDBS  by  reading  through  the  asctiona 
of  the  Faace  Preservation  Act.  The 
hoD.  Member  was  ably  seconded  in  the 
Oommittea  bf  his  follower,  the  Member 
for  Hnnderlaad,  and  bj  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Newcastle  (Ht.  Craig).  Speech 
after  speeoh  was  made,  and  Amendment 
after  Amendment,  alike  useless  and  un- 
meaning, waa  proposed.  This  Bill  was 
met  in  a  way  which  I  can  only  fairly 
describe  sa  a  deliberate  and  avowed 
attempt  to  atop  its  progress,  otherwiae 
than  b;  fsir  argument.  Tbe  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  I  think,  ia  entitled  to 
the  gratitude  of  the  House  for  the  course 
he  took  with  reference  to  theae  Amend- 
ments. I  will  venture  to  say  that  he  acted 
on  a  priociple  which  abould  be  approved 
by  every  Member  of  this  House  who 
believes  that  our  forme  of  procedure 
were  intended  to  be  used  for  the  trans- 
action of  business  and  ought  not  to 
be  abuaed  in  order  to  stop  it.  Her 
Majesty' a  Government  believe  that 
jader  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  it  will 
be  perfectly  competent  for  any  Secre- 
:ary  to'  the  Treasury  to  take  ample 
neaos  for  e&fe  guarding  expenditure  ; 
re  believe  that  tbe  freedom  given  to  the 
Treasury,  greater,  I  admit,  than  it  was 
a  the  original  Bill,  will  be  greatly  to 
he  beneSt  of  the  country,  because  it  will 
□sure  that  each  scheme  shall  be  con- 
idered  and  dealt  with  on  its  merits  as 
aay  seem  best  to  the  Government  of 
he  day  ;  and  if  the  Government  do  not 
ave  regard  to  the  intereats  of  the  tax- 
ayers  as  well  as  to  those  of  the  diatricta 
>  be  benefited  by  additional  commu- 
icatioD  they  will  be  subject  properly  to 
le  censure  of  the  Houae  of  Commons. 
Mh.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  Therigbt 
>n.  Genlleman  has  not  conveyed  much 
formation  to  tho  Houae  upon  tbe 
lints  of  contention  raised  by  my  hon. 
-ieods.  He  has  favoured  us  with  a 
;ture  upon  our  course  of  conduct  here 
d  elsewhere.  I  may  venture  to  tell 
e  i-tght  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he 
>uld  adopt  a  more  suave  and  agreeable 
ioner,  and  not  lecture  and  bully  us, 
I  might  listen  more  respectfully  to 
lat  he  has  to  say.  My  hon.  Friend  tbe 
>mber  for  Dundee  observed  that  this 
Ihad.  almost  become  a  new  Bill.  To 
it  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  replied 
it  the  only  change  was  that  whereas 
der  the  original  Bill  free  grants  might 
given  to    railways,  the  only  tree 


grants  or  guarantees  which  can  he  given 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands  are  what  the 
Treasury  may  decide  to  give. 
*3iK  M.  H.  BEACH :  I  did  not  say 
the  only  change.  I  aaid  the  main 
change,  wbioh  had  been  made  a  grave 
subject  of  complaint. 

Ma.  STOREY:  I,  of  course,  accept 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement, 
though  it  does  not  accord  with  the 
note  I  took  at  tbe  time.  I  want  to 
point  out  that  this  ia  a  great,  but  by 
no  means  the  only  change  that  ia  com- 
plained of.  What  we  complain  of,  and 
what  we  shall  continue  to  complain  of,  is 
that,  whereas  under  tbe  Bill  aa  it 
originally  stood,  the  guarantee  could 
only  be  given  in  cash  to  the  pro- 
moters, and  under  safeguarda  for  the 
Britiah  taxpayer  and  for  the  locality, 
the  Bill  aa  it  now  stands  not  only  gives 
a  guarantee,  but  the  Treasury  may,  if 
it  likes,  pay  cash  down  ;  and,  with  one 
exception,  all  the  guaraateee  which  tbe 
public  and  the  locality  have  fur  the 
proper  conatruotion  of  the  line,  for  its 
being  carried  on.  and  for  the  non- 
inflation  of  the  capital,  and  all  the- 
other  provisions  which  were  ia  tbe 
original  Bill,  have  all  disappeared.  We 
allege  that  this  Bill  has  never  been 
duly  couaidered,  and,  therefore,  we  ask 
that  it  be  considered  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  There  was  no  dis- 
cussion on  the  First  Reading;  there  was 
a  statement  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  Second  Reading ;  and  then 
there  was  a  discussioa,  not  of  a  very 
severe  or  extended  character,  which 
took  part  of  two  nights ;  and  from  that 
day  to  this  the  House  haa  bad  no  cog- 
nisance of  this  Bill.  In  the  ordinary 
course  of  things  this  Bill  ought  to  have 
been  presented  to  a  Committee  of  tbe 
WholeHouae.  ["No, no!"]  I  challenge 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  cite  one 
instance  in  which  a  politicslly-conten- 
tioua  Bill  has  been  sent  to  the  Grand 
Committee.  If  the  Obairman  of  the 
Committee  had  been  here  I  should  have 
been  quite  willins  to  have  mide  him 
my  witaeas  as  well  as  the  other  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  took  the  Chair 
in  his  abaenoe,  both  st<iuach  supporters 
of  the  Government.  They  would  have 
said  without  heaitation  that  this  waa  not 
a  Bill  which  ought  to  have  been  sent  to 
a  Grand  Committee  in  the  month  of 
Auguat.  When  ws  got  to  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Tride,  the  right  hon. 
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Qendeman  sa.ys  we  mot  tlie  Bill  with 
(tererA  and  prolnnnedoppositioii,  taking 
no  leeB  than  25  DiTieions  on  the  first 
part  of  the  Bill.  I  admit  it.  I  opposed 
the  Bill  from  thn  first,  aiid  I  mean  to 
oppose  it  to  the  last.  The  ban.  Uem- 
ber  for  Dundee  was  not  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  and  m:r  hon.  Friend  the  Hemher 
for  Eant  Gloucestershire  was  warmly 
in  its  favour.  But  the  oondaot  of  the 
Chairman  and  Memhera  < 
OoTerament  in  sustaining  him  wae 
such  that  those  hon.  Members 
turned  against  them  and  for 
US  who  were  opposing  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  sa;s  these 
Divisions  took  place  long  before  my 
hoD.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  Dublin's 
Amendment  was  put  to  the  Committee. 
But  was  not  that  Amendment  proposed 
to  be  accepted  by  the  Solicitor  Oenersl 
for  Ireland  before  ever  the  Committee 
met  ?  It  was  down  on  the  Paper 
not  allowed  ;  we  saw  what  was  going  to 
happen,  and  it  was  therefore  that  we 
prolonfced  onr  opposition  to  this  part  of 
the  Bill,  because  we  knew  very  well  that 
'  the  second  part  would  never  be  before 
us  at  all.  May  I  press  upon  the  Qovem- 
ment  this  fact,  that  the  bulk  of  this 
Bill  was  never  discussed  in  Committee 
at  all.  How  many  Amendments  were 
there  in  Committee  after  we  left  ?  They 
were  all  a  happy  family  then.  The 
Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland  had  but  to 
lift  his  finger,  and  they  willingly  agreed 
to  anything,  but  not  more  willingly  than 
hie  ancient  enemies,  who,  smitten  on 
one  cheek  by  the  present  Oovemment, 
are  now  exhibiting  the  most  meek  and 
flniet  spirit,  and  are  content  to  receive 
from  the  hands  of  those  who  smote  them 
and  insulted  what  they  have  to  give. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  rather  re- 
flected upon  me,  because  he  said  I  had 
taken  a  very  exceptional  oonrse  against 
this  Bill.  The  BiU  was  a  bad  Bill  in 
my  judgment.  I  have  never  concealed 
that  opinion.  I  will  juet  make  one 
gnotation,  aa  showing  what  it  is  we 
object  to.  The  Fretman't  Journal  has 
an  interesting  paragraph  which  is  well 
worthy  tbe  attention  of  tbe  Honae : — 

"  Tbe  money  properly  employed  would 
doubllesB  prove  a  boon,  bnt  as  IreUnd  is  now 
goremed,  we  nra  certain  that,  as  regarda  Home 
of  the  projects  in  which  alar^  share  of  money 
wilt  he  spent,  it  might  m  well  be  devoted  to 
digging  bog  holes  in  the  nearest  hoi;  and  filling 
them  np  again.  The  gang  of  officers  of  the 
Board  of  Works  and  sharp  company  promoters 


— we  coold  gnem  some  of  the  names— ««ld 
mikeaproflt:  aomeahopkeepenahont theur 
works  would  benefit  bj  the  nawiea  ;  ud  tii; 
country  st  large  would  ultimately  pay  for  all.' 

I  would  not  call  the  officers  of  the  Boiid 
of  Works  a  gang,  for  it  is  not  a  tbtj 

f  leasing  word,  bnt  the  parag^ph  wbich 
have  read  is  undoubtedly  true.  Tvo 
reasons  may  be  staled  for  rs-oommittii^ 
the  Bill.  One  is  that,  if  public  monej 
is  to  he  given  at  all,  it  ought  to  be  giTsn 
to  existing  railways  about  which  some- 
thiog  is  known  ;  and  if  we  are  to  deal 
with  promoters,  the  guarantee  to  be 
given  them  should  be  an  annual  psv- 
ment  for  a  limited  number  of  years.  Ii 
tbe  second  place,  if  Her  Uajesty'i 
Giovemment  are  determined  to  proceed 
with  this  measure,  they  ought  at  least  to 
agree  to  incorporate  into  it  those  lafc 
guards  which  tbe  Boy  al Commission  t1lf^ 
gested.  That  Com  mission,  in  their  Beport, 
pointed  out  why  the  Act  of  1883  vu 
a  failure,  and  suggested  remedies  vhid 
were  adopted  in  the  drafting  of  tli« 
original  Bill.  I  desire  to  move  AnwsJ- 
ments  and  new  clauses  to  carry  onl 
these  obi  eota;  bnttheprooednreadDptaii 
by  the  Government  has  put  great  ob- 
stacles in  my  way.  I  and  my  km. 
Friends  desired  to  ineert  safegosKJi 
against  abuse.     I  am  not  going  totik« 

fart  in  proposing  frivolous  Amendoi  rati, 
heard  what  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  to  say  about  me,  and  I  in 
not  care  that  (or  what  a  GoTemmeul 
officer  has  to  say-  I  heard  the  charge 
and  dismiss  it  as  it  was  spoken.  Fa^pi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  nT| 
"  Why  not  move  Amendments  aa  it  ia?" 
I  will  tell  him  why.  Some  of  mj 
Amendments  are  in  the  shape  of  mt 
clauses.  You  cannot  give  notice  of  thw 
new  clauses.  Care  was  taken  tWi 
should  have  no  opportunity  of  pnw 
notice,  and  now  that  the  First  Low  ■ 
tbe  Treasury  proposes  to  eootinagm' 
discussion,  I  am  prevented  from  gi^^ 
notice  of  them  tor  to-morrow.  W* 
that  exhibition  of  his  astuteness,  it  VT 
now  honestly  be  said  that  the  ^f"^ 
ment,  after  doingall  they  could toW"* 
the  BiU,  are  at  last  doing  all  ^1'^ 
to  carry  it.  There  are  four  orj" 
guarantees  for  tbe  public  which  Ia» 
the  Solicitor  General  could  eveay** 
troduce  into  this  Bill.  There  h  » 
thing  new  in  them.  They  WJL* 
original  Bill.  He  bimeelf  aceeptw  ^ 
and  most  have  thought  then  4«""*  _ 
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Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART :  Perhaps 
the  hen.  Member  does  not  attach  the 
same  meaning  as  I  do  to  the  term 
''wasted,"  but  I  am  quite  sure  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  know  that  a 
large  sum  of  this  money  will  find  its 
way  into  the  pockets  of  the  worst  and 
most  vicious  class  of  company  promoters. 
Some  of  the  Amendments  proposed,  and 
to  which  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  were  distinctly  f  ayour- 
able,  were  rejected  because  it  was 
thought  that  the  measure  was  being 
obstructed  by  other  hon.  Members.  A 
spirit  of  absolute  partisanship  character- 
ised the  proceedings  of  the  Committee. 
I  shall  certainly  support  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  be  re-committed. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  One 
of  the  inconveniences  arising  from  the 
way  in  which  this  Bill  has  been  treated 
in  Committee  upstairs  is  that  Clause  6 
is  about  as  confused  and  unintelligible  a 
clause  as  it  would  be  possible  to  put  on 
the  Paper.  For  instance, in  Sub-clause  t 
it  is  most  distinctly  stated  that,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  £43,000  a  year,  the 
capital  sum  of  £600,000  may  be  spent. 

The  House  divided:— Ayes  166; 
Noes  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  319.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered. 

*Mr.  speaker  :  The  Amendments 
standing  on  the  Paper,  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  are  out  of  order,  as  they  go 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  proposes  to  alter  the  whole 
machinery  of  the  Tramways  Act  of 
1883. 

A  Clause  (Application  of  existing  en- 
actments,)—(i^r.  Chance,) — brought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time  and  second 
time,  amended,  and  added. 

Another  Clause  (Appointment  of 
receiver  under  30  and  31  Vic.  c  127, 46 
and  47  Vic.  c.  43.)— (i/r.  Crag,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  firftt  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

^Mb.  MADDEN :  I  cannot  assent  to 
this  proposal.    As   I   stated    in  Com- 
mittee, I  consider  some  of  the  Amend- 
ments which   have  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  to  be  of  very  considerable  value, 


but,  owing  to  the  shortness  of  the  time 
at  our  disposal,  it  is  impossible  to  take 
them.  I  think  the  best  course  would 
be  to  postpone  them  until  nest  year, 
when  I  propose  to  introduce  a  Bill 
which  I  hope  will  be  of  a  non-conten- 
tious character. 

♦Mb.  CHANCE :  Under  the  old  Uw 
if  a  railway  company  got  into  difficul- 
ties its  creditors  could  seize  its  rolling 
stock.  Of  course  that  was  a  trouble- 
some thing  from  a  public  point  of  view, 
and  the  five  sections  of  the  Railway 
Companies  Act  of  1867  were  passed  to 
provide  that  a  Receiver  might  be  ap- 
pointed to  collect  the  rates  and  tolls  se 
a^  to  prevent  the  seizure  of  the  rolling 
stock  and  chattels.  This  new  claius 
proposes  to  include  the  sections  in  the 
Bill.  Unless  it  is  adopted  these  small 
undertakings,  which  are  sure  to  get 
into  difficidties,  will  be  liable  to  hare 
their  rolling  stock  seized  every  sevea 
days.  I  hope  the  House  will  not  con- 
sent to  the  rejection  of  the  clause  without 
hearing  from  some  supporter  of  the 
measure  an  intelligible  statement  of  ths 
reason  why  the  Government  oppose  it. 

Mb.T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N): 
I  think  the  Government  will  be  well 
advised  if  they  accept  this  Amendmeot, 
which  appears  to  me  to  be  essential]^ 
ro&Bonablo 

Mb.  biggar  :  The  contention  of  tlie 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  lot 
Ireland  seems  to  be  that  they  oaglit 
not  to  accept  a  reasonable  Amendmeat, 
because  it  will  occupy  time.  It  seem* 
to  me  that  the  measure  could  be  quit^ 
as  well  settled  this  Session  as  partlj 
postponed  till  next  Session.  I  am  told 
that  the  clause  is  similar  to  onepropoead 
by  the  confidential  adviser  of  the  Soh* 
citor  General  fur  Ireland. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  41 ;  Noea 
147.— (Div.  List,-No.  320. J 

Another  Clause  (General  rulee,)— 
(i/r.  CVfliy,)— brought  up,  and  read  th^ 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propotedr 
'<That  the  Clause  be  read  a  secood 
time." 

Mr.  CRAIG  (Newcastle- uponTjne): 
This  clause  will  require  bome  rerUl 
alterations,  but  before  I  explain  thwft 
I  should  like  to  know  what  P<>*^ 
the  Government  will  take  up  io  regtf* 
to  it. 
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^Mb.  madden  :  This  clause  is  taken 
from  the  original  Bill  proposed  by  the 
Government,  to  Part  II.  of  which  it 
properly  applied.  But  the  clause  is  in- 
applicable to  this  Bill  because  there 
are  no  matters  in  the  Bill  to 
which  it  can  refer.  The  difference 
between  the  two  cases  is  this,  that  in  the 
original  measure  the  insertion  of  the 
power  to  make  general  rules  was  appro- 
priate to,  and  in  harmony  with,  the 
structure  of  the  Bill,  while  these 
general  rules  are  not  required  under 
this  Bill. 

♦Mr.  chance  :  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  falls — if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  80— into  a  complete  error  when  he 
suggests  that  this  proposed  new  clause 
would  only  give  power  to  make  rules  as 
to  matters  prescribed  in  the  Act.  Do  I 
understand  him  to  allege  that  there  are 
no  matters  directed  to  be  done  by  this 
Act  as  to  which  these  rules  could  apply  ? 
Surely  there  are  a  number  of  purposes 
ia  the  Act  which  would  cjme  under  this 
clause.  There  are  the  applications  to 
the  Grand  Jury  which  it  will  in  future 
be  possible  to  make  both  at  the  Summer 
and  the  Autumn  Assizss.  Again,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
bear  in  mind  that  the  last  clause  of  this 
Act  iuoorporates  the  Acts  of  i860,  1861, 
1871,  and  1883.  Do  the  Government 
allege  that  the  procedure  under  these 
Acts  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition  ?  I 
do  not  see  how  they  car,  in  face  of  the 
statement  of  the  Oommisbioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland  in  the  second  part  of 
the  Beport  of  18^48 :  '*  That  the  present 
procedure  is  unsatisfactory  and  in- 
volved,'' aud  in  face,  too,  of  their  recom- 
mendation that  it  should  be  altered, 
that  all  these  Acts  should  be  con- 
solidated and  that  a  fresh  Act  should  be 
brought  in.  If  this  proposed  clause  is 
carried  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
will  have  power  to  make  rules  for  pro- 
cedure under  the  Consolidated  Acts,  and 
J  ask  the  Government  to  accept  this 
proposal  and  enable  new  rules  to  be 
made  with  a  view  to  improving  the  pre- 
sent irrational  and  involved  method  of 
procedure. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  37  ; 
Noes  149.— (Div.  List,  No.  S^l.) 

Mb.  CBAIG  :  I  think  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  press  the  next  clause  which 
stands  in  my  name.  This  also  has  been 
taken  from  the  Bill  originally  brought 


in  by  the  Government,  and  I  contend 
that  it  involves  a  very  important  prin* 
ciple,  inasmuch  as  it  provides  for  a 
popular  vote. 

Another  Clause  (Assent  of  occupiers' 
in  benefited  district,)— (il/r.  Craig,) — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mb.  madden  :  There  is,  no  doubt,, 
truth  in  the  statement  that  this  clause 
is  taken  from  Part  II.  of  the  original 
Bill,  but  in  that  Bill  it  was  applicable  to 
a  totally  different  state  of  things.  It  is 
absolutely  unnecessary  in  the  present 
condition  of  affairs.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  under  the  former  Bill 
provision  was  made  for  a  novel  mode  of 
constructiog  tramways  with  a  Treasury 
guarantee,  and  as  there  was  also  pro- 
vision for  local  guarantees  the  Go* 
vernment  thought  it  advisable,  in  in* 
troducing  this  new  system,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  locality  should 
have  some  voice  in  the  matter,  hence 
they  introduced  this  clause  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill  as  introduced.  Now,, 
however,  promoteis  must  proceed  under 
the  Act  of  1883.  Now  that  Act  enabled 
the  Grand  Jurors  and  the  Privy 
Council  to  place  on  the  localitiea 
concerned  far  greater  burdens  than  caa 
possibly  be  imposed  under  this  Act,, 
because  not  only  was  the  baronial 
guarantee  intended  to  cover  the 
cost  of  maintainiog  the  line,  but 
it  also  covered  the  entire  capital 
necessary  for  its  construction.  Under 
this  Bill  the  Treasury  take  power 
to  come  to  the  aid  of  the  locality,  and 
relieve  it  of  a  considerable  proportioa 
of  the  burden,  and  surely  there  is  now 
no  necessity  for  the  ratepayers  to  be* 
consulted  in  a  special  manner.  I  may 
add  that  in  Committee  an  overwhelm- 
ing  majority  of  the  Members  represent-^ 
ing  the  class  in  whose  interests  this  clause* 
is  said  to  be  proposed,  rejected  it. 

Ma.  STOBEY  :  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  amounts  to* 
this.  Inasmuch  as  under  the  Act  of 
1883,  where  a  guarantee  was  given  an. 
appeal  to  local  opinion  was  provided  for, 
now  that  the  locality  is  to  be  aided  out. 
of  the  public  purse,  there  is  no  necessity 
for  an  appeal.  Now,  I  submit  that  yoa 
are  going  to  impose  a  new  charge  oa 
the  locality  under  this  Bill,  and  there-^ 
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the  point.  We  continued  the  discussion 
BS  if  Part  II.  was  to  remain  an  essential 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  monument  as  to 
the  character  of  the  Government's  pro- 
ceeding is  to  be  found  in  Clause  2,  Sub- 
section 2,  which  now  says  that — 

<*  The  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  Order  in  Conn- 
col,  mav  from  time  to  time  declare 
....  that  the  Provisions  of  Part  1 
and  II.  of  this  Act  shall  be  applicable  to  such 
light  Railways  ....  bat  the  provirions 
of  Part  I.  and  II.  of  this  Act  shall  not  apply 
except  to  the  Light  Railways  specified  in  such 
Order  in  Council  aforesaid." 

The    complaint    I    make    is    that    we 
were  allowed  to  discuss  Clause  2  on  the 
theory  that  Part  II.  was  to  remain  an 
essential  part  of  the  Bill,  and  that  now 
Part  II.  has  disappeared  altogether  from 
Uie  Bill.    I  make  no  imputation  what- 
ever upon  the  Chairman  of  the  Grand 
Committee.      I  believe  he  intended  to 
be  fair,  and  to  do  what  he  thought  was 
best  in  the  interest  of  the  House  and 
of  the  Bill.     We  only  complain  of  an 
enormous  error  of  judgment  on  his  part, 
which  has  resulted  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee  having  become  en- 
tirely nugatory,  and  in  a  serious  blow 
having  been  dealt  at  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee system.     We  do  not  say  there  is 
an  appeal  from  the  Grand  Committee 
to  this  House,  and  we  do  not  ask  the 
House  to  pass  a  resolution  condemning 
the    Committee   as    a    whole,    or    the 
majority  of  the  Committee,  or  the  Chair- 
man.    But  we  say  there  has  been  com- 
mitted a  mistake  wliich  this  House  is 
bound  in  fairness  and  in  justice  to  all 
parties  to  rectify.     There  is  a  great  deal 
more   than    the  fate    of  this   Bill    in- 
volved.     It    appears    to    me   that    to 
flome  extent  the  future  of  the  Grand 
Committee     system     is    involved.      I 
have  never  been  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  system,  otherwise  than  as  accom- 
panied by  the  most  stringent  securities 
and  guarantees.    I  believe  those  securi- 
ties and  guarantees  have  been  evaded, 
and  evaded  by  what  has  taken  place  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill ;  and  I  believe 
that  if  the  Chairmen  of  other  Grand 
Committees  followed  the  course  adopted 
in  this  case  the  Grand  Committee  sys- 
tem would  completely  break  down.    It 
would  be  absolutely  fatal  to  the  system 
if,    for    instance,    the   theory    became 
established  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Chairman  of  a  Standing  Committee  to 
push  through  the  Bill  that  is  before  the 
Committee.  That  unquestionably  was  the 

Mr.  E.  Roheriton 


theory  which  was  at  work  in  respeet  to 
this  Bill.     The  system  in  the  Uaited 
States  makes   the    Chairman  absolute 
master  of  the  Bills  in  his  Committee, 
but  I  do  not  think  this  House  would  stand 
any  such  assumption  of  authority  on 
the    part     of     the     Chairman    of  a 
Grand     Committee.      I     should  like, 
in  support  of  the  position  we  have  taken 
up,  to  allude  to  the  opinions  fOTmetly 
expressed  in  the  House  on  this  aabject 
by  two  Members,  each  of  them  of  lufh 
personal  besides  oflBcial  authority,    ue 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  reoein- 
ber  that  in  1 883  he  expressed  a  Teiy 
guarded  and    reluctant   assent  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Grand  Committee 
system,  and  I  know,  by  reference  to  his 
speeches,  that  if  there  was  one  point 
more  than  another  in  which  he  asked 
and  obtained  a  pledge  from  the  Gorern- 
ment  of  the  Day,  it  was  that  only  nmi- 
contentious  business  should  he  sent  to 
Grand  Committees.      There  never  wat 
a    more  contentious  Bill  submitted  te 
the  H6use  than  this.     The  other  Gea- 
tleman  to  whom  I  refer  is   the  hoa. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
whose  authority  on  matters  of  procedore 
is  unequalled    amongst    the   ordinary 
Members   of  the    House.    That  koo. 
Member,  who  was  a    supporter  of  tbe 
Grand  Committee  system,  laid  down  tke 
principle  that  the  system  could  neTer  be 
expected  or  desired   to  succeed  nnleai 
discussion  in  the  Standing  Oomnuttee 
was  to  be  as  absolutely  free  as  it  is  i& 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Houee.  Ov^} 
be  contended  that  the  discussion  on  this 
Bill  in  Grand  Committee  was  as  free  as 
it  will  be  if  the    Motion  of  my  boa. 
Friend  is  accepted  ?     I  have  macb  plea- 
sure in  supporting  the  Motion  for  ^* 
re-committfid  of  the  BDl. 
♦Mb.  BIGGAR  (Oavan) :  I  hare  »* 
had  much  experience  of  the  proceedop 
of  Grand    Committees,  but  from  tke 
little  experience  I  have  of  them  XJ0| 
inclined    to  agree    with  my  boa.  ^ 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  DowJ- 
I  have  had  much    experience  J^^ 
workings  of  Committees  of  the  ^^■J 
House,  and  I  must  say  I  nerer  *^^ 
slightest  attempt  to  condact  a  BiflJ 
Committee  of  the  Whole  Houee  aa  W»    , 
Bill  was  conducted  in  Grand  Conuw*-    [ 
I  have  no  doubt  the  Chairman  of^    . 
Committee  acted  within  his  lights  M 
unfortunately,  his  lights  were  noi^ff 
bright.      A  mad  sheep  is  suppfl*"* 
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^Mb.  madden  :  This  clause  is  taken 
from  the  origiDal  Bill  proposed  by  the 
QoTernment,   to  Part  II.  of   which  it 
properly  applied.     But  the  clause  is  in- 
applicable   to   this  Bill  because   there 
are    no    matters     in      the     Bill     to 
which    it   can    refer.     The  difference 
between  the  two  cases  is  this,  that  in  the 
original  measure  the  insertion  of  the 
power  to  make  general  rules  was  appro- 
priate to,   and   in  harmony  with,    the 
structure   of     the    Bill,     while    these 
general  rules  are  not  required  under 
this  BUI. 
♦Mr.  CHANCE:  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  falls — if  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  60 — into  a  complete  error  when  he 
suggests  that  this  proposed  new  clause 
would  only  give  power  to  make  rules  as 
to  matters  prescribed  in  the  Act.     Do  I 
understand  him  to  allege  that  there  are 
no  matters  directed  to  be  done  by  this 
Act  as  to  which  these  rules  could  apply  ? 
Surely  there  are  a  number  of  purposes 
in  the  Act  which  would  came  under  this 
clause.    There  are  the  applications  to 
the  Grand  Jury  which  it  will  in  future 
be  possible  to  make  both  at  the  Summer 
md  the  Autumn  Assizss.     Again,  the 
hon.  and   learned    Gentleman    should 
bear  in  mind  that  the  last  clause  of  this 
let  iucorporates  the  Acts  of  i860,  1861, 
1871,  and  1883.     Do  the  Government 
iUege  that  the  procedure  under  these 
lets  is  in  a  satisfactory  condition  ?    I 
lo  not  see  how  they  car,  in  face  of  the 
tatement  of  theOommist»ioners  of  Public 
^Vorks  in  Ireland  in  the  second  part  of 
he  Beport  of  18^8 :  <*  That  the  present 
>rocedure    is    unsatisfactory    and    in- 
oWed,"  and  in  face,  too,  of  their  recom- 
lendation  that  it  should  be  altered, 
hat   all  these    Acts    should    be    con- 
olidated  and  that  a  fresh  Act  should  be 
rought  in.     If  this  proposed  clause  is 
sirried  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
'ill  have  power  to  make  rules  for  pro- 
3dure  under  the  Consolidated  Acts,  and 
aak  the  Government  to  accept  this 
ropoeal   and  enable  new  rules  to  be 
ade  with  a  view  to  improving  the  pre- 
)nt  irrational  and  involved  method  of 
rocedure. 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  37  ; 
oes  149.— (Div.  List,  No.  3^1.) 

Ma.  CKAIG :  I  think  it  wUl  be  my 
ity  to  press  the  next  clause  which 
ands  ia  my  name.  This  also  has  been 
ken  from  the  Bill  originally  brought 


in  by  the  Government,  and  I  contend 
that  it  involves  a  very  important  prin* 
ciple,  inasmuch  as  it  provides  for  a 
popular  vote. 

Another  Clause  (Assent  of  occupiers' 
in  benefited  district,)— (il/r.  Crai^,)— 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

♦Mb.  madden  :  There  is,  no  doubt,, 
truth  in  the  statement  that  this  clause 
is  taken  from  Part  II.  of  the  original 
Bill,  but  in  that  Bill  it  was  applicable  to 
a  totally  different  state  of  things.  It  ia 
absolutely  unnecessary  in  the  present 
condition  of  affairs.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  under  the  former  Bill 
provision  was  made  for  a  novel  mode  of 
constructing  tramways  with  a  Treasury 
guarantee,  and  as  there  was  also  pro- 
vision for  local  guarantees  the  Go* 
vernment  thought  it  advisable,  in  in* 
troducing  this  new  system,  that  the 
inhabitants  of  thie  locality  should 
have  some  voice  in  the  matter,  hence 
they  introduced  this  clause  in  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill  as  introduced.  Now,, 
however,  promoteia  must  proceed  under 
the  Act  of  1883.  Now  that  Act  enabled 
the  Grand  Jurors  and  the  Privy 
Council  to  place  on  the  localitiea 
concerned  far  greater  burdens  than  caa 
possibly  be  imposed  under  this  Act,, 
because  not  only  was  the  baronial 
guarantee  intended  to  cover  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  line,  but 
it  also  covered  the  entire  capital 
necessary  for  its  construction.  Under 
this  Bill  the  Treasury  take  power 
to  come  to  the  aid  of  the  locality,  and 
relieve  it  of  a  considerable  proportion 
of  the  burden,  and  surely  there  is  now 
no  necessity  for  the  ratepayers  to  be* 
consulted  in  a  special  manner.  I  may 
add  that  in  Committee  an  overwhelm- 
ing  majority  of  the  Members  represent-^ 
ing  the  class  in  whose  interests  this  clause* 
is  said  to  be  proposed,  rejected  it. 

Ma.  STOEEY  :  The  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  amounts  tO' 
this.  Inasmuch  as  under  the  Act  of 
1883,  where  a  guarantee  was  given  an. 
appeal  to  local  opinion  was  provided  for, 
now  that  the  locality  is  to  be  aided  out 
of  the  public  purse,  there  is  no  necessity 
for  an  appeal.  Now,  I  submit  that  yoa 
are  going  to  impose  a  new  charge  oa 
the  locality  under  this  Bill,  and  there^ 


1679 


Light  RaSwayi 


{COMMONS} 


{IrdmO)  BSL  16S0 


tending  to  the  more  remote  and  to 
the  poorer  parts  of  Ireland  the  bene^ 
fits  of  the  communication  which  the 
Act  was  intended  to  establish.  There- 
fore the  Government  had  proposed, 
in  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  to 
alter  the  system  under  which  these 
Treasury  guarantees  were  g^ven.  Why 
did  that  system  fail  ?  Mainly  because 
it  was  an  indirect  guarantee.  It  was 
not  so  g^d  or  so  marketable  a  security 
as  if  the  Treasury  had  been  permitted 
to  give  the  guarantee  directly.  What 
is  the  proposal  now  before  the  House  ? 
In  the  first  part  of  the  Bill  the  Treasury 
were  empowered  to  grant  assistance  to 
an  existing  railway  company  towards 
the  construction  of  light  railways  by 
way  of  a  free  grant,  a  loan,  or  an 
annual  payment.  That  assistance  was 
to  be  direct.  What  was  the  further 
proposal  of  the  Bill  ?  In  Part  II.  it  was 
proposed  that  promoters,  in  other  words 
a  public  company  promoting  a  light 
railway,  should  also  have  direct  as- 
sistance. 

Mb.  OHANOE:  By  way  of  annual 
guarantee. 
*SiK  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  Yes,  by  way 
of  an  annual  guarantee  not  exceeding 
3  per  cent,  and  the  Standing 
Committee  to  which  this  Bill  was 
referred  have  made  this  alteration  in 
that  proposal,  that  they  have  allowed 
the  Treasury  not  merely  to  guarantee 
an  annual  sum  not  exceeding  3  per 
cent  to  a  public  company  promoting 
such  a  railway  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  of  1883,  but  also  to  assist 
by  way  of  free  grants  or  by  way  of 
loans.  What  is  this  enormous  change 
which  has  thus  been  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  ?  Hon.  Members 
should  reflect  that  the  Treasury  can 
borrow  money  at  less  than  3  per 
cent,  and  that,  therefore,  in  allowing 
the  Treasury  to  give  a  guarantee  of 
annual  interest  of  3  per  cent,  the 
Bill  had  originally  proposed  to  do  in 
reality  more  than  was  provided  by  the 
Standing  Committee.  Is  it  the  fact 
that  this  change  in  the  Bill 
originated  the  opposition  by  which 
the  measure  has  been  met?  If 
hon.  Members  refer  to  the  dry  records 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Standing 
Committee  they  will  see  the  way  in 
which  the  Bill  was  met  long  before 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member    for    Dublin    was    proposed. 
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which  enabled  the  Treasury  to  givs  lid 
to  these  undertakings  by  way  of  fm 
grants  and  loans,  as  well  as  by  wtj  of 
guarantee.  I  will  not  dwell  utmhi  fh» 
number  of  Divisions  which  took  place, 
though  I  think  there  were  somethinf? 
like  25  on  the  first  page  of  this  BilL  I 
will  not  dwell  on  the  number  of  Amend- 
ments standing  in  the  names  of  some 
hon.  Members,  by  which  the  Noiioe 
Paper  was  crowded,  long  before  we 
came  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hm. 
Member  for  Dublin,  but  I  will  remind 
the  House  of  what  happened  on  the  fint 
two  clauses  of  this  Bill.  On  the  first 
clause,  which  merely  recites  that  tbe 
Bill  may  be  cited  for  all  purposes  as  the 
Light  Bailways  (Ireland)  Act,  1889,  e 
Debate  was  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  on 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  They  attempted 
to  go  into  details,  and  they  actnallj 
divided  against  that  clause  being  in- 
serted in  the  Bill.  What  happened  on 
the  first  line  of  the  second  chnee, 
which  simply  says,  '^This  Act  ehiU 
not  extend  to  England  and 
Scotland"?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland,  as  an  opponent  of  the  Bill 
and  an  economist  objecting  to  inroadi 
upon  the  public  purse,  proposed  thnt 
the  Bill  should  not  be  confined  to  Ire- 
land, but  should  be  extended  to  Engltnd 
and  Scotland  as  well.  And  then,  in 
spite  of  the  elaborate  machinery  of  die 
Act  of  1 883,  and  in  spite  of  the  pro^oetk 
in  the  Bill,  and  still  remaining  in  itr 
which  gave  additional  security  to  the 
taxpayers  that  their  money  ^onld  be 
properly  expended,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  gravely  proposed  in 
Conmiittee— -or  at  least  concealed  hi> 
laughter — that  no  light  railways  ^odd 
be  undertaken  under  the  Bill  until  the 
plans  and  estimates  had  been  first  iob- 
mitted  to  Parliament  and  a  Vote  taken 
for  the  grant  proposed  to  be  mtde. 
These  Were  the  kind  of  Amendmente  hj 
which  this  Bill  was  sought  to  be  defeated 
in  the  Standing  Committee.  Who  were 
the  Members  prominent  in  that  work? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cavan— the  lesder 
of  the  Party — who  on  one  clause  sooght 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee 
with  a  recitation  of  the  sections  ia  ^ 
existing  Acts  of  Parliament  which  tW^J 
to  the  construction  of  tramways  i*^ 
land— much  after  the  fashion  in  whi^ 
when  I  was  Irish  Secretary  in  1875f » 
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consomed  four  hours  of  the  time  of  this 
House  by  reading  through  the  sections 
of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  was  ablj  seconded  in  the 
Oommittee  by  his  follower,  the  Member 
for  Sunderland,  and  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Craig).  Speech 
after  speech  was  made,  and  Amendment 
after  Amendment,  alike  useless  and  un- 
meaning, was  proposed.  This  Bill  was 
met  in  a  way  which  I  can  only  fairly 
describe  as  a  deliberate  and  avowed 
attempt  to  stop  its  progress,  otherwise 
than  by  fair  argument.  The  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  I  think,  is  entitled  to 
the  gratitude  of  the  House  for  the  course 
he  took  with  reference  to  these  Amend- 
ments. I  will  venture  to  say  that  he  acted 
on  a  principle  which  should  be  approved 
by  every  Mem'ber  of  this  House  who 
believes  that  our  forms  of  procedure 
were  intended  to  be  used  for  the  trans- 
action of  business  and  ought  not  to 
he  abused  in  order  to  stop  it.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  believe  that 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  it  will 
be  perfectly  competent  for  any  Secre- 
tary to*  the  Treasury  to  take  ample 
neans  for  safe  guarding  expenditure ; 
we  believe  that  the  freedom  given  to  the 
Treasury,  greater,  I  admit,  than  it  was 
n  the  original  Bill,  will  be  greatly  to 
he  bene6t  of  the  country,  because  it  will 
nsure  that  each  scheme  shall  be  con- 
idered  and  dealt  with  on  its  merits  as 
naj  seem  best  to  the  Government  of 
he  day  ;  and  if  the  Government  do  not 
ave  regard  to  the  interests  of  the  taz- 
ayers  as  well  as  to  those  of  the  districts 
)  be  benefited  by  additional  commu- 
ication  they  will  be  subjpct  properly  to 
le  censure  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  The  right 
>n.  Gentleman  has  not  conveyed  much 
formation  to  tho  House  upon  the 
)iots  oi  contention  raised  by  my  hon. 
riends.  ELe  has  favoured  us  with  a 
cture  upon  our  course  of  conduct  here 
id  elsewhere.  I  may  venture  to  tell 
e  l-igbt  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he 
)uld  adopt  a  more  suave  and  agreeable 
inner,  and  not  lecture  and  buliy  us, 
)  mig'ht  listen  more  respectfully  to 
lat  he  has  to  say.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
^rnber  for  Dundee  observed  that  this 
[I  had  almost  become  a  new  Bill.  To 
it  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  replied 
it  the  only  change  was  that  whereas 
der  the  original  Bill  free  grants  might 

given   to    railways,  the  only  free 


grants  or  guarantees  v 
under  the  Bill  as  it  st 
Treasury  may  decide  t 
♦Sir  M.  H.  BEAOI 
the    only    change.     I 
change,  which  had  be 
subject  of  complaint. 
Mb.  STOREY:  I, 
the  right  hon.  Genth 
though  it   does  not 
note  I  took  at  the   1 
point  out  that  this  is 
no  means  the  only  cl 
plained  of.     What  w< 
what  we  shall  continue 
that,    whereas    undei 
originally  stood,  the 
only  be   given   in    c 
motors,  and  under   s 
British  taxpayer  and 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stai 
a  guarantee,  but  the 
it  likes,  pay  cash  dow 
exception,  all  the  gus 
public  and  the  local 
proper  construction  o: 
being  carried    on,   a 
inflation    of   the  cap 
other    provisions    wh 
original  Bill,  have  all 
allege  that  this  Bill 
duly  considered,  and, 
that  it  be  considered 
the  Whole  House.     1 
cussion  on  thA  First  R 
a  statement  by  the  i 
man  on  the  Second  E 
there  was  a  discussi< 
severe    or    extended 
took  part  of  two  nigb 
day  to  this  the  Hous< 
nisauce  of  this  Bill, 
course  of  things  this 
been  presented  to  a 
Whole  House.  [**No, 
hon.   Gentlemen   opp 
instance  in  which  a 
tious  Bill  has  been  s 
Committee.     If  the 
Committee  had  been  1 
been  quite  willing:  t< 
my  witness  as  well  as 
learned  Gentleman  w 
in  his  absence,  both  e 
of  the  Government, 
said  without  hesitatio 
a  Bill  which  ought  to 
a  Grand  Committee 
August.     When  we 
Committee  on  Trade 
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of  giving  ezpreesion  to  the  opinion 
of  the  cesspayers  o{^  any  particular 
scheme  before  it  is  passed,  there  is  un- 
doubtedly a  danger  to  be  safeguarded. 
It  may  not  be  wise  lor  the  Government 
to  schedule  the  district  to  which  the  Bill 
shall  apply,  but  if  you  have  not  some 
check  upon  the  Grand  Jury  you  may 
have  the  engineering  and  financing 
ingenuity  of  promoters  sanctioned,  and 
expenditure  wasted,  upon  work  that 
should  never  have  been  undertaken.  In 
the  event  of  failure,  if  the  line  does  not 
pay,  then  a  certain  portion  of  the  loss 
falls  upon  the  occupiers,  and  certainly 
they  will  have  good  reason  to  complain 
if  they  have  no  check  or  control  over  a 
scheme  which,  in  its  inception,  they  may 
have  considered  unjustifiable.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  hope  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  will  be  accepted. 

*Mb.  chance  :  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  that  the 
Bill  does  not  throw  upon  the  ratepayers 
such  a  heavy  burden  as  was  imposed  by 
the  Act  of  1883,  and  I  admit  also  that 
in  this  direction  a  safeguard  was  intro- 
duced in  Committee,  and  that  whereas 
under  the  Act  of  1883  promoters  might 
ask  the  Grand  Jury  to  guarantee  the 
whole  of  the  capital,  undoubtedly  under 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  this 
cannot  be  done ;  the  promoters  can  only 
ask  for  a  guarantee  of  a  portion  of  the 
capital,  and  so  far,  of  course,  liability  is 
lessened.  Under  the  second  part  I  admit 
there  is  no  real  liability.  I  confess  I 
do  not  quite  know  what  is  to  happen  if 
the  Bailway  Company  fail  to  work  the 
line,  but  I  presume  the  draftsmen  did 
not  anticipate  that  such  a  thing  could 
occur. 

*Me.  madden  :  The  Treasury  can 
get  a  guarantee  from  the  K^^lway  Com- 
pany. 

*Mh.  CHANCE:  Well,  that  may  be 
very  valuable  or  not,  but  I  admit  that 
liability  dce3  not  fall  on  the  county.  If 
a  fresh  company  promote  a  line,  un- 
doubtedly they  will  be  bound  to  make 
a  working  agreement,  and  in  that  case 
I  suppose  the  Treasury  will  look  into 
that  agreement.  But  under  the  third 
branch  of  this  proposal  this  is  not  so. 
The  promoters  may  come  to  the  Grand 
Jury  and  ask  for  a  guarantee  on  a 
limited  portion  of  the  capital,  and 
this  will  have  to  be  met  by  additions 
to  the  county  cess.  I  notice  that  the 
Commission  on    Public  Works  advise 

Mr.  Flynn 


that  there  should  be  no  addition  to  ths 
county  cess  in  respect  to  any  {nictfantes 
above    6d.    in     the    £l.       Now,    ths 
Grand  Jury  are  not  a  popular    hody, 
they  do  not  pay   the  county  cess;  it 
falls  upon  the  occupiers  who  are  not 
represented  on  the  Grand  Jury;  axkd, 
therefore,  we  have  the  position  that  one 
body  imposes  taxation  without  having 
to  pay  a   penny  in  discharge  of  the 
liability,  and  the  people  who  have  to 
discharge  the  whole  of  the  liability  have 
no  representation  whatever  on  the  bodv 
which  imposes  the  taxation.    Again,  I 
have  to  refer  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission.   The  Commissioners  reported 
that  undoubtedly  it  was  desirable  and 
necessary  that  if  a  grant   were  to  bs 
made,  due  regard  should  be  had  to  local 
responsibility,  and  the  opinion  of  the 
county    should    be    taken.      I   admit 
that    the    method    pointed      out    bj 
the  Commissioners  was  defective.   They 
proposed  that  the  opinion  of  Presentment 
Sessions  should  be  taken.      Now  that 
is  a  tribunal  composed  of  an  unlimited 
number  of  Magistrates  and  only  six  of 
the  highest  ratepayers  of  the  district, 
and  these,  of  course,  would  be  always 
outvoted,  so  that  would  give  no  real  r»- 
presentation  of  the  ratepayers.    Aa  the 
Bill  was  originally  drawn,  I  sappose 
upon  a  principle  settled  by  the  Solicitor 
General,  I  am  bound  to  confess  there 
was  a  complete  representation  of  the 
ratepayers.      If  the  ratepayers  vote  ia 
favour  of  a  scheme,  then  the  ratepayers 
cannot    object    to     the    consequences 
Further,  I  may  point  out  that  there  was 
a    limitation    to      6d.     in    the    £1* 
Now  that  clause  is  dropped  out  and  the 
guarantee  left  unlimited,  it  seems  to  me 
only    reasonable    that   the  ratepayers 
should  have  a  representative  voice,  and 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  revising 
the  wording  of  this  clause  and  securing 
that.     In  the  Standing  Committee  this 
clause  was  rejected,  I  think,  with  13 
other  Amendments  upon  one  qaestioa 

Sut,  and  I  think  the  reason  tiiat  ia* 
uenced  many  Members  was  that  they 
regarded  these  Amendments  as  directed 
to  the  defeat  of  the  Bill,  and  were 
determined  that  the  Bill  should  paM. 
But  that  danger  no  longer  exists.  The 
Bill  is  pretty  safe  now.  We  have  had 
a  number  of  Divisions,  and  these  haft 
disclosed  such  large  majorities  that 
there  is  little  doubt  of  the  Bill  puaiof 
to-night  or  to  morrow.     The  insertion 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
clause,  to  add  at  the  end — 

**  Provided  always  that  the  clause  shall  not 
apply  where  an  application  for  a  guarantee  has 
already  been  made  before  the  passing  of  this 
Act."— (JIfr.  Chance,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  JORDAN  (Glare,  W.) :  I  object 
to  that  Amendment.  I  think  it  will 
spoil  the  sense  altogether. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill.'* 

Mr.  O'DOHERTT  :  The  Amendment 
which  has  been  agreed  to,  in  my 
opinion,  entirely  destroys  the  effect  of  the 
clause.  I  am  not  sure  that  my  hon. 
Friend  did  not  know  this.  I  think  it  is 
a  case,  not  of  manslaughter,  but  of 
wilful  murder.  As  the  clause  stands 
now  it  cannot  apply  to  any  conceiyable 
case. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  :  I  propose,  in  Clause  2, 
page  1,  line 8,  after  "  council,"  to  insert — 

*'  If  petitioned  to  do  so  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  district  it  is  proposed 
to  tax,  said  resolution  to  be  come  to  on  notice 
to  the  Guardians  that  such  motion  is  to  bo  pro- 
posed." 

My  object  is  the  same  as  that  of  the 
former  proposal,  which  was  negatived. 
It  is  a  matter  of  very  substantial  im- 
portance. I  think  the  opinion  of  those 
who  are  best  competent  to  judge  of  the 
need  of  constructing  one  of  these  lines, 
namely,  the  people  of  the  district,  should 
be  consulted  before  any  decision  is 
come  to.  I  admit  that  under  the  pro- 
posal which  was  negatived  the  process 
suggested  was  very  expensive  and  cum- 
brous. The  same  thing  ciinnot  be  said 
of  the  present  proposal.  Each  member 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  would  re- 
present his  own  locality,  and  would  be 
able  to  state,  cot  only  his  own  opinion, 
but  what  was  likely  to  be  the  opinion 
of  those  whom  he  represented. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
8,  after  the  word  **  council,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

'*  If  petitioned  to  do  so  by  a  resolution  of 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  of  the  district  it  is 
proposed  to  tax,  said  resolution  to  be  come  to 


on  notice  to  the  Guardians  that  such  motion 
is  to  be  proposed.— (ifr.  Btggar,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  chance  :  I  am  afraid  that  this 
Amendment  will  not  be  accepted  in  its 
present  form,  because  one  Board  of 
Guardians  out  of  many  in  a  district 
might  prevent  a  scheme  being  adopted. 
But  I  would  put  it  to  the  Gk>vemment 
whether  it  could  not  be  accepted  if  it 
was  modified,  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
assent  of  the  majority  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  I  admit  that  it  would  be 
a  somewhat  expensive  and  cumbersome 
process  to  submit  these  schemes  to  the 
vote  of  a  whole  district,  but  it  would  be 
neither  to  submit  them  to  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  In  mercy  to  those  who 
desire  these  railways,  I  think  it  wonld 
be  well  that  they  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  discovering  whether  the 
county  is  against  them  or  not  Thej 
would  then  at  least  be  able  to  say  that, 
when  a  line  had  been  made,  it  had  been 
the  result  of  an  expression  of  pablic 
feeling  in  favour  of  its  constractioQ. 
It  would  also  enable  the  Lord  Lisa- 
tenant  and  the  Privy  Council  to  discorer 
pretty  accurately  what  baronies  were 
likely  to  object  to  join  in  the  guarantee.  I 
believe  there  was  a  certain  amount  of 
feeling  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  previous  Amend- 
ment, and  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  onlj 
rejected  because  it  was  thought  to  be 
rather  a  cumbersome  and  heavy  wty  of 
getting  at  the  opinion  of  the  localitj- 

The    chief     SEORETABY    wb 
IRELAND      (Mr.    A.     J.    Balfour 
Manchester,  E.) :     As    the   House  i^ 
aware,  I  have  very  considerate  eyin- 
pathy  with  the  general  principles  vtth 
regard  to  popular  control  which  htfe 
been  enumerated  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  ;  and,  in  the  Bills  reepecting 
drainage,  and  in  this  Bill  as  it  went  to 
the  Committee,  I  gave  practical  ezprei' 
sion  to  the  opinions  which  I  hold  upsB 
the  subject.    At  the  same  time,  I  do  sot 
think  the  method  proposed  by  the  boo. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  eiw 
a^  amended  by  the  hon.  and  leaiw 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Chance),  would  pwre 
convenient  or  effective.    I  do  not  thiak 
that  the  spectacle  of  Boards  of  Gutrdisw 
meeting  and  quarrelling  over  any  p^ 
ticular  scheme  of  a  light  railway  w<»J 
be  at  all  edifying,  or  be  of  much  saw*" 
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ance  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Hore- 
oyer,  Boards  of  Guardians  are  not  re- 
presentatiTO  at  all  in  the  sense  of  the 
bodies  I  desired  to  call  into  existence.  In 
the  Bill  as  originally  drafted  I  desired 
to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  oesspayers, 
and  the  Boards  of  Guardians  do  not 
represent  the  oesspayers.  Therefore^  I 
do  not  think  that  the  method  proposed 
would  give  effective  popular  oontrol. 

Mb.    003SHAM :    I  find  that    the 
practical    proposal  of  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  in  favour  of  giving  popu- 
lar oontrol  has  now   dwindled    down 
to  sympathy.    If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman really  desirea  to  give  some  prao- 
tical    effect  to    his    wirii  for  popular 
oontrol  in  this  matter,  let  him  devise 
some  clause  to  do  it.    When  the  Bill 
was  before  the  Committee  I  moved  a 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the 
Guardians  some  oontrol  in  oonneotion 
with  these  railways.    I  did  not  consider 
they  were  the  best  body  to  choose,  but 
they  were  the  only  body  I  could  find  in 
Ireland  which  at  all  represented  popular 
opinion.    I  do  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
the  principle  proposed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oavan,  and  I  shall  be  glad  my- 
self to  accept  the  limitation  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  below  me  (Mr. 
Chance). 
♦Mb.  PINKEBTON  (Galway) :  I  can- 
not for  the  life  of  me  see  how  an  Irish- 
man like  the  hon.  Member  below  me 
(Mr.  Chance)  can  try  and  obstruct  a  Bill 
of  this  kind. 
*Mb.  SPEAKER:    The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  are  not  in  order. 
♦Mb.  PINKERTON:  I  withdraw  what 
I  said.    Owing  to  my  experience  of 
Boards  of  Guardians,  I  know  the  con- 
sequence will  be  such  a  confusion  and 
diversity  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  im- 
possible  to  carry  any  line  through  a 
district  at  all.    All  these  Amendments 
are  brought  forward  by  the  enemies 
of  the  measure,  none  of  the  proposals 
come   from    those    who    are    desirous 
of   seeing    the    Bill    pass.      I   think 
the   Government  would    do    well    to 
draft  a  clause,    giving    some    sort  of 
oontrol    to    local    opinion,    but    they 
would  not  be  well  advised  in  handing 
that  control  over  to  Boards  of  Guardians. 
I  agree  with  the  Chief  Secretary,  we 
should  have  continual  conflict  between 
the  e»  officio  and  the  elected  Guardians, 
and  moreover  in  the  congested  districts 
a  large  proportion  of  the  population 


being  under  the  £4  rental,  have  no  re- 
presentation on  the  Boardsof  Guardians. 
The  very  persons  whose  condition  the 
Bill  is  designed  to  improve,  would  be 
excluded  from  representation  in  the 
matter.  Many  Guardians  will  be  anxious 
to  have  a  line  through  a  district  ia 
which  they  are  interested,  and  you  would 
by  this  Amendment  play  into  their 
hands  to  the  exclusion  of  the  poorer 
districts.  We  have  seen  how  the  Cavati 
Guardians  have  passed  a  Resolution  in 
favour  of  a  particular  scheme.  I  do  not 
suppose  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  money  should  be  spent  in  the 
richer  districts.  I  give  them  the  credit 
of  honesty  of  intentton  in  wishing  to 
benefit  the  poorer  districts,  and  thia 
Amendment  will  simply  put  a  difficulty 
in  their  way. 

♦Mb.  chance  :  The  people  who  are 
not  represented  on  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians do  not  either  pay  county  cess. 
♦Mb.  PINKERTON :  I  am  astonished 
to  hear  my  hon.  Friend  say  this,  the 
poorest  farmers  in  my  district  pay  county 
cess.  Though  I  am  in  favour  of  some 
form  of  popular  representation  I  intend 
to  support  the  Bill,  even  though  it 
should  have  some  defects.  I  shall  vote 
with  the  Gt>vemment  on  every  Division 
against  all  opposition. 

Mb.  storey  :  If  nothing  else  results 
from  these  discussions  they  give  us  in- 
teresting revelations  of  the  state  of 
Ireland  and  what  it  will  be  when  this 
Bill  passes  into  law  and  the  scramble 
commences  among  all  sorts  of  persons 
for  a  share  of  this  money.  It  is  not  our 
fault  that  this  Amendment  is  not  so 
good  as  others  which  have  been  rejected. 
There  was  an  admirable  Amendment 
proposed  in  Committee  that  included 
the  representation  of  all  occupiers,  but 
we  were  not  allowed  to  discuss  it,  and 
of  course  our  proposals  find  life  again 
in  the  House.  In  default  of  a  bettet 
proposal,  which  was  refused,  we  have 
this  proposal  that  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  DO  consulted.  Knowing,  as  I 
do,  that  a  large  number  of  these  Guar> 
dians  are  not  elected,  I  agree  it  is  a  very 
questionable  Court  of  Appeal,  but  it  is 
better  than  nothing.  ['*  No,  no !  "]  I 
am  sorry  to  hear  an  hon.  Member  deny 
that  Irish  Boards  of  Guardians  are 
better  than  nothing.  I  say  they  are. 
Tbey  would  be  some  kind  of  guarantee^ 
though  an  insufficient  one.  I  agree  that 
it  would  defeat  the  purpose  to   have 
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-different  Boards  of  Quardians  sending 
counter  resoluttona,  and  I  think  the 
proposal  ahoald  be  ooafiiie<i  to  the 
Board  of  Quardiana  for  the  district. 

Me.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.)  i 
I  think  that  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
vary  that  popular  opinion  should 
be  tested  to  some  extent,  and,  al- 
though I  admit  that  the  Board  of 
<}uardlans  is  not  the  best  test,  still 
I  maintain  that  their  opinion  is  better 
than  DOthine'.  There  is  an  abjection 
■that  there  will  be  more  than  one  Board 
in  the  county ;  but  that  can  be  met  bj 
an  alteration  of  phraseology.  True, 
we  hare  "scenes"  at  onr  Board  meet- 
ings BOmetimea  ;  hat,  on  the  whole,  the 
business  of  the  Guardians  is  well  con- 
ducted. I  think  that  a  Board  should 
discuss  the  proposal  at  a  special  meet- 
ing, else  it  might  come  on  at  the  end  of 
a  lone  and  tedious  day's  busineas.  Let 
me  say  that,  although  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  generally,  the  House  cannot  be 
too  cautiuns  about  all  its  praviainDS.  I 
represent  one  of  the  Dlnsionaof  Water- 
ford,  and  we  have  now  to  pay  £14,000 
a  year  in  respect  to  a  railway  construc- 
ted through  our  county,  and  this  aod 
other  considerations  make  me  moat 
anxious  that  safeguards  against  future 
burdens  should  be  provided.  The 
vhole  of  the  £14,000  I  mention  falls 
upon  the  occupiers,  and  I  should  like  to 
have  such  burdens  divisible  between 
owners  and  occupiers.  In  default  of 
any  better  way  of  testing  public  opinion, 
I  shall  support  the  Amendment. 

CoLOSEi.  NOLAN  (Galway,  N) :  My 
faon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford 
is  Gbairman  of  a  Board  of  Quardians 
— one  of  the  few  Members  on  this  side 
who  with  myself  hold  that  position.  I 
ehould  say  this  would  not  be  a  bad 
Amendment  if  amended  so  as  to  apply 
to  the  one  Board  of  Quardians  only. 
Thus  amended,  it  might  be  worthy  of 
consideration. 

*SiB  JOSEPH  M'KENNA:  I  hope 
the  Amendment  will  not  be  accepted ;  it 
will  simply  be  an  element  of  disoord  in- 
troduced, and  en  obstruction  in  the 
operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  32 ;  Noes 
106.— (Div.  List,  No.  823.) 

Mr.  PHILIPP8:  The  ground  on 
which  I  more  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name  is  because  it  Bsems 
to  me  it  is  reasonaUe  that  some  time 
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should  be  fixed — I  am  not  weddsd 
to  the  time  named  in  my  Amead> 
mMit — within  which  the  pecuniary 
benefit  offered  by  this  Bill  should 
be  either  taken  advantage  of,  or 
definitely  refused.  I  think  that  within 
eix  months  people  ought  to  make  sp 
their  minds  whether  they  want  the  bess- 
fit  of  the  Act,  but  if  the  Solidtor 
General  for  Ireland  thinks  13  monthi 
would  be  better,  I  am  quite  prepartdlo 
amend  my  Amendment  accordingly. 
The  Treasury  should  know,  as  soon  u 
possible,  what  claims  will  be  made 
under  the  Bill ;  and  it  is  also  rsasouU* 
that  the  House  should  know  whst  tbe 
claims  are,  because  other  schemes  nsy 
be  proposed  in  future  Sessions.  So 
doubt  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Iralud 
has  other  schemes  in  his  mind  for  tka 
benefit  of  Ireland,  schemes  which  may, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House,  coala 
more  benefit  on  Ireland  than  the  presant 
It  might  in&ueuce  the  House  io  refiuisg 
to  vote  other  schemes  if  there  vu 
some  liability  outstanding  under  thit 
scheme.  Therefore,  in  the  interest  of 
other  schemes,  it  is  well  we  aboold 
know  within  some  reasonable  time  tb 
extent  to  which  this  Act  is  to  be  pnt 
into  operation.  Circumstances  may  site 
from  time  to  time,  and  in  two  or  thrM 
years  we  may  feel  we  are  not  ciliei 
upon  to  let  the  Irish  people  have  thii 
money  as  a  free  gift. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1> 
lines  6  and  9,  to  leave  out  the  wardi, 
"from  time  to  time,"  and  insert  tlie 
words  "  at  any  time  within  six  •ncntlu 
from  the  passing  of  this  Act."— (if^- 
PhJippi.) 

Question  proposed,  '■  That  the  word' 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tb 
Bill." 
•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR .-  I  hope  tke 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  insist  apoi 
pressing  this  Amendment  to  a  DiriaM- 
I  think  he  will  see  that  nothing  ia  to  b« 
gained  from  the  taxpayer's  point  n 
view  by  the  introduction  of  the  woidi 
he  proposes.  We  may  take  il  thtf 
when  Parliament  has  said  it  iapre(W« 
to  expend  a  capital  sum  of  £6O0,0M(a  j 
Irish  Light  Sailways,  the  whole  odM 
will  be  called  up  and  will  htvetob^""- 
IJnmuial  thttr*.^  It  is  distinct  ■  ' 
that  expectation,  and  I  may  Uf  U* 
hope,  that  the  Govern  meat  propiW"* 
Bill.    Idonotthink,thwetot^tWt* 
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OQt  down  the  gift  we  propose  to  give  to 
the  lets  prosperous  parts  of  Irelsnd,  b; 
a  side  wind,  by  fixing  some  limit  of 
time  within  which  demands  may  be 
made  to  the  House,  would  be  consonant 
with  the  general  policy  adopted. 
•Me.  chance  :  I  admit  the  »ight 
hoa.  Oentleman  is  correct  to  a  certain 
extent,  but  1  put  it  to  him  that  there  is 
a  very  eerioua  object  to  be  eerved  by 
having  some  limit  of  time.  I  do  not 
sa;  ais  months,  for  I  candidly  confess 
that  would  be  too  short.  Let  me  remind 
tbe  Chief  Secretary  that  this  only 
applies  to  the  making  of  the  Order,  and 
that  the  Order  may  prescribe  certain 
□umber  of  years  within  which  the  Iji);ht 
Eailwayia  to  be  constructed.  IntheBe- 
port  of  the  Commissioners  upon  Public 
Wotks  in  Ireland,  which  was  published 
last  year,  it  is  stated  that  the  Tramways 
andliigbtSailwayaActsareinaTery  un- 
satisfactory condition.  It  is  pointed  out 
tbat  many  of  the  Acts  require  to  be 
amended,  that  many  of  the  provisions 
are  obsolete,  and  that  in  some  respects 
the  advances  made  under  the  Acts  are 
not  very  well  safeguarded.  The  Oom- 
missioners  recommend  that  the  Acts 
should  be  consolidated  and  amended, 
and  that  some  reasonable  and  clear 
practice  should  be  laid  down  in  the  case 
of  Tramways  and  Light  Bailways.  If 
we  grant  this  money  without  any  limita- 
tion of  time,  the  money  will  be 
absolutely  dedicated,  not  one  penny 
Xiuld  be  got  baoh ;  it  would  be 
ibsolutelj  impossible  for  Parliament 
0  revoke  the  gift.  There  ie  one  safe- 
piard  I  should  like  to  see  introduced — 
tamely,  some  provision  for  the 
epayment  of  the  advances  from  the 
rreasory  to  the  ratepayers  in  the  case 
■f  any  schemes  which  proved  fruitful. 
f  such  provision  ie  to  be  made  at  all, 
S  most  be  made  before  the  mosey  is 
dranced. 
Mb.  storey  :  There  is  one  reason 
>  be  urged  in  favour  of  this  Amend- 
isnt,  namely,  that  it  brings  out  the 
istory  of  the  money  advanced  undsr 
le  Act  of  1883.  The  right  hon. 
entlemaa  knows  that  under  the  Act 
'  1883  there  was  power  to  spend  a 
>rlaia  amount  of  money.  Up  to  the 
-esest  a  large  sum  has  been  expended. 
It  it  stands  to  reason  that  those  who 
ID  come  under  the  new  Act  and  get 
ah  down  will  never  take  the  trouble 
go  under  the  old  Act,  under  which 


they  oan  only  get  a  limited  guarantee. 
I  think  12  mouths  might  be  more  rea- 
sonable ;  if  it  were  even  two  years  I 
would  not  object.  The  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  cannot  object,  because  he  tella 
us  he  fully  expects  this  money,  having 
been  allocated  by  Parliament,  will  be 
all  applied  for.  One  hon.  Gentleman. 
t>ld  U9  he  thought  all  the 
money  would  be  applied  for 
within  24  hours,  and  I  beli  eve- 
it  will  be  applied  for  10  times  over.  We 
are  very  much  in  the  same  position  in 
England  ae  in  Ireland.  If  a  beneficent 
Oovemment  will  offer  auy  part  of  the- 
United  Eaagdom  cash  down  for  any- 
thing to  do  with  local  works,  why,  or 
course,  the  probability  ie  that  the  virtue 
of  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
would  be  strained.  I  believe  all  the- 
money  will  be  applied  for,  and  I  believe 
the  present  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  new 
one  will  be  prepared  to  give  any  money 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  if  he  can  only 
keep  them  quiet.  It  seems  to  me  we- 
bad  better  insert  in  the  Bill  words 
setting  out  tbat  the  application  shall  be 
made  within  the  year.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  will  assent,  I  will  move  to  insert- 
"  12  months  "  for  "  six  months." 

Ma.  PHILIPPS  :     I  agree. 

Me.  HANDEL  00S8HAM :  I  beg- 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.. 
Friend  Mr.  Philipps)  as  amended  by 
the  hon.'Member  for  Sunderland.  In  the- 
intereat  of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  of 
the  Qovemment,  some  limit  ought  to  he- 
put  on  these  grants.  It  is  because  I 
believe  brute  force  and  bribery  will  not 
work  is  Ireland  that  I  support  this  Pro^ 
position. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I,  lines 
8  and  9,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  from 
time  to  time,"  and  insert  the  words  "at 
any  time  within  twelve  months  from  the 
passing  of  this  Act." — {Mr.  Philippt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
propijsed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  ot 
the  Question." 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  117;  Noee^ 
25.— (Div.  List,  No.  324.) 

Mb.  CHANCE :  I  beg  to  move  the- 
insertion  of  the  words  "upon  an  appli- 
cation in  the  prescribed  manner  "  after  - 
the  word  "time"  in  line  9.  I  d.o  not 
propose  to  press  the  Amendment  if  the- 
Qovemment  object  to  it ;  but  if  they 
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intend  to  provide  any  machinery  by 
which  popalar  opinion  can  be  expressed 
on  the  Echemes  prior  to  their  recognition 
by  Order  in  Council,  they  will  have  no 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  wQrds 
I  suggeet. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

9,  after  the  word  '*  time,"  to  insert  the 
words  *'  upon  an  application  in  the  pres- 
cribed manner."— ( J/r.  Chance,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*Mn.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid 
it  is  impossible  to  devise  machinery 
that  will  satisfy  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  friends. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  beg  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  beg  to 
move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name  :  it  is  simply  a  verbal  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

10,  after  the  word  *•  certain,"  to  insert 
the  word  **  named." — {Mr.  E, Robertson,) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
'  named  '  be  there  inserted." 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  I  think  this  Amend- 
ment can  hardly  be  taken  apart  from 
the  other  Amendments  standing  on  the 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  and  he  will  admit 
those  Amendments  are  other  than 
verbal,  that  in  fact  they  tend  to  intro- 
duce in  the  Bill  a  distinct  principle, 
namely,  the  defining  by  the  Bill  of 
certain  named  districts.  This  is  an 
Amendment  leading  up  to  subsequent 
Amendments  which  are  objectionable 
from  our  point  of  view,  but  possibly 
necessary  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  point  of  view.  We  must 
object  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  did  not  pro- 
pose  this  Amendment  as  leading  up  to 
others,  but  simply  to  make  it  clear  that 
the  place  should  be  named  in  the  Order. 
However,  after  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  said,  I  will  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  now  beg 
to  move  to  insert,  in  line  10,  *•  within 
the  Counties  of  Donegal,  Mayo,  Gal- 
way,  and  Kerry."     The  object  of  this 

Mr,  Chancf 


Amendment  is  to  limit  in  the  Bill  the 
local  extent  of  the  measure.  It  is  quite 
clear  it  is  not  pretended  that  the  whole 
of  Ireland  should  have  an  interest  in  the 
Bill.  The  benefit  is  intended  for  certain 
localities,  and  I  think  the  House  in 
assenting  to  the  measure  should  state 
what  are  the  districts  to  which  the 
measure  is  to  apply.  From  the  best 
information  I  have  been  able  to  obtain, 
the  enumeration  I  have  made  exhaoBte 
the  local  necessities  for  the  BilL 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
10,  after  the  word  '<  places,"  to  insert 
the  words  *'  within  the  Counties  of 
Donegal,  Mayo,  Gal  way,  and  Keny.'' 
— ( iUr.  E,  RoherUon,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  these  wordi 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Mb  A.J.BALFOUR:  I  think  the  Hon. 
Gentleman  is  probably  not  far  wide  of  the 
mark  in  saying  the  counties  named  are 
those  which  will  largely  benefit  by  the 
passing  of  the  Bill ;  but  at  the  same 
time  it  would,  I  submit,  be  a  very  great 
error  on  the  part  of  the  House  to  lay 
down  any  hard  and  fast  line  whi^ 
would  absolutely  preclude  the  Parlia- 
mentary grant  being  employed  for 
districts  in  other  parts  of  Ireland  reallj 
requiring  it.  It  is  perfectiy  true  that 
what  are  called  the  congested  districts 
are  largely  situated  in  the  coanties 
named,  but  it  is  not  true  they  are 
wholly  situated  in  those  counties. 

Mb.     STOREY:     The    right   hon. 
Gentleman  must  admit  there  is  some- 
thing in  the  past  transactions  in  Ireland 
which  makes  it  very  desirable  that  some 
such  limitation  as  this   should  be  io* 
sorted  in  the  Bill.    The  Act  of  1883, 
which    was    unlimited,     was  pressed 
through  the  House  hastily  for  the  foi* 
pose  of  benefitting  congested  dismets 
of   Ireland ;    and    the    CommissioDeiB 
inform     us,     in    their    Report,    that 
the     Privy    Council    granted    Ordan 
for     a      short     branch     line    to   the 
Harbour  of  Oarrickfergus,   and  for  a 
suburban  line  from  Dublin  to  Blessing 
ton,  cases  for  which  the  Commissionert 
state  "  we  should  scarcely  have  thon^fht 
an  Imperial  grant  was  desirable."  [Ifr- 
A.  J.  Balfour  :  Hear,  hear!]  TheiigW 
hon.  Gentleman  agrees  that  that  was  ai 
improper  use  of  the  Act.  I  suppose^ 
Act  was  badly  used  by  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment.   That  Act  having  ^**^/J 
used  by  a  Liberal  Government,  theGBw 
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Secretftr;  caonoi;  wonder  that  wa  wish 
to  take  prscautione  against  the  possi- 
bility of  failure  on  the  part  of  a  CoDser- 
vative  QoTemnieiit.  If  we  are  going  to 
epend  tbe  publio  money  of  Great  Britain 
aad  Ireland  upon  portioae  of  Ireland,  it 
Bhonld  be  upon  canjeated  portions  of 
Ireland  only.  I  do  not  saj  my  hoe.  and 
learned  Friend'a  list  of  counties  ex- 
hausts the  list,  and  I  sincerely  hope  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  will  move  addi- 
tions; but  however  that  may  be,  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Qeatleman  has  hit  the 
four  worat  counties,  bo  far  as  our  judg- 
ments go,  and  if  he  goes  to  a  Division  I 
shall  airport  him. 

CoL05BL  NOLA-N;  I  represent  the 
largest  of  the  four  counties  named. 
<3alway  and  the  other  counties  named 
certainly  require  the  assistance  proposed 
by  the  Bill ;  but  I  must  point  out  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  throws 
by  bis  Amendment  an  apple  of  discord 
amongst  the  Irish  Members.  I  am 
afraid  that  if  Donegal,  Mayo,  Oalway, 
and  Kerry  are  the  only  counties  to  be 
benefited,  the  Bapresentatives  ot  some 
other  Irish  counties  will  not  continue 
their  interest  in  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance)  has 
taken  up  a  very  extraordinary  attitude 
aa  regards  the  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  has  taken 
up  a  line  of  action  which  we  all  acknow- 
ledge, but  regret.  We  are  sorry  that  a 
man  of  his  attainments  in  other  respects 
should  entertain , such  a  deep-seated 
objection  to  water  communioation.  But 
the  Irish  Members  have  been  toler- 
ably unanimous  in  respect  to  the 
Bill.  L6Vm»  o/"No,  no!"]  WeU,  in 
Committee  three  Irish  Members  aup- 
ported  and  16  opposed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey)  in  his 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  I  call  that 
tolerable  unanimity.  I  certainly  think 
we  ought  to  reject  this  Amendment  as  a 
somewhat  insidious  one. 

SiH  G.  CAMPBELL  :  I  do  not  think 
the  QoTernment  will  thank  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Oalway  for  the 
lupport  he  has  given  them  on  this 
occasion.  He  has  told  the  House  with 
charming  frankness  that  no  Irish  Mem- 
:>er  will  vote  for  the  Bill  unloaa  he  is  to 
;et  something  out  of  it.  Is  it  a  fact 
hat  all  the  Irish  Members  want  is 
aoney,    and  that   all  the  Oovemment 
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where?  I  had  hoped  the  Government 
would  have  accepted  this  or  a  similar 
Amendment.  I  had  hoped  they  would 
have  shown  some  good  faith  by  restrict- 
ing the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  congested 
districts.  The  Government  will  un- 
doubtedly put  themselves  in  a  very 
false  position  unless  they  accept  some 
such  Amendment.  I  have  been  studying 
tbe  Beport  of  the  Hoyal  Commission. 
Nothing  can  ba  more  miserable  reading. 
The  Commissioners  give  us  a  long  list 
of  schemes  of  railways  that  do  not  pay, 
that  never  will  pay,  and  perhaps  that 
never  were  intended  to  pay.  They  show 
how  money  that  was  intended  for  poor 
and  congested  districts  has  been  spent 
in  other  parts  of  the  country  where  it 
was  not  required.  I  have  also  studied 
a  pamphlet  on  the  subject  of  railways 
sent  to  me  by  a  very  sinoere  well-wisher 
of  Ireland — Mr,  Tute.  He  has  prepared 
a  map  showing  what  railways  there  are 
in  the  congested  districts  of  Ireland, 
and  I  find  that  along  one  part  of  the 
coaat  of  Donegal,  which  is  regarded  as  a 
congested  diatu  *,  railways  reach  the 
sea  at  no  less  tuan  15  points.  I  there- 
fore cannot  admit  there  is  such  necessity 
for  these  railways  as  we  are  led  to  sup- 
pose. It  is  absurd  to  say  that  the 
making  of  more  railways  there  will 
really  dsrelope  fishing.  I  have  been 
to  Donegal.  No  doubt  it  is  a  very 
poor  county.  The  people  do  not 
catch  much  fish,  and  they  cultivate  the 
land  with  the  spade ;  indeed,  I  am  not 
sure  they  ore  in  such  a  civilised  state 
that  they  can  support  or  benefit  by  rail- 
ways. Galway  is  a  county  of  rocks  and 
stones,  and  Kerry  is  similarly  situated. 
There  are  intermediate  counties ;  but  my 
belief  is  that  the  list  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  really  exhausts  the  con- 
gested  parts  of  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment mean  to  show  their  good  faith  they 
will  accept  the  Amendment ;  but  if, 
following  the  lead  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gal- 
way,  they  are  determined  to  have  aBill 
which  will  captivate  as  many  Irish 
Members  as  possible  they  will,  no  doubt, 
reject  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  O'OONNOE  (Donegal,  E.) : 
I  also  have  been  in  Donegal.  I 
happen  to  be  the  Bepresenlative  of 
one  of  the  fonr  Divisions,  and  all  I 
can   say  is  that  if  I   wanted  a  apeci- 
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to  Donegal.  I  can  also  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  a  hint  as  to  his  utterances  in 
this  House,  that  if  he  desires  Members 
to  co-operate  with  him  he  should  not 
make  use  of  language  foolishly  and 
needlessly  offensive 

SiE  G.  CAMPBELL :  Sir,  I  apologise. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR :  With  regard  to 
this  Amendment,  I  may  say  that  what- 
ever proposals  are  put  forward  for  the 
extension    of   railway    communication 
Donegal  is  one  of  the  chosen  counties. 
This  seems  to  be  recognised  as  a  matter 
of  course,  and  since  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill  I  have  been  inundated  with 
letters  from  all  quarters  and  irom  all 
sorts  of  people  in  reference  to  possible 
extensions  of  railway  communication.  I 
am    bound  to    say    that  schemes  and 
alternative  schemes  for  Donegal  seem  to 
be  already  prepared,  and  not  only  for 
Donegal  itself  but  for  the  large  towns 
in  adjoining  counties,  by  people  anxious 
to  speculate  with  other  people's  money. 
For  all  that,  I  think  limitation  to  speci- 
fied counties,  whether  those  should  be 
four  in  number  or  more,  would  be  a 
mistake,  because  if  you  limit  the  num- 
ber of  counties  you  also  create  a  fixed 
idea  that  those  counties  should  have  an 
assured     proportion     in    the    sharing 
of  public  money,  and  it  will  be  diffi- 
cult    for     Dublin    Castle     to     resist 
that   idea.     As    to  the    four  counties 
mentioned,     in      my    judgment    they 
do  not   include    those    counties  where 
money  would  be  most  advantageously 
spent.     I     agree  with   my    hon.    and 
gallant  Friend  that  Galway  should  be 
included,  and  for  the  last  seven  years 
he    has  striven  to    bring   this  aoout. 
But  other  counties  have  a  reasonable 
claim     to     assistance     besides     those 
mentioned ;  and  if  you  fix  upon  these 
four  counties  as   the  limit   there  are 
certain      Irish     Members,      naturally 
enough — it  is   nothing    to    their    dis- 
credit that*  it  should  be  so— whose  in- 
terest in    the    Bill    will    immediately 
diminish.      I    do   not    think    we    can 
reasonably  expect  the  Government  to 
accept  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  :  It  is  perfectly  clear 
that  the  money  will  demoralise  whoever 
gets  it,  and  therefore  I  think  it  would 
be  well  to  circumscribe  the  area  of  de- 
moralisation, and  then  the  counties 
outside  that  area  will  cease  to  beg  for 
their  share  of  the  spoil. 

Mr.  A,  0*Cimnar 


The  House  divided  :— Ayes  24  ;  No» 
131.— (Div.  List,  No.  325.) 

Mr.   E.  EOBERTSON:    Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say,  in  reference  to 
my  Amendments  standing  next  on  the 
Paper,  that  I  put  them  down  in  con- 
nection with  a  line  of  policy  as  lo  which 
I  intended  to    raise  a    definite  issue. 
But  as  the  new  clause  I  wished  to  pro- 
pose was  ruled  out  of  order,  I  presume 
these  Amendments  having    relation  to 
that   clause  are  equally  out  of  order. 
But   I  think    the  Qt)vemment  might 
accept  the  Amendment  to  line  10,  which 
is  to  leave  out  the  words  "for the dere- 
lopment  of  fisheries  or  other  indnstries.'^ 
♦Mr.  MADDEN :  It  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  accept  that  Amend- 
ment.   In    the   forefront    of    the   Bill 
these  objects  are  put  forward  as  the 
essential  reasons  for  the  Bill,  and  as 
indicating  the  purpose  the  Government 
have  in  view.    I  quite  understand  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Amendment  as  lead- 
ing up  to  the  policy  he  would  advocate ; 
but  inasmuch  as  that  has  had  to  be 
abandoned,  it  is  impossible  to  accept 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  E.  ROBEBTSON  :  I  do  not  mote 
that  Amendment,  but  I  move  the  next, 
but  with  a  considerable  modiBcatioD. 
As  it  stands,  the  Amendment  is  directed 
to  confining  the  application  of  the  pro- 
posals in  the  Bill  to  railways  that  may 
06  expected  to  pay  3  per  cent ;  but  I 
propose  to  modify  that  by  limiting  the 
Amendment  to  railways  that  will  pay 
working  expenses.     The  object  of  the 
Amendment  is  plain,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  Solicitor  General  ought  to  have  any 
difficulty  in   accepting  it.     If  he  does 
not,  then  he  declares  on  the  face  of  the 
Bill  that  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  grant  this  money  for  the  constmction 
of  railways  that  will  not  pay  working 
expenses. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  I» 
line  11,  after  the  word  "industries," 
to  insert  the  words  '<and  that  the 
earnings  thereof  may  reasonably  be 
expected  to  pay  working  expenses."— 
{Mr,  Edmund  Jioh&rtaan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  It  ia  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to^  accept 
this  Amendment,  because  it  is  iaw- 
pedient  to  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  role 
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Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN:  I  will 
merely  eay,  then,  that  I  wish  to  oppose 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.)  : 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
that  the  practical  effect  of  this  Amend- 
ment, if  carried,  will  be  to  exclude  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  the  very  por- 
iiona  of  Ireland  which  really  most  require 
railway  communication.  I  consider  that 
would  be  a  most  unfortunate  result ;  and 
I  trust  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  who  has  a  logical  mind, 
will  not  press  an  Amendment  which  will 
defeat  the  real  purpose  of  the  Bill. 
♦Mb.  chance  :  I  am  afraid  my  hon. 
Friend  hardly  appreciates  the  force  of 
the  Amendment.  He  forgets  one  vital 
fact,  and  that  is  that  the  expense  of 
working  the  various  lines  under  the  Bill 
will  fall  on  the  districts.  These  lines 
are  to  be  constructed  in  the  poorest  dis- 
tricts, and  the  cost  of  working  will  fall 
upon  the  poorest  and  most  wretched 
baronies.  There  is  a  wholly  unlimited 
guarantee.  It  may  be  5^.,  or  10s  ,  or 
20s.  in  the  £1,  and  it  will  have  to  be 
given  by  the  people  who  are  supposed 
to  be  benefited.  I  do  not  myself 
believe  that  a  railway  which  is  first  con- 
structed for  nothing  and  which  then 
will  not  pay  for  working  can  be  of  any 
benefit.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  an  abuse 
of  common  sense  to  imagine  that  a 
railway  which  will  not  pay  for  its  coal 
and  oil  is  an  advantage  to  any  district ; 
and  if  a  district  is  so  poor  that  it  cannot 
afford  traffic  to  pay  for  the  coal  and  oil 
it  ought  to  be  guarded  from  the  un- 
qualified liability  which  will  be  imposed 
upon  it  in  case  of  a  break- down. 
.  Mb.  MAEUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  :  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  the  Royal 
Commission  say  in  their  Beport  they 
feel  it  their  duty  to  recommend  the  State 
to  undertake  far  larger  responsibility  in 
connection  with  these  works  in  Ireland 
than  would  be  desirable  in  other  parts 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  unless 
the  help  of  the  State  can  be  given  it 
cannot  be  expected  that  the  works  they 
suggest  can  be  executed. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  It  is  all  very  well  to 
talk  about  making  lines  in  districts  where 
there  are  nothing  but  stones  and  never 
will  be  any  traffic.  You  may  benefit  a 
few  beggarly  shopkeepers ;  but  I  really 
think  we  ought  not  to  be  asked  to  tax 
the  people  for  these  schemes  if  the  re- 


sponsible authorities  do  not  think  they 
will  pay  expenses.  The  people  who 
live  in  these  districts  are  very  badly  oS^ 
but  though  the  people  are  badly  off  yon 
are  not  going  to  give  them  crops  by 
making  railways.  I  am  not  satisfied 
with  the  course  that  some  Irieh  Mem* 
hers  have  taken  as  to  this  Bill,  for  they 
have  actually  said  to  me  that  unless 
certain  provisions  are  inserted  in  the 
measure  the  ratepayers  are  going  to  be 
plundered,  and  yet,  even  though  those 
provisions  have  not  been  inserted,  they 
are  supporting  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOE  :  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  feel  much  more  satisfied 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  estimate  of 
the  probable  paying  character  of  a  pro- 
jected  railway  than  I  am  as  to  his 
satisfaction  at  the  legal  acquirements 
of  the  Resident  Magistrates;  but  I 
should  like  to  ask  either  the  Chief 
Secretary  or  the  Solicitor  General  a  very 
practical  question.  In  the  east  of 
Donegal  there  are  two  lines  of  railway, 
from  one  or  other,  and  perhaps  from 
both,  of  which  there  will  be  extensions 
into  the  north-west  or  south  of  Donegal 
The  question  I  wish  to  put  is  this: 
Suppose  the  contemplated  extension 
should  not  pay  its  working  expenses, 
will  there  be  any  further  expense 
thrown  upon  my  constituents,  or  wi& 
there  not  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  Any  Company  hold- 
ing a  working  agreement  with  a  Bail' 
way  Company  may  apply  for  a 
guarantee  from  the  Treasury,  and,  of 
course,  the  Treasury  will  have  to  satisfy 
themselves  that  the  line  will  be  worked. 
The  guarantees  under  the  Act  of  18B3 
will  apply  to  the  lines  which  may  h» 
promoted  under  the  Act  of  1 883,  with 
the  Treasury  assistance  derived  from 
this  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR:  What  I  ask  is 
—[cr/Mo/"  Order!  "J— will  my  consti- 
tuents have  to  pay  the  working  sx* 
penses  ? 

*Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order, order! 

•  The  House  divided :— Ayes  S3 ;  Noes 
148.— (Div.  List,  No.  326.) 

Mb.  chance  :  I  beg  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  railway* 
under  thid  Act  shall  be  constructed  hy 
existing  companies  or  promoters  hafisf 
working  arrangements  in  existing  oom- 
panics.  I  very  much  fear  transactions 
of  this  character— that  people  startinf 
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a  oompan;  viU  come  and  say,  "  We 
cannol:  get  an  existing  company  to  take 
this  up  for  us."  and  will  tnea,  having 
got  some  capital  adranced,  olitain  a 
guarantee  and  sell  to  au  ozialiug  com- 
pany, whioli  will  liavo  th«  advantage 
both  of  the  capital  advanced  and  also 
of  the  s;narantee.  The  Gommiaeioiieri)  in 
their  Report  of  last  year  recommended 
that  these  operations  should  be  oonfiiied 
to  eiisting  companies,  and  that  if  existing 
companies  would  not  make  the  nrcea- 
8ary  railways  power  should  be  taken 
to  compel  them  on  fair  terms.  My 
Amendment  only  gives  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant power  to  act ;  it  is  not  compul- 
Bory, 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
13,  after  the  word  "  that,"  to  insert  the 
vords  "  such  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  as  may  boeetout  in  said  Order."  — 
{Ur.  CAi»M.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

•Mk.  UADDEN:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  persevere  with  this. 
The  Order  in  Council  is  an  Order  merely 
declaring  that  fur  certain  reasons  it  is 
desirable  that  lines  under  this  Act 
should  be  permitted  in  certain  places. 
At  that  stage  of  the  proceedinga  it  can- 
not be  determined  whether  the  line 
shall  be  made  by  aa  existing  Railway 
Company  or  an  independent  company 
of  promoters.  And  it  should  not  be 
determined  at  that  stage,  because  once 
you  decide  tbat  a  line  nbould  be  cou- 
stracted  between  certain  points  the 
greater  the  competition  the  better.  One 
of  the  main  objects  ia  to  get  healthy 
competition  between  adjoining  railways 
on  the  one  hand,  and  persons  interested 
in  the  locality  on  the  other.  The  effect 
ol  the  Amendment  would  be  to  strangle 
competition  in  its  birth. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  do  not  say  this 
mast  be  done,  but  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant may  have  power  to  do  it.  I  can 
conceive  circumstances  in  wbioh  it 
would  be  desirable  that  this  power 
nbould  be  exercised. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS:  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentlemau.  Where  you  are  going  to 
make  railways  that  are  not  noinii   lo 


peases,  and  if  you  are  to  have  a  com 
peting  line  of  the  same  kind  it  will  be 
worse  than  ever.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  rpeech  does  not 
mean  that,  I  do  not  know  what  it  does 
mean. 

Mb.  BIQGAB  :  I  do  not  understand 
the  speech  of  the  Solicitor  0-eneral  for 
Ireland,  or  that  of  the  bon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down.  Does  the  Solicitor 
Qeoeral  mean  that  patronage  should  be 
extended  to  a  class  of  promoters  who 
intend  when  their  line  is  constructed  to 
sell  it  to  some  one  else?  I  think  we 
should  only  deal  with  bead  fide  parties. 
It  would  be  a  ridiculous  thing  for  a 
company  which  has  no  means  of  carry- 
ing on  a  railway  to  come  for  power  to 
construct  one  in  the  hope  of  being  able 
to  sell  it  to  some  one  else.  Such  a  thins 
should  never  be  allowed.  The  Bill  wifl 
extend  patronage  to  a  class  of  people 
with  neither  money  nor  character,  but 
who  are  able  to  get  at  the  right  side  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  or  the 
Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland  for  the 
time  being,  and  get  power  to  make  a 
line  which  they  can  either  sell  at  a 
profit  or  allow  to  drop. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  31 ;  Koei 
U7.— (Div.  list.  No.  3i7.) 

Other  Amendments  made. 

On  Clause  3, 
*Mb.  CHANGE:  I   have  to  move  as 
an  Amendment  to  this  clause  the  inser- 
tion after  the  word  "  traffic  "  in  line  SI, 
pa^e  1,  of  the  words — 

"  aod  having  for  at  letut  Hre  years  imine- 
diaTsly  preceding  the  pnaaiog  of  this  Aot  paid 
a  dividend  ol  at  least  three  per  cectum  per 
BDQUiD  upon  all  its  atocks  and  ihaies." 

Earlier  in  the  Debate  the  learned  Soli- 
citor General  for  Ireland  told  us  again 
and  again  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  take  proper  securities  from 
esisting  Railway  Companies  working 
under  the  DilL  that  no  charge  should 
fall  on  the  baronies.  I  ask  is  it  proper 
ii  give  publ'c  money  to  any  kind  of 
line  ?  When  you  once  advance  the 
capital  to  some  impoverished  or  insol- 
vent Railway  Company  can  you  get  any 
sort  of  guarantee  or  security  that  it 
will   be  properly  expended?     For  my 


t723 


ZAgM  BaiUeayt 


( COMMONS  t 


{IrtUmi)  hia. 


1724 


dividends  on  ordinary  stock,  and  it  U 
nnwiae  to  hand  over  public  money  aa  a 
Iree  gift  to  these  insolvent  or  impovar- 
<tsbed  undertakings.  It  would  be  much 
wiser  to  give  it  to  a  new  oompanj  start- 
ing with  a  clear  book.  If  jou  advanoe 
the  proposed  sums  to  companies  already 
up  to  their  eyes  in  debt  they  will  only 
try  to  pocket  as  much  as  they  can  out  of 
it,  putting  on  their  lines  ail  their  old 
<:arriage8,  and  worn  out  stock,  or  selling 
them  to  new  compaDieg  at  the  price 
gireo  tS  or  20  years  before.  I  submit 
<hat,  under  such  circumstanees,  you  can- 
not expect  to  get  anything  like  reason- 
able security.  We  have  heard  a  good 
deal  from  the  Qovemment about  security, 
and  now  we  come  to  the  bottom  of  it  we 
'tind  that  the  security  referred  to  is  to  be 
that  of  Bailway  Ctompaotes  that  bare 
4iot  been  able  to  pay  a  dividend  for  years 
I  trustmyAmsndment  will  be  accepted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
21,  after  the  word  "  traffic,''  to  insert 
the  words — 

"a.a&  having  for  at  least  Sve  yeara  imme- 
diately preceding  the  pouing  of  this  Act  paid 
■a  dividend  of  aX  \eaai  throe  per  cantuia  per 
auDom  upon  all  ita  atoclu  and  shAres." — 
(Mr.  Chaiiet.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
1}B  thdte  inserted." 

*AIb.    MADDEN:    I  am    unable    to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  bon.  Qea- 
't:«man,  who  need  not  be  under  any  fear 
Ihat  the  guarantee  of  such  companies  as 
Jhe  has  described  will  be  aocepted  by  the 
Treasury. 
•Ma.  CHANCE :  Exclude  them,  thi 
•Me.  MADDEN :  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
says  "  exclude  them,"  but  he  EOekt 
«xclude  them  unfairly.     What  the  Bill 
-does  is  to  exclude  insolvent  companies 
•by  investtng  discretion  in  the  Treasury 
Authorities,    who    will    be    bound    to 
satisfy  themsetres  that  tbe  guarantees 
offered  by  the  Bailway  Companies  are 


Treasury  in  the  terms  of  the  i 
ment  that  they  had  paid  a  diridend  of 
3  per  cent  for  five  years  on  their  or- 
dinary stock.  I  trust,  therefore,  tli* 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  persist  in  hii 
attempt  to  lay  down  a  hard  and  fut 
rule  which  would  exclude  campanie* 
able  to  offer  good  security. 

Mr.  BIGOAR:  I  have  sometimM 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasory 
questions  as  to  this  and  that  local  rail- 
way in  the  beat  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
the  answer  I  have  universally  got  is 
that  those  companies  are  in  arroar 
>th  their  interest.  Of  course  thma 
are  numbers  of  large  oompaniea 
whose  security  is  first-rate,  and  who 
would  carry  out  any  contract  they 
might  enter  into,  because  they  could  b« 
forced  to  do  bo  ;  but  if  the  Treasury  u 
going  to  treat  with  such  oompsniea  w 
my  boa.  Friend  describes,  the  goaxait* 
tees  tbey  might  give  would  not  be  worth 
the  paper  they  were  written  on.  Sup- 
posing these  transactions  are  to  be 
honest  and  substantial,  we  ought  to  pass 
some  such  provision  as  that  contained 
in  the  Amendment,  even  if  it  were  only 
to  save  the  Secretary  to  the  Traaaniy 
from  being  constantly  badgered  by  ap- 
plications from  insolvent  companiea. 

Mr.  HALLET  STEWART :  I  think 
the  Amendment  too  extreme  in  its  eoape. 
In  the  Grand  Committee  I  sopported  a 
proposition  that  the  Hallway  Conipaoy 
giving  the  guarantee  should  at  toast 
have  paid  some  dividend  during  two  or 
three  years.  I  du  not  know  whether 
the  Solicitor  General  is  in  a  more  con- 
ciliatory mood  than  when  we  were  in 
Committee,  but  if  he  be,  ho  might  make 
it  clear  that  the  Railway  Company 
should  be  to  some  extent  solvent. 

Ma.  E.  BOBERTSON :  I  desire  to 
connect  the  refusal  of  the  Qovenuaant 
to  accede  to  this  AmenduLent  with  thw 
refusal  to  accept  the  Amendment  motrad 
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-which  borrow  money  and  never 
mean  to  pay  it  back  then,  I 
say  we  ought  not  to  lend  them 
any  more.  I  am  strengthened  in 
that  conoloeion  by  what  I  see  in  the 
seoond  part  of  this  olanse,  by  which  you 
are  going  to  make  theee  grants  to  tho 
promoters  of  Light  Bailwaya.  Justthink 
what  you  are  doing.  Tou  are  going  to 
deal  ffith  promoters  who  may  be  mere 
nobodies.  These  promoters  may  make 
a  bargain  with  the  Kailway  Company 
which  may  absolutely  be  in  arrears  with 
its  payments  of  principal  and  interest  to 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury  will  be  tied  under  this  clause, 
for  they  will  be  compelled  to  hand  this 
money  over  to  the  promoters,  although 
the  prospects  of  getting  it  repaid  will  be 
very  slight  indeed.  I  do  trust  that  the 
Qovemment  will  accept  some  reasonable 
Amendment  in  this  matter.  I  do  not 
think  that  we  on  these  Benches  sre  open 
to  the  reproach  which  has  boen  levelled 
against  us,  that  we  are  obstructing  this 
BiU.  We  have  adopted  a  proper  Parlia- 
mentary plan.  We  have  stbted  our 
objeotions  with  brevity,  and  as  clearly 
as  possible,  and  then  we  have  divided 
upon  them.  Some  of  our  Irish  Friends 
have  dignified  that  conduct  with  the 
name  of  obetruotion.  I  say  it  is  not 
obstruction  at  all ;  it  is  an  ancient  Par- 
liamentary practioeadopted  by  minorities 
in  this  House.  We  nave  none  of  us 
spoken  long,  and  we  have  only  asked  for 
K  reasonable  answer.  Now  I  wish  to  ask 
this :  Is  it  fair  to  take  the  public  money 
belonging   to   the   taipayers   of    this 


But  that  is  not  so.  We  do  not  [nopois 
to  lend  money  to  an  already  insolTnt 
undertaking.  That  would  be  oppoHd 
to  all  common  sense.  What  we  propose 
to  do  is  to  give  money  for  the  oonstne- 
tion  of  new  Eail  ways.  80  far,  tbersfort, 
from  having  the  effect  of  increasing  ths 
liabilities  of  over-burdened  nndertik- 
ings,  I  would  suggest  that  the  eit«iuiisi 
of  lines  might  have  the  effect  of  mskiit; 
existing  lines  solvent,  if  they  ue  not 
already  solvent.  But  I  entir^jr  igret 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  w«  pio- 
pose  to  make  loans  to  Companies  which 
at  present  cannot  pay  their  arreanof 
interest,  it  would  be  a  foolish  mercsa- 
tile  transaction  ;  and  X  repeat  that  tiut 
is  not  our  proposal. 

Me.  E.  ROBEETSON:  Tbe  right 
non.  O-entleman  seems  to  have  cm- 
looked.Sub  section  3  of  Section  4,  rhioh 
says  that  the  Treaanry  may  giveotlsed 
the  money.  The  Bill  proposes  toenablt 
the  Treasury  to  do  tbe  very  thing  whieh 
tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  admits  to  be 
ttnreasooable. 

*Mb.A.J.BALFOQB:  Theloan insneh 
a  case  would  not  bemadeonthsseenritf 
of  a  bankrupt  concern.  It  would  tw 
made  simply  for  the  conetrnctian  of  * 
new  line. 

Ma.  E.  ROBEETSON  :  I  nndsnlsid 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  make  the 
sensible  admission  that  to  lendmonejte 
a  Company  which  already  is  in  airetn 
with  its  payments  on  previous  losu 
would  be  an  unreasonable  thing  to  do. 
I  now  call  his  attention  to  Sub-saetioa  S 
of  Section  4,  and  ask  him  if  he  vill  be 
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this  Amendment  in  the  interests  of  the 
taxpayers,  not  only  of  England  and 
Scotland,  but  also'  of  Ireland,  the  un- 
fortunate people  of  which  will  have  their 
rates  made  heavier  by  the  extraordinary 
inyestments  the  Government  intend  to 
plunge  into. 

Mb.  BIOQAH  :  On  the  question  of 
security,  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
onless  the  existing  railway  is  able  to 
pay  its  working  expenses  and  its  interest 
3n  borrowed  money,  there  will  be  no 
real  security  for  any  money  to  be 
idvanced  for  the  purposes  of  an  exten- 
sion of  the  line,  and  I  do  hold  that  the 
Sovemment  should  not  encourage 
ichemes  of  that  sort. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  argument  used  by  the  hon. 
Kfember  for  Lanark  was  that  a  bad 
t>usine8s  could  not  possibly  be  made 
better.  I  entirely  differ  from  that  view. 
[  believe  all  business  men  in  this 
x>untry  know  that  it  is  often  through 
in  extension  of  credit  that  a  man  is 
enabled  to  retrieve  his  misfortunes  and 
pull  up  his  business.  I,  therefore,  hope 
;hat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
3ecretary  will  persevere  with  his  oppo- 
sition to  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  (ComwaU,  Bod- 
nin) :  I  would  suggest  that  this  matter 
Df  the  policy  of  lending  or  giving  money 
/O  a  Company  already  in  debt  might 
uuch  better  be  raised  on  Sub-section  3 
>f  Section  4. 

Mb.  STOREY:  I  hope  the  Govern- 
nent  will  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  this 
toint  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  Bill, 
f  they  will  do  that,  I  will  consent  to 
withdraw  my  Amendment. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
URY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.) :  I 
[unk  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
»ok8  into  the  mat  er,  will  see  that  what 
e  said  onght  to  be  qualiGed  to  this  ex- 
*nt — that  the  loan  is  only  to  be  in 
»gard    to  new  works. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  We  now  come 
the  really  contentious  part  of  the  Bill. 
!itherto  we  have  had  smooth  water  and 
^in  sailing,  but  from  this  point  for- 
ard  I  am  afraid  the  conflict  as  to 
inciple  will  be  considerable.  The 
ouse  may  not  be  aware  that  at  the 
dnt  we  have  reached  the  alteration  was 
ade  which  we  contend  entirely  changed 


the  character  of  the  Bill,  and  what  I 
propose  to  do  in  this  Amendment  is  to 
strike  out  words  which  were  improperly 
imported  from  Part  II.  and  leave  this 
portion  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood  after  the 
Second  Reading.  The  Amendment,  as 
I  have  put  it  on  the  Paper,  is,  perhapi>,  too 
wide ;  therefore,  I  propose  to  omit  the 
words  from  **  or  (b)  "  down  to  "  Com- 
pany.'' The  scheme  of  Light  Railway 
construction  sanctioned  by  the  Second 
Reading  was  first  that  existing  Railway 
Companies  should  have  assistance  given 
to  them  by  way  of  free  grant,  or  loan,  or 
annual  payment,  subject  to  such  security 
as  is  afforded  by  the  scheme  of  the  old 
Act.  That  was  Part  I.  of  the  Bill.  The 
second  part  of  the  scheme — in  Part  II. 
of  the  Bill— dealt  with  all  other  persona 
promoting  these  Light  Railways.  They 
were  not  to  receive  grants  or  loans  or 
annual  payments,  but  guarantees.  There 
were  two  elaborate  securities,  one  of 
which  wasintended  to  protect  the  localities 
through  which  the  railways  ran,  and  the 
other  of  which  was  intended  to  protect 
the  Treasury.  By  a  soft  and  silent  side- 
wind this  important  Amendment  was 
introduced  in  Committee,  whereby  non- 
descript proprietors  were  introduced  to 
benefits  in  Fart  I.  without  any  of  the 
securities  which  were  originally  imposed 
in  their  regard  in  Part  II.  It  was 
thought  that  Irish  Railway  Companies 
having  railways  open  for  traffic  at  all 
events  had  a  stake  in  the  country  and 
were  Corporations  with  which  the  Trea- 
sury could  deal.  It  was  thought  that 
they  could  be  tiusted  to  carry  out  the 
powers  of  the  Bill,  but,  of  course,  no 
one  could  say  the  same  thing  with  re- 
gard to  promoters  other  than  Railway 
Companies.  Promoters  other  than 
Railway  Companies  were  in  no  way 
defined  in  the  existing  Bill,  and  they 
are  in  no  way  defined  in  this  Bill  except 
under  a  phrase  subsequently  introduced 
on  my  own  Motion  in  Committee  which 
required  them  to  be  members  of  public 
Companies.  Except  that  they  are 
persons  who  have  made  an  agreement 
with  a  Railway  Company,  or  who 
have  made  an  application  that  a  Grand 
Jury  should  guarantee  a  dividend  on 
the  paid-up  capital  of  a  Light  Railway, 
the  promoters  themselves  are  not  de- 
fined. They  may  be  anybody.  We 
have  had  by  anticipation  a  graphic 
description  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan— who  knows  the  whole  question 
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AS  well  as  anyone  in  this  House — of  the 
oharacter,   credit,  and  responsibility  of 
these  promoters.    No  one  can  pronounce 
an  opinion  on  that  matter  who  does 
not  know  Ireland  well.    I  do  not  know 
it  well,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan 
does,  and  he  has  given  us  his  view  of 
the  matter.    The  object  of  my  Amend- 
ment is  to  remove  from  Part  I.  of  the 
Sill  these  nondescript  promoters,  who 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  Part  II.    The 
immediate  question,  raised  is  whether 
these  promoters,   who   make  contracts 
with    ezieting    Bailway     Companies, 
should   be  admitted  to  benefits  origi- 
nally intended  by  the  Bill  for  such  com- 
,panies  only.    The  security  afifbrded  by 
a  contract  with    an  existing  Hail  way 
•Oompany  would    be    inferior    to  that 
afforded  by  a  Eailway  Company  itself. 
The  Government  would  be  more  safe 
dealing  with  companies  having  railways 
open  for   traffic    than   they  would  be 
•dealing  with  promoters  who  merely  say 
that  they  will  get  companies  to  work 
their  lines  if  they  have  facilities  for 
making  them.    I  ask  the  Government 
whether  it  is  wise  to  allow  this  clause  to 
atand  as  at  present  framed.    I  propose 
to  restore  the  Bill  to  the  condition  in 
which  it  passed  the  Second  Beading, 
and  I  appeal  to  the  deliberate  opinion 
•of  the  House,   as  pronounced  on  the 
occasion  of   the  Second    Beading,  to 
support  me. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1, 
line  21,  to  leave  out  after  the  word 
•**  traffic,"  to  the  end  of  Clause  3.— (i/r. 
JSdmund  EoherUon,) 

Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  words  *  or  (b)  where  the  promoters 
^Te  made  an  agreement  approved  of  by  the 
"Treasury  for  the  maintenance,  management, 
>and  working  of  the  Light  Railway  by  such  a 
£ailway  Companj '  stand  part  of  the  BilL" 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  hon. 
Member  seems  to  think  that  the  alter- 
•native  is  as  between  the  Bill  as 
it  now  stands  and  as  it  was  originally 
introduced,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  it  is 
.as  between  the  Bill  as  originally  intro- 
duced and  as  it  has  been  amended  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan.  If  the 
iion.  Member  were  to  cut  out  that  part 
of  the  Bill  we  are  now  considering  the 
effect  would  be  to  render  it  of  no  value 
whatever  to  the  distressed  parts  of 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  talks  as  if 
:the  only  qualification  is  to  be  that  the 
{promoters  have  made  some  offer  to  a 
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Company  or    some   appUoatioa    to  a 
Orand  Jury.    He  forgets  that  the  pro- 
moters have,  in  the  Brst  place,  to   run 
the  gauntlet  of  the  Grand  Jury  before 
whom  anybody  can   be  heard  against 
them,  and  that  in  the  next  place  they 
have  to  run  the  gauntlet  of  the  Privy 
Council,  which  has   shown-  itself  most 
critical    in    examining     their     claims. 
Then    an    examination     of    increased 
stringency  has  to  be  made  by  the  Irish 
Board    of    Works,    and,     fiDaliy,    the 
Treasury  has  to  approve  of  the  scheme. 
Under  the    circumstances,     X    do  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  need  be  in  the 
least  alarmed  that    bogus     promoters 
will  have  'the  working  of  these  lines  in 
their  hands.      I  trubt  the   House  will 
not  allow  itself  to  be  alarmed  into  ac- 
cepting an  Amendment    which   would 
destroy  what  we  believe  to  be  one  of 
the  most  valuable  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
Mb.  BIGGAR  :  I  think  that  instead 
of  especially  encouraging  this  clause  of 
the  Bill  we  should  especially  discourage 
it.     It  originally  only  applied  to  pro- 
meters    under  contract  with    Railway 
Companies,  the  idea  being  that  Railway 
Companies    possessing     rolling     stock 
would  form  a  good  security.  May  I  point 
out  it  will  be  possible  for  the  promoter 
under  the  present  arrangement  to  dis- 
appear when  he  has  got  the  money  and 
there    will   then  be    nothings   for  the 
Government  to  fall  back  upon  ?    I  ven- 
ture to    warn    the    Government    that 
unless  they  adopt  some  such  safeguards 
their  scheme  will  bring  them  nothing 
but  disgrace. 

Mr.    STOREY:    I   should    like  to 
point  out  that  now  the  promoters  will 
not  have  to  go  to  the  Grand  Jury  at 
nil.     They  will  be  in  a  position  to  make 
an  agreement  with  an  existing  Railway 
Company,  and  the  result  will  be  thia: 
•'A"  goes  to  the  Qo/ernment and  gets 
a  capital  sum  for  the  making  of  a  rail* 
way.     He  tells  the  Government  before 
he  gets  it  that  he  has  agreed  with  the 
Railway  Company  to  maintain  and  work 
the  line.    It  is  evident  that  the  Railway 
Company  do  not  agree  to  maintain  and 
work  the  line  without  getting  something 
for  it,  and  you  may  be  sure   the  con- 
sideration handed  over  to  the  company 
will  be  included  in  the  sum  obtained 
from  the  Government,  together  with  all 
the  promotion  money,  and  the  costs  and 
charges  in  connection  with  the  forms' 
tion  of  the  company.    "  A  "  thereupon 
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sets  to  work  to  make  the  line.    There 
is    no    sufficient    security  tbat  he  will 
make  the  line  properly,  either  as  to  bal- 
lasting, weight  ofihe  rails,  the  class  of  the 
rolling  stock,  or  the  permanence  of  the 
bailding^.       We    have    no    sufficient 
guarantee  in  the  Bill  that  these  matters 
will  be  properly  attended  to.  He  makes 
the  line,  there  is  a  sort  of  examination 
by  a  Board  of  Trade  official,  and  *<  A  " 
then  gets  the  money,  and  is  done  with 
the  whole  transaction,  for  he  has  bar- 
gained with  the  Railway  Company  to 
work  and  maintain  the  line  henceforth, 
and  he  walks  out  of  the  business  alto 
getber.     Is  it  not  apparent  to  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  that    in  such  a  tran- 
saction you  may  get  a  promoter  whose 
one    business  it  would  be  to  make  the 
capital  sum  as  large  as  possible  and  to 
carry  the  works  out  in  as  cheap  and 
inefficient  a  manner  as  possible,  so  as  to 
get  as  much  as  he  can  out  of  the  tran- 
saction   for  himself?     Ought  not   the 
Government  to   take  steps  to  prevent 
such  a  case  arising?     We  say  tbat  it 
will  be  possible  under  the  Oovemment 
scheme  for  promoters  to  act  in  this  way, 
and  therefore  we  are  offering  strenuous 
opposition  to  the   Bill ;  and  I  believe 
that    if    this  Bill    had     been    before 
the  Gtrand  Committee  in  June  instead 
of  in  August,  and  if  we  had  had  ade- 
quate opportunities  for  discussion,  these 
dangers  would  have  been  amply  safe- 
guarded against. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  147 ;  Noes 
32.— (Div.  List,  No.  329.) 

Mb.  COSSHAM  :  I  now  beg  to  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  Debate,  and  I 
hope  the  Government  will  agree  to  that 
Motion.  We  have  been  engaged  on 
this  Bill  for  eight  hours,  we  have  given 
every  attention  to  it  and  have  done  our 
utmost  to  facilitate  its  progress.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  now  agree  to  an 
adjournment. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  consider  it  my 
duty  not  to  put  that  Motion.  The  House 
hasy  by  resolution,  expressly  exempted 
the  Bill  from  the  Twelve  o'clock  rule, 
^  and  in  the  face  of  that  Besolution  it 
would  be  unreasonable  to  put  a  Motion 
for  adjournment  at  a  few  minutes  after 
twelve. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  The  Amendment  I 
have  to  propose  has  relation  to  the  tolls, 
rates,  and  charges,  to  be  levied  by  the 
proposed  Companies.    Of  course  I  admit 


that  I  have  got  some  distance  in  the^ 
direction  I  desire  to  go,  by  the  adoption 
of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act 
Clauses.  But  under  that  Act  there  is 
only  power  to  fix  the  scale  of  maximum, 
charges,  not  of  the  working  charges^ 
and,  of  course,  there  are  the  arrange- 
ments against  undue  preference  and  in. 
favour  of  equitable  running  powers 
which  that  Act  secures.  But  the  powers, 
of  the  Act  do  not  give  the  Railway 
Commissioners  power  to  carry  out  the> 
spirit  of  this  Bill  and  to  see  that  rates  - 
are  settled  for  the  encouragement  of  the 
special  industry  on  behalf  of  which  the> 
railway  is  promoted.  Suppose  the 
Government  give  £100,000  for  the 
development  of  a  fishing  industry  by 
the  construction  of  a  line,  it  is  only 
reasonable  that  the  Government  should 
be  satisfied  that  the  rates  and  tolls  for 
the  conveyance  of  fish  should  be  such  aa 
to  encourage  the  fishing  industry  of  the 
district;  that,  in  fact,  fish  should  be 
conveyed  at  an  exceptionally  low  rate. 
As  yet  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Bill 
that  the  Treasury  shall  have  this  control^ 
and  therefore  I  move  my  Amendment.  % 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

23,   after   the    word    "Company"    to 

insert  the  words — 

''And  for  the  tolls,  ratAs,  and  terminal 
charges  to  be  levied  by  such  Railway  Company 
in  respect  of  sudi  Light  Railway." — {Mr^ 
Chance.) 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  31 ;  Noes 
144.— (Div.  List,  No.  330.) 

Mb.  E.  EGBERTSON  :  I  have  now 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  words  after 
the  word  "  company  "  to  the  end  of  the 
sub-section. 

Mb.  KIMBER(W^andsworth) :  On  a 
point  of  order  may  I  ask  whether  tho 
form  in  which  the  Amendment  is  put 
will  allow  of  additions  being  made  to 
the  end  of  the  sub-section  ? 
♦Mb.  SPEAKER:  Yes;  certainly. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON :  The  form  of 
this  sub-section  was  discussed  upstairs^ 
and  though  I  thought  the  expression 
was  unusual,  I  was  assured  it  was 
usual  and  sufficient.  But  the  substance 
of  my  Amendment  is  to  prevent  the 
bringing  iuto  this  Act  promoters  who 
have  no  qualification  other  than  that 
they  have  gone  before  the  Grand  Jury  and 
proposed  that  the  Qrand  Jury  shall  give 
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a  Kuaraotee.  I  believe  tbe  form  of  the 
flub-Bection  is  taken  from  the  old  Bill, 
vith  this  difference — that  in  the  present 
case  all  that  tbe  promoter  has  to  do  ia 
to  apply  for  a  guarantee  for  a  portion  of 
the  paid-up  capital  of  his  concern.  I 
do  not  bnow  hov  the  paid-up  capital  ia 
to  be  adTBUoed. 


fONSt  {IrsUni)  Bill.  UH 

more  completely  violated  ever;  soand 
principle  of  finance,  and  I  am  sure  thit 
the  effect  will  be  to  g;iTe  eirery  eaeoa- 
racTpment  to  bo^ns  companies. 
*Mb.  chance  ;  I  want  to  poiatoot 
that  this  part  of  the  claase,  in  pltun 
common  sense,  really  does  require  Kme 
modification.       The     soundest    ooniM 

wnilld   hn  tn  nmit.  it  nlljiimlhar       Whan 
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there  ouglit  to  be.  The  Qovemment 
assume  that  the  promoters  will  act 
fairly  and  honourably,  but  while  no 
doubt  the  majority  of  promoters  will  be 
honourable  men,  some  may  not  be. 
Tou  may  see  London  financial  agents 
e^oing  over  to  Ireland  like  swarms  of 
locusts,  and  getting  guarantees  right 
and  left  for  what  they  can  make  out  of 
them. 

•Mr.  madden  :  The  two  things  the 
public  want  are  the  construction 
of  these  lines  and  their  maintenance. 
We  provide  for  the  construction,  and  it 
will  be  absolutely  impossible  for  a  line 
to  be  constructed  unless  the  Treasury  are 
satisfied  that  there  is  sufficient  guarantee 
for  its  maintenance. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  141 ;  Noes 
26.— (Div.  List,  No.  331.) 

Mr.  BIGGAE  :  I  would  point  out  that 
the  clause  as  it  stands  would  apply  to 
oases  in  which  the  promoters  of  a  rail- 
way propose  *'  that  a  barony  or  baronies 
in  a  county  should  guarantee  the  pay- 
aient  of  dividends."  I  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  strike  out  the  words 
^'barony  or  baronies,"  and  to  insert  in 
their  stead — 

''District,  said  district  in  no  case  to  extend 
>e7ond  foar  miles  from  a  station  on  said  pro- 
posed new  line." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 

16,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  barony  or 

)aronies,"  and  insert  the  words — 

"  District,  said  district  in  no  case  to  extend 
•ejond  four  miles  from  a  station  on  said  pro- 
osed  new  line,** — {Mr.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
barony  or  baronies '  stand  part  of  the 
Jill." 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  Under  Part  11.  of 
le  original  Bill  there  was  a  provision 
nder  which  the  district  benefited  would 
ave  been  marked  out,  the  cost  being 
ivied  on  that  district.  When  the 
lange  was  made  in  the  Bill  the  proceed - 
igs  come  under  the  Act  of  1883.  This 
mendment  would  be  inconsistent  with 
le  Act  of  1883,  and  contrary  to  the 
^cision  we  have  already  come  to. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  137; 
368  24.— (Div.  List,  No.  332.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
*;  at  end  of  Clause  3,  to  insert  the 
3rds — 

•*  Provided  always,  that  no  guarantee  under 
la  section  shall  exceed  the  amount  of  a  rate  of 


sixpence  in  the  pound  upon  the  net  annual  value 
for  the  time  being  of  the  several  hereditaments 
and  tenements  within  the  benefited  district  in  the 
county."— (if r.  Handel  Cotsham.) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  BIGG-AR  :  I  will  now  move  the 
next  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
mame.  I  do  not  see  why  the  guarantees 
should  continue  if  the  promoters  are 
not  able  to  carry  out  their  contract,  and 
I  hope  the  Government  will  see  the 
advisability  of  accepting  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
29,  at  end  of  Clause  3,  to  insert  the 
words — 

**  Provided  always,*  that  all  guarantees  of 
whatever  kind  shall  cease  and  determine  as 
soon  as  any  guaranteed  line  ceases  to  he 
worked  for  traffic."— (if r.  Biggar.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

*Mr.  MADDEN :  There  are  no  guaran- 
tees provided  for  here.  All  that  is  pro- 
vided for  is  the  advance  of  money 
by  way  of  gift  or  loan,  but  there 
are  no  guarantees  under  this  Bill. 
The  House  has  been  more  than 
once  reminded  that  the  Treasury  will 
exercise  their  discretion  in  seeing  that 
there  is  sufficient  security  for  the  carry- 
ing out  of  the  working  arrangements. 

Mr.  STOEEY  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  surely  wrong  in  saying 
there  is  no  guarantee.  There  is  a  dis- 
tinct guarantee  from  the  Treasury,  which 
has  to  pay  one-half.     Is  not  that  so  ? 

♦Mr.  madden  :  Yes,  under  the  Act 
of  1883. 

Mr.  STOEEY :  Very  well,  then  ;  that 
is  a  Treasury  guarantee  to  all  intents 
and  purposes.  This  being  so,  can  any- 
thing be  more  reasonable  than  that^  if 
a  line  prove  to  be  a  failure  and  cease  to 
work,  the  guarantee  shall  also  cease? 
The  Eoyal  Commissioners  recommended 
that  any  assistance  to  be  given  under 
the  Act  should  be  under  some  provision 
for  its  ultimate  discontinuance,  and  this 
Amendment  is  only  carrying  out  that 
recommendation.  If  the  Government 
are  disposed  to  accept  any  Amendment 
that  is  at  all  reasonable,  they  ought, 
although  we  are  in  a  minority  and  can- 
not enfbrce  it,  to  accept  this. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  The  Govern- 
ment  cannot  accept  an  Amendment 
which,  if  it  were  inserted,  would  render 
the  scheme  financially  unworkable.   The 
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money  could  not  then  be  borrowed  on 
reasonable  terms. 
*Mr.  chance  :  Under  this  Bill  the 
Treasury  bargain  to  pay  an  annual  sum, 
and  although,  techuically,  that  is  not  a 
guarantee,  it  is  so  ]  ractically.  We  ask 
that  this  annual  sum  shall  not  be  paid 
if  the  line  ceases  working.  Supposini^ 
the  line  is  abandoned  and  disappears,  is 
it  reasonable  that  the  payment  should 
continue  ? 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  26  ; 
Noes  184.— (Div.  List,  No.  333.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
29,  at  end  of  Clause  3,  to  insert  the 
words — 

*'  Or  where  tbe  promoters  show  that  snch  a 
goarantee  in  respect  of  a  portion  of  their  capi-> 
tal  has  already  hecn  giren  hy  a  harony  or 
baronies  by  yirtue  of  any  Parliamentary  aatho- 
rity."— (ifr.  Kimber.) 

Question  proposed,'/' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
9,  after  the  word  ''respects,"  to  insert 
the  words — 

"  (Including  terms  and  conditions  as  to  rates, 
tolls,  terminal  charges,  and  train  services,  as 
having  special  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
industries  requiring  to  be  developed  and  the 
circumstances  of  the  district.)*' — (Mr.  Chanee.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  worde 
be  there  inserted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 

♦Mb.  chance  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment  I  desire  to  press  is  one  to  strike 
out  from  Clause  5  the  word  ''promotion," 
and  substitute  therefor  the  word  *'  con- 
struction." I  do  not  know  whether 
there  is  any  special  charm  in  the  word 
*'  promotion,''  but  it  seems  to  me  strange 
that  it  should  be  used  in  connection 
with  the  Privy  Council  when  the  word 
"  construction "  will  serre  the  same 
purpose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
31,  to  leave  out  the  word  "promotion," 
and  insert  the  word  "construction." — 
{Mr.  Chanee.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  promotion '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

*Mb.  madden  :  On  technical  grounds 
I  think  the  word  "promotion  "  should 
be  retained,  as  it  is  necessary  to  give  the 

Mr,  A.  J.  Bcljour 


Railway  Companies  statutory  powers  to 
promote. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  Very  welL  It  is  a 
mere  technicality,  and  I  will  therefore 
withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
36,  after  the  word  "  made,"  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  (a.)  The  first  regulation  contained  in  Sche- 
dule (A)  to  the  said  Act,  Part  I.,  shall  be  read 
and  oonstmed  as  if  after  the  words  *  porchaae 
of  lands'  there  were  added  the  words  and 
figure  following,  that  is  to  say  : — 

(6.)  The  several  parishes,  townlands,  and 
haroniea  in  every  county  constituting 
the  distriet  proposed  as  the  benefited  dis- 
trict and  the  nature  of  the  guarantee 
which  is  to  be  applied  for  from  snefa  dis- 
trict."—(Jfr.  Chanee.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  worda 
be  there  inserted." 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 
Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

BEGISTRATION  OF  ASSURANCES  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.    (No.  818.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

LOCAL  REGISTRATION  OF  TITIiE  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.    (No.  317.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PREFERENTIAL  PAYMENTS  IN  BANK- 
RUPTCY (IRELAND)  BILL.     (No.  319.) 

As  amended,  considered;  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  FOR  LONDON   (PEN- 
SIONS) BILL.     (No.    54.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

SHERIFF  COURTS  CONSOLIDATION 

CIVIL  CODE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

(No.    164.) 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read,  and 
discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

Hoiae  adjourned  at 
Two  o'clock. 
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EAST    INDIA,    BOHBAY-BUBMA 
TRADING  OOEPOEATION. 
Addreea  for — 

' '  Batam  of  Ooatnet  betweon  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  and  the  Bombay-Bnrmah 
Tiadiog  Corporation  letaniag  to   the   Teah 
Foreata  of  Upper  Banna,  and  Corregpondt 
relating  thecoto."— (5ir  R^tr  Leihiridg^.) 

POOR  RATES,  fto.,  SCOTLAND. 
Order   [16th    Ma;]    for    a   Betarn 
relative  to  Poor  Kates  in  Scotland  read, 
and    disoliarged. — {Mr.    Donatd    Craw- 
ford.) 

QUESTION'S. 


EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS  (SCOT- 
LAND)  ACT. 
Mb.  HUGH  ELLIOT  (Ayrshire,  N.): 
E  be^,  Ur.  Speaker,  to  ask  you  the  fol- 
lowing question  on  a  point  of  order: — 
Whether,  when  a  scheme  under  the 
Educational  EQdowments(Scotlaiid)  Act, 
1882,  is  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
QCoose  of  Oommons,  and  an  Address  to 
iie  Crown  is  moved  against  such  scheme, 
^t  would  be  in  order,  upon  auoh  Motion 
tBvag  put,  to  move  that  the  said  Boheme 
>e  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  to 
ixamine  into  the  merits  of  the  scheme 
ind  report  to  the  House  within  the 
tatatory  period  required  by  the  Act  for 
he  ooDsideration  of  these  schemes  by 
?arliament  F   I  ask  the  question  because 


to  know  what  the  procedure  of  the 
House  of  Oommons  is  with  regard  to 
these  schemes  before  they  are  actually 
laid  on  the  Table. 
•Ma.  SPEAKEB :  In  reply  to  the  hon, 
Oentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  in  order,  when  a 
scheme  comes  before  the  Honse  in  the 
circomfitances  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, to  move  an  Amendment  that  that 
SEtrticular  scheme  be  referred  to  a  Select 
ommittee.  The  oouree  is  prescribed 
by  Statute  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  prayinR 
Her  Majesty  to  dissent  from  or  amend 
a  particular  scheme,  but  a  Motion 
Hudn  as  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  to  refer  a  particular  scheme 
to  a  Select  Committee,  would  be  outside 
the  machinery  provided  by  the  Statute, 
and  would  have  to  be  made  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wished  to  make  it  ae  an  in- 
dependent Motion. 

THE  NATIONAL  SCHOOL,  COLSTER- 
WORTH. 
Mb.  HALLET  STEWART  (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil on  Education  if  he  is  aware  that  on 
Monday,  29th  July,  some  34  children  of 
the  National  School,  Colster worth, 
Lincolnshire,  were  absent  from  afternoon 
Bohool  to  attend  a  picnic  of  the  Band  of 
Hope  Total  Abstinence  Society,  under 
Nonconformist  management;  that  the 
Eector  of  Colsterworth,  the  Eev.  J. 
Mirehouse,  a  Trustee  and  Manager  of 
the  School,  the  following  week  ordered 
several  of  the  school  children  to  act  as 
his  amanuenses,  and  to  write  letters  to 
the  p&rents  of  the  absentees,  which  he 
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inability  of  the  parenta  to  pay  llie  in- 
creased fee,  the  next  nearett  school  bong 
fully  three  miles  distant ;  and  whethw 
he  will  endeavour  so  to  arran^  mitten 
that  the  children  shall  not  be  deprirsd 
of  the  adrantagea  of  elementary  edao- 
tion? 
*8ia  W.  HAEr  DYKE  :  The  attend- 
ance at  the  school  in  question  is  in 
excess  of  the  accommodation,  and  as  the 
school  was  said  to  be  anffldent  for  its 
own  district,  the  fees  were,  I  beliwa, 
raised  in  reepeot  of  children  living  ont- 
side  the  district  in  order  to  reduce  the 
numbers.  There  is  nothing  in  thisselioB 
of  the  managers  to  call  for  adverse  com- 
ment ;  but  the  Department  is  in  oorrts- 
pondenoe  with  them  on  the  subject  irith 
a  view  to  arran(png  the  difficulty  that 
has  arisen  in  the  most  eatiafactoiy  wiy 
possible. 

CIVIL  ENQINEEHS  IN  INDU. 

Mb.  J.  G-  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uninr- 
sity) :  I  beg  to  ash  the  Under  Secretsi3r 
of  State  for  India  whether  he  can  now 
state  to  the  House  what  steps  have  been 
taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  fa 
redeem  the  pledges  made  by  him  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  in  the  Debate 
on  the  Slat  May  last,  to  inquire  into, 
and,  if  possible,  redress  the  grievances  of 
the  dvii  engineers  of  the  Public  Woib 
Department  f 

Thk  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gomt, 
Obatham) ;  TherecommendationBoftlie 
Public  Works  Commission  are  still  the 
subject  of  consideration  by  the  Secretuj 
of  State  and  the  Qovemment  of  India. 
Until  the  changi»  consequent  on  these 
reoommendatianB  are  decided  upon  no 
separate  action  in  the  direction  snggeited 
by  the  hon.  Member  can  be  taken. 

HARBOW  WEALD  DBALNAGE  SOEKHE. 
Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Bngby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  thelonl 
Government  Board  whether  there  it  ai; 
spedal  reason  for  the  oontinned  d^y  in 
arranging  and  carrying  out  the  dniup 
scheme  at  Harrow  Weald  ;  and  wheflur 
he  will  call  the  serious  attention  of  Ike 
Hendon  Bural  Sanitary  Anthori^  to 
the  Bubjeot,  and  ut^  upon  then  tkt 
importance  of  getting  the  plans  aettM 
and  the  drunage  works  proceeded  with ! 
*Thb  president  op  thb  LOOAI" 
GOVERNMENT  BO&SD  (Mr.  Bncffit 


"  To  Mrs.  Wilson,  —  Your  child,  Kate 
WilsoD,  wai  absent  from  school  on  tha  after- 
noon of  MoDiIay,  July  29.  J.  Wilson  was  wild 
by  tha  schoolmaster,  as  well  as  by  me,  that  a 
hklf-hglidaj'  coulJ  not  be  granted.     Instead  of 


"JOBN  UlBBBOITeB." 

Whether  the  master  has  refused  to  take 
the  usual  school  fee  from  these  children, 
the  majority  of  them  being  kept  at  home 
in  consequence ;  whether  the  Rector  is 
entitled  to  raise  the  children's  fees  for 
the  reason  assigned ;  and  if  so,  whether 
the  Education  Department  has  sanc- 
tioned his  doing  so  ;  and  whether  the 
Tice  President  will  urge  the  Rector  to 
show  some  consideration  for  the  wishes 
of  Nonconformist  parents  whose  children 
are  obliged  to  attend  the  National 
School,  espedally  as  their  absence  is 
enforced  when  the  school  is  closed  on 
the  occasion  of  the  Church  Sunday 
School  festivals,  and  when  dosed  earlier 
before  and  opened  later  after  the  Prim- 
rose  League  meetinga  that  are  held 
there  F 
*Thb  vice  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  [Sir  W.  Habt  Dtke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Sector  offered  to  hold  the  afternoon 
meeting  of  the  school  an  hour  earlier 
than  usual  in  order  to  set  the  children 
free  to  attend  the  picnic  in  question, 
and  only  dedined  to  give  a  half-holiday 
because  the  children  were  backward  in 
their  work,  and  the  school  had  been 
recently  closed  for  a  week  and  would 
shortly  break  up  for  the  smnmer 
holiday.  The  Rector  states  that  the 
letters  dictated  to  the  children  were 
intended  to  teat  their  handwriting,  but 
I  cannot  defend  his  action  in  this 
respect ;  and  he  has  been  told  that  the 
children  must  be  received  back  at  the 
ordinary  fee,  or  the  grant  will  be 
endangered. 

SCHOOL  FEES. 
Mb.  HALLEY18TEWART :  I  beg  to 
aak  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  whether  Hie  fees 
have  been  raided  from  2d.  to  4d.  per 
week  to  scholars  attending  the  St.  Mat- 
thew's Denominational  School,  Fode 
Hole,  Pinchbeck  West,  near  Spalding, 
a  school  in  receipt  of  a  Government 
Grant,  and  that,  in  consequence,  several 
of  tlio  children  have  ceased  to  attend 
Bohool,  some  not  having  attended  for  a 
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Local  Oovernment  Board,  on  the  8th  of 
June  last,  communicated  with  the  Bural 
Sanitary    Authority     of    the    Hendon 
IJnion  with  regard  to  their  proposal  to 
borrow  for  the  execution   of  sewerage 
works  for  Harrow  Weald.    In  conse- 
quence of  suggestions  at  the  inquiry 
some  revision  of  the  original  scheme 
was  made,  and  the  Board  advised  the 
adoption   of   these    alterations.      The 
BoaiHl  informed  the  Sai^itary  Authority 
that    they  did  not  consider  that  they 
could  authorise  a  loan  for  any  works 
which  would  increase   the   amount  of 
sewage    delivered    upon    the    existing 
sewage  farm  until  they  were  satisfied 
that  no  nuisance  would  be  created^  and 
that  the  effluent  would  at  all  times  be 
properly  purified  before  its  discharge 
into  the  Kenton  Brook.     The  Board 
accordingly  requested  that  steps  might 
be  taken  for  the  acquisition  of  additional 
land,   and  stated  that  when  this  had 
been  done  they  would  be  prepared  to 
entertain  an  application  for  borrowing 
powers  in  respect  of  the  revised  scheme. 
The  Board  were  not  informed  of  the 
result  of  the  consideration  of  this  com- 
munication until  the  Sanitary  Authority 
were  again  communicated    with  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member.    I  am  now  informed  that  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place  has  arisen 
in  consequence  of  the  negotiations  for 
the  hiring  or  purchase  of  adjoining  land 
for  the  purpose  of   the  sewage  farm. 
I  will  urge  the  authority  to  secure  a 
settlement  of  these  matters  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible. 

IRBLAND— HARBOUR    AOOOMMODA- 
TION    AT    NEWCASTLE. 

Mr.  M*0AETAN  (Down,  S.) :  I  beg 
to   ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Beport  of  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
[Fisheries  for  1888,  page  36,  where  it  is 
stated  that  ''the  fishing  at  Newcastle 
(County  Down)  makes  no  improvement, 
owing  to  the  want  of  harbour  accommo- 
dation "  there ;  and,  whether,  consider- 
ing the  representations  which  have  been 
made  to  him,  the  circumstances  in  con- 
nection   with    the    destruction    of   the 
liarbour  works,  and  the  danger  to  which 
tlie   poor  fishermen  of  Newcastle   are 
frequently  exposed  for  want  of  harbour 
accommodation,  he  can  now  say  if  any- 
thing will  be  done  in  the  matter  7 


Thr  SEORETABY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  The 
statement  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
proceeds  not,  as  his  question  might  seem 
to  imply,  from  the  Inspectors  of  Irish 
Fisheries,  but  from  the  Divisional 
Officer  of  Coastguard.  To  be  effective, 
any  scheme  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Harbour  at  Newcastle  would  cost  more 
than  the  Government  would  be  justified 
in  spending  at  that  place,  and  an  answer 
in  that  sense  has  been  sent  to  the 
Memorialists. 

HEAD  CONSTABLE  M*DONALD. 
M».  M'OARTAN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recent  action  for  libel 
brought  by  Mr.  Vesey  Fitzgerald,  R.M., 
against  the  Freenan^s  Journal  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kildare,  whether 
he  is  aware  that  Head  Constable 
McDonald,  of  Newbridge,  swore  at  the 
trial  at  last  County  Antrim  Assizes  that 
he  (M 'Donald)  had  not  been  in  the 
Constabulary  Barrack  at  Naas  on  the 
19t;h  November,  1888;  whether  the 
diary  kept  in  Naas  Barrack  shows  that' 
McDonald  was  there  on  that  day; 
whether  he  will  have  inquiry  made 
into  the  matter;  and  whether  he  will 
give  a  copy  of  the  entry  made  in  the 
diary  on  that  particular  date  with  refer- 
ence to  Head  Constable  McDonald's  visit 

to  p7&.&8  r 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  University  of 
Dublin) :  The  Constabulary  Authorities 
report  that  Head  Constable  McDonald's 
evidence  at  the  trial  referred  to  was  as 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  The  entry 
made  in  the  Guard's  Diary  at  Naas 
Barrack  on  19th  November,  1888,  was 
that  Head  Constable  M'Donald  and 
Constable  Whitton,  Newbridge  men, 
arrived  there  on  duty.  Both  these 
policemen  appear  to  have  been  in  Naas 
on  the  date  in  question,  and  to  have 
visited  the  County  Inspector's  house  on 
duty.  But  the  constable  is  equally 
certain  that  neither  the  Head  Constable 
nor  himself  entered  the  barrack. 

THE    COUNTY    COUNCILS    AND 
LICENSE  DUTIES. 
Bakon  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  Beport  issued  by  the  Local 
Taxation  Committee  with  reference  to 
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the    response    made   by    the   English 
County  Councils  to  his  remarks  on  the 
29l;h    November,   1888,   and  the   15th 
April,  1889,  on  the  reinforcements  of 
the  local  finances  for  the  amount  lost  to 
the  ratepayers  by  the  withdrawal  of 
certain  licenses  enumerated  in  the  First 
Schedule    of    the    Local    Government 
Act,  1888 ;  whether  it  appears  from  this 
Beport  that  35  out  of  the  41  County 
Councils    which    have    expressed    an 
opinion  on  the  matter,   have   invited 
action  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  a  view  of  supplying  the  deficiency 
in  the  county  resources;  and  whether 
he  is  prepared  to  consider  the  propriety 
of  granting  relief  in  such  form  as  he 
may  deem  expedient,  in  order  to  place 
the  ratepayers  in  the  position  indicated 
on  the  introduction  and  passing  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  1888  ? 
♦The    CHANCELLOE   of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER  (Mr.  Goschbit,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):    My    attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Beport ;  but  I  do  not 
know  that  theBesolutionsof  the  Councils 
help  much  to  the  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion.   A  large  number  of  Councils  have 
delared  in  favour  of  a  '^  reinforcement 
of  local  finances,"  which,  of  course,  all 
bodies    of   ratepayers'    representatives 
must  desire,  but  without  suggesting  any 
means  of  attaining  that  desirable  end. 
It  is  only  a  minority  which  declares 
specifically  for  the  wheel  tax.    None  of 
the   Besolutions    come  from    borough 
County  Councils,  and  as  it  was  from 
the  boroughs  that  the  opposition  which 
prevented  the  Excise  Duties  Bill  being 
passed    last    year    came,    this    seems 
to    me    a   fact    of    great  significance. 
I  have  given  a  good  deal  of  considera- 
tion to  the  matter;  but  I  do  not  at 
present  see  my  way  to  meeting  the  views 
of  the  Councils.    A  further  surrender  of 
Lnperial  revenue  is  out  of  the  question, 
and  as  for  new  sources  ot  local  revenue, 
I  still  know  of  none  fairer  than  a  wheel 
tax  for  the  special  object  of  maintaining 
roads.    But  I  am  afraid  that  experience 
has  taught  me  that  the  opposition  which 
any   new    tax,    however    reasonable, 
encounters  is  out  of  aU  proportion  to  the 
gratitude  felt  for  any  relief,  however 
great,  which  such  taxation  a£Pords. 

TYPHOID  FEVER  IN  THE  WEST-END 

OF  LONDON. 

The     Mabqubss       of     GBANBY 

(Leicester,  Melton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

< 
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President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  recent  severe  outbreak  of 
iyphoid  fever  in  the  West  End  of 
London,  especially  in  the  parish  of  St 
George,  Hanover  Square,  and  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  matter;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
it  is  stated  that  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments of  the  St.  George's  Yestry  are 
very  deficient,  especially  with  regud  to 
the  proper  and  adequate  flushing  of  the 
sewers  and  main  drains  of  that  pariah; 
and  whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  institute 
any  inquiry  on  this  point  ? 

*Mb.  BITCHIE:    My  attention  has 

been  called  to  the  outbreak  of  typhoid 

fever  in  the  West  End  of  London,  and 

especially  in  the  parish  of  St.  George, 
Hanover  Square.  I  have  communicated 
with  the  vestry  of  that  parish,  and  Ian 
assured  that  they  have  a  constant  staff 
of  men  flushing  the  sewers  at  a  large 
cost,  and  that  the  London  County 
Council  also  have  a  staff  of  flushers  for 
the  purpose  of  flushing  their  main 
sewer.  I  have  also  received  a  pro- 
visional report  from  Dr.  Oorfield,  the 
Medical  Officer  of  Health  of  the 
parish,  from  which  it  appears  that  tibe 
outbreak  took  place  almost  entirely  in 
the  Mayfair  sub-district.  There  were  14 
houses  in  the  parish  where  there  had 
been  cases.  The  outbreak  was  limited 
to  houses  of  the  better  class,  including 
some  of  the  largest  houses  in  the  parish, 
and  from  the  uniformity  in  the  aate  of 
the  attacks,  and  the  faict  that  the  sani- 
tary arrangements  of  most  of  the  houses 
where  the  oases  occurred  have  been  care- 
fully carried  out,  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Healdi  has  come  to  the  condunon  tiliat 
the  outbreak  was  not  due  to  any  defect 
of  sanitary  arrangements,  but  to  some 
temporary  cause  which  has  apparency 
ceased  to  operate.  I  have  determined 
to  direct  an  inquiry  by  one  of  the  Li- 
specters  of  the  JSoard. 

Mb.  ISAACSON  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Stepney) :  I  wish  to  ask  whether  it  is 
the  owner  or  the  tenant  who  is  liable  finr 
the  sanitary  condition  of  his  house  ?  I 
happen  to  uve  opposite  a  house  where  a 
case  of  typhoid  occurred  [CVw«  «/ 
*'  Order !"]— it  is  a  very  serious  matter 
— and  before  I  resided  there  there  were 
five  open  cesspools,  and  I  had  to  oart 
away  600  loads  of  soil — — 
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♦Mb.  speaker  ;  The  ton.  Member  thai 

is  not  entitled  to  make  a  statement.  is  8 

Mr.    ISAACSON :  Then    may  I  be  witl 

allowed  to  ask  whether  it  is  the  owner  opei 

or  the  tenant  who  is  liable  for  the  sani-  caui 

taiy  condition  of  the  premises  ?  veni 

♦Mb.  EITOHIE  :  The  Hability  depends  -^ 

entirely  upon  the  terms  of  the  lease,  the 

Generally  speaking,  I  should  say  the  gtat 

tenant  is  liable.  and 

Mb.  ISAACSON :  If  that  is  the  case  I  a) 

ought  not  the  Sanitary  Inspector  to  be  pen 

compelled  to  make  annual  visits  to  in-  con< 

fected  houses  to  see  whether  the  owners  -^ 

or  tenants  keep  them  in  a  proper  sani-  ^^^ 

tary  condition  ?  at 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  afraid  that  it 
is  rather  a  large  order  to  say  that  the 
Sanitary  Authority  should  be  bound  to 
▼isit  these  premises  annually  or  send 
Inspectors  to  see  that  they  are  in  a  pro- 
per sanitary  condition.  ^ 

IRELAND— DERBY    GAOL.  f^^y 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.):  I  J^  J 
beg  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  ^^^ 
Ireland  whether  complaiots  have  reached 
him  that  the  sewerage  system  of  Derry 
is  a  tide  locked  sewerage,  and  that  the 
Corporation,  although  aware  of  the 
defects  of  this  system,  have  deferred 
the  question  of  the  proper  ventilation  of 
the  sewers  indefinitely;  also  that  the 
sewerage  of  the  gaol  runs  into  this 
defective  sewerage  of  the  City;  and, 
whether,  inasmuch  as  the  gaol  is  situa- 
ted at  the  very  summit  level  of  the 
oity,  and  necessarily  becomes  the  re- 
ceptacle of  the  sewer  gases,  which  must 
rise  up  to  it  and  escape  through  the 
ordinary  sewer  traps  into  the  gaol,  he 
will  take  steps  to  remedy  this  danger  to 
the  health  of  prisoners  in  this  gaol  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  No  complaints  have 
reached  the  Oovemment  on  the  subject 
of  the  Londonderry  sewerage  system. 
It  appears  that  the  sewer  system  opens 
into  the  tidal  river  Foyle;  but  that 
the  outlets  of  the  sewers  are  protected 
by  automatic  tidal  flaps,  which  are  in 
mod  working  order.  The  Sanitary 
Officer  states  that  the  prison  sewer  is 
connected  with  one  of  the  city  sewers 
within  250  yards  from  the  outlet  of  the 
latter  into  the  river,  that  at  the  junction 
of  the  two  sewers  there  is  a  ventilator 
and  syphon  trap  which  completely 
separates  any  gases  which  might  possibly 
be  in  the  main  sewer  from  the  prison 
sewer,  and  allows  of  their  escape,  and 
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THE    SUB-LAND    COMMISSION    AT 

MOHILL. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.):  Ibeg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  the  Sub  -  Land  Commission, 
whilst  sitting  at  Mohill  on  the  -22nd 
July,  received  instructions  to  adjourn, 
after  hearing  only  half  the  cases  listed 
,  for  hearing ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
many  of  the  cases  left  unheard  have 
been  entered  since  1887,  and  that  the 
rents  in  some  of  these  cases  are  1 00  per 
cent  over  the  Poor  Law  Valuation  ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
will  take  steps  to  have  the  Sub-Commis- 
sion return  to  Mohill,  and,  by  disposing 
of  the  remainder  of  the  cases,  prevent 
much  hardship  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  The  Land  Com- 
rniissioners  Report  that  the  Assistant 
-Commissioners  did  not  receive  the  in- 
structions alleged  in  the  first  paragraph. 
They  had  general  instructions  to  hear  a 
sufficient  number  of  cases  to  keep  them 
fully  occupied  on  inspection  duty  up  to 
the  22nd  August,  on  which  date  their 
vacation  commences.  The  Commis- 
sioners will,  in  accordance  with  their 
usual  practice,  arrange  the  next  Circuit 
Lists  having  regard  to  the  claims  of  the 
several  applicants. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  has  yet  been  given  to 
the  Scheme  put  forward  by  the  Irish 
National  Teachers'  Organisation,  and 
approved  by  the  National  Board,  for 
the  benefit  of  the  widows  and  orphans 
of  the  Irish  teachers  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  sanction  has 
not  yet  been  given.  The  Treasury  have 
lately  been  concerned  in  the  investiga- 
tion of  more  than  one  important  fund, 
in  which,  owing  to  defects  in  actuarial 
calculations,  or  imsound  initial  organi- 
sation, or  changes  made  in  the  direction 
of  laxity,  sometimes  called  generosity, 
the  fund  is  now  not  in  a  position  to 
meet  its  liabilities.  Great  care  has 
therefore  been  necessary  in  the  examina- 
tion of  the  present  i^cheme,  though 
Government  money  is  not  involved,  as 
the  scheme  is  to  be  self-supporting.  I 
have  been  in  communication  with  the 
Obief  Secretary  on  the  subject,  and 
iiope  to  come  to  a  final  agreement  with 
the  Irish  Government  very  shortly. 


BAND  IN  THE  PH(ENIX  PARK. 

Mr,  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pat- 
rick's) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  will  sanctioD 
the  erection  by  the  Board  of  Works  of 
a  suitable  band  stand  in  the  PhoBoix 
Park,  Dublin  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  am  not  awam 
that  any  application  of  the  kind  has 
been  made  to  the  Board  of  Works;  at 
any  rate,  no  knowledge  of  it  has  come 
to  me.  The  usual  course  would  be  for 
the  application  to  be  made  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  who  will  consider  it  when  tiie 
next  Estimates  are  framed. 

Mr.  murphy  :  Will  the  Treaamy 
accede  to  it  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  would  rather 
see  the  application  before  making  any 
pledge. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  As  the  Vote  for  the 
Board  of  Works  is  about  to  be  taken, 
would-  it  be  convenient  for  the  hoa. 
Gentleman  to  say  whether  the  Board  of 
Works  have  determined  finally  to  give 
or  refuse  leave  for  a  band  to  play  on 
Sunday  evenings  in  St.  Stephen's 
Green  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  awan 
that  there  has  been  any  change  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  which  I  indicated 
when  I  answered  a  question  put  to  me 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  few  daji 
ago.  I  believe  they  hold  the  opioioa 
very  strongly  that  in  view  of  the  com- 

?arativo  quietude  of  the  place — [An 
RisH  Mbmrxr,  '*  No,  no ! '']  I  osed 
the  word  quietude.  [**No,  nol"]  Pa^ 
haps  the  hon.  Member  prefers  to  answer 
the  question  hims^.  At  any  rate  I 
believe  that  great  objections  are  enter- 
tained to  giving  the  permission  asked 
for,  but  1  have  already  promised  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  matter 
shall  be  inquired  into. 

H.M.S.  SOLTAN. 

Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Oovraitiy):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  why  a  Court  Martial  was  not 
held  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  the 
loss  of  H.M.S.  JSvlianj  in  accordaoee 
with  Sections  91  and  92  of  the  Naval 
Discipline  Act ;  why  a  Court  of  Inqniiy 
was  appointed  to  investigate  the  questioa 
of  the  responsibility  of  the  Oommandei^ 
in*  Chief  for  the  loss  of  the  vesad  after 
she  had  stranded,  whereas  a  Oout 
Martial  was  Held  to  try  the  captain  of 
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the  vessel  for  stranding  her ;  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  Naval  Courts  of  Inquiry 
have  no  power  either  to  examine  wit- 
nesses upon  oath,  or  to  determine 
judicially  the  questions  submitted  to 
them,  but  solely  the  power  of  making  a 
Beport  of  the  Admiraity ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  case  of  the  Sultan,  the  Eeport  of 
the  Court  of  Inquiry  concludes  the 
matter? 

Mb.  COBB:  May  I  ask  whether  the 
actual  loss  of  the  Sultan  took  place  when 
the  Duke  of  Edinburgh  was  in  command, 
luid  whether  the  effect  of  what  has  been 
done  by  the  Courtof  Inquiry  has  not  been 
to  soreen  the  Duke  from  being  tried  by 
Court  Martial  ? 

Mb.  HANDEL  C0S8HAM  (Bristol, 
E.):  Will  the  noble  Lord  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  official  Papers 
relating    to    the  loss    of  the   Sultan  f 

♦The  EIRST  LORD  of  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  O.  Hamilton,  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  It  is  not  intended  to  lay 
any  Papers  before  Parliament.    As  I 
have  stated  before,    all  the  Papers  in 
connection  both  with  the  Court  Martial 
and  the  Court  of  Inquiry  were  sent  to 
the  public  Press,  and  they  have  for  a 
long  time  been  in  possession  of    the 
public.      The    right    hon.     Q-entleman 
opposite  is  wrong  both  in  his  facts  and 
assumptions.    It  is  not  true  that  any 
attempt  was  made  to  screen  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, who  could  not  have 
been  tried  for  the  loss  of  the  Sultan.  In 
reply  to  the  question  on  the  Paper,  a 
Court  Martial  having  been  held  on  the 
•captain  of  the  Sultan  for  the  stranding 
of  his  ship,   it  was  determined  that  it 
was  unnecessary  to  hold  another  Court 
Martial  on  him  for  the  loss  of  the  ship, 
auchloss'being  consequent  on  the  strand- 
ing.    The  Court  of  Inquiry  was  not  ap- 
pointed to  inveatigate  the  question   of 
the  responsibility  of  the  Command er-in- 
<7hief,  but  to  ascertain  if  every  possible 
endeavour  was  made  to  save  the  ship 
after  she  was  stranded.     The  powers  of 
Naval  Courts  of  Inquiry  are  as  stated  in 
the  question.    In  the  present  instance 
the  dommander-in-Chief  could  not  have 
been  tried,  for  if  a  further  Court  Martial 
had  been  considered  necessary  it  must 
iiave  been  held  on  the  captain  of  the 
ship*     The  answer  to  the  last  question 
is  in  the  affirmative. 

Mb.  BALLANTINE  :  Is  it  not  the 
^aet  that  the  Commander-in-Chief  was 


in  command  after  the  stranding  of  the 
vessel ? 

♦LoBD  G.  HAMILTON:  No,  Sir,  cer- 
tainly not.  Captain  Rice  was  in  com- 
mand. When  a  ship  is  lost,  the  only 
persons  who,  under  Sections  91  and  92 
of  the  Naval  Discipline  Act,  can  be 
made  responsible  are  the-  captain  and 
those  on  board  the  ship. 

Mb.  BALL ANTINE :  The  President, 
in  giving  judgment  upon  the  case,  re- 
marked— 

''The  Court  considers,  according  to  the 
charge  of  stranding,  it  is  our  duty  to  investi- 
gate what  occurred  up  to  the  time  you  were 
relieved  by  your  senior  officer,  who  took 
charge." 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  seem  to  appreciate 
what  that  means.  The  Commander-in- 
Chief  superintended  the  operations 
which  were  made  to  get  the  ship  off  the 
rocks  on  which  she  was  stranded.  But 
it  would  be  absurd  and  altogether  con- 
trary to  precedent  to  make  one  man 
responsible  for  the  acts  of  another  man. 
It  has  been  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
Navy,  whenever  a  vessel  has  been  lost, 
that  the  persons  in  the  first  instance  to  be 
charged  are  the  captain,  officers,  and 
crew  of  the  vessel.  That  was  the  case 
when  the  Captain  was  swamped.  The 
persons  tried  by  Court  Martial  for  that 
ship  were  the  gunner,  and  the  survivors 
of  the  crew. 

In  answer  to  a  further  question  by 
Mr.  Cobb, 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  said :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  made  himself  acquainted 
with  the  customs  of  the  Navy  he  would 
know  that  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Admiral  to  take  command  of  a  ship  and 
to  supersede  the  captain. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury with  reference  to  the  answer  given 
by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) whether  he  is  aware  that  no  dis- 
cussion took  place  on  the  loss  of  the 
Sultan  at  the  time  that  the  Admiralty 
Vote  was  taken,  because  an  inquiry  was 
understood  to  be  pending ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  reports  in  the  daily 
papers  referred  to. by  the  noble  Lord 
have  been  of  the  most  meagpre  descrip- 
tion, amounting  at  most  to  a  column, 
and  h'equently  to  half  a  column ;  and 
whether,  not  as  a  matter  of  right  but  as 
a  matter  of  courtesy  and  accommodation 
to  Members  of  the  House,  he  will  i^ot 
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coneicler  the  advisability  and  propriety 
of  laying  before  the  House,  not  now  but 
next  Session,  a  full  Beport  of  the  pro- 
ceedings in  this  very  important  inquiry  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Though  the 
question  has  been  addressed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  naturally  not  conyersant  with 
the  facts.  I  can  only  repeat  what  I 
have  already  said,  that  in  my  anzi  ety 
give  full  information  of  all  that  occurred 
not  only  at  the  Court  Martial  but  at 
the  Court  of  Inquiry,  a  full  and  detailed 
Beport  of  all  that  occurred  was  sent  to 
the  public  Press.  But  it  has  never  been 
the  practice  to  lay  the  evidence  and 
Beport  of  an  inquiry  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  I  am  not  disposed  to 
create  a  new  precedent  which,  I  think, 
might  be  very  disadvantageous  to  the 
Public  Service.  With  that  single  ex- 
ception, the  public  has  been  put  in  full 
possession  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case  for 
lome  weeks  past. 

Mb.  BOBEBTSON:  My  question 
was  asked  as  a  matter  of  convenience 
to  Members  of  the  House,  and  not  for 
the  information  of  the  public.  I  knew 
the  attitude  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
therefore  I  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  take  into  his  serious  con- 
sideration the  propriety  of  giving  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  full  information  as  to 
the  proceedings  and  transactions  of  this 
important  inquiry. 

The  FIBST  LOBD  of  the  TBEA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand. 
Westminster):  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  hardly  expect  me  to 
give  an  answer  at  variance  with   that 

E'ven  by  my  Colleague  the  noble 
)rd  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  pass  beyond  esta- 
blished precedent  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  ana  no  one  will  recognise  more 
readily  than  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  importance  of  adhering  to 
precedent  in  these  questions.  No  doubt 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  receive  consideration. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH:  Was  it  not  a 
departure  from  established  precedent  to 
communicate  a  Beport  to  the  Presp, 
which  was  not  taken  by  newspaper  re- 
porters in  the  ordinary  way  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Press 
attended  the  proceedings  of  the  Court 
of  Inquiry,  and  when  the  doors  were 
dosed  for  the  deliberation  of  Members, 
I  undertook  that  the  Beport  should  be 

J/r.  B*  JRohertacn 


sent  to  the  Press,  so  that  it  should  be  as 
available  for  the  public  as  the  evidence 
had  been. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH :  Is  not  that  a 
departure  from  precedent  ? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No ;  I  be- 
lieve that  whenever  a  Court  of  Inqnirf 
has  been  held  with  open  doors,  ana  the 
evidence  is  in  the  possession  of  tke 
public,  it  has  been  the  practice  to  said 
the  result  of  that  Court  of  Inqniiy  to 
the  Press. 

PUBLICATION    OP  ACTS    OP   PABLIl- 

MENT. 

VisoouHT  WOLMEB  (Hants,  Peten- 
field) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  bid  kind 
enough  to  make  such  arrangements 
with  the  Queen's  Printers,  that  hence- 
forth all  Acts  of  Parliament  relating  ta 
Scotland  shall  be  published  within  four 
weeks  of  their  receiving  the  Bojal 
assent? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes,  Sir;  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  the  arrangemwt 
suggested. 

IRELAND— LAW   AND    JUSTICE-CASff 
OP  MICHAEL  WAUSH. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longfori, 
N.) :  I  bee  to  ask  the  Solicitor  Oenera) 
for  Ireland  id  it  true  that  Mr.  Michial 
Walsh,  who,  on  uncorroborated  testi* 
mony  which  was  contradicted  by  three 
witnesses,  was,  on  the  12th  instant,  sen- 
tenced at  Fermoy  by  Colonel  Long- 
bourne,  B.M.,  to  three  months'  im- 
prisonment, in  default  of  bail  to  be  of 
good  behaviour,  on  a  charge  of  saying 

•*  Bun  on  you "  to  a  policeman, 

was,  on  arriving  in  Cork  Oaol,  stripped 
of  his  clothes  and  had  his  hair  and 
moustache  cut  off  contrary  to  the  Jaw 
applicable  to  bail  prieoners;  can  he* 
state  why  this  was  done,  and  who  is- 
responsibJe  for  it;  and  will  any  com- 
pensation be  made  to  Mr.  Walsh  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN :  As  stated  in  zeplf 
to  a  Question  yesterday,  the  sentence  ift 
this  case  was  to  find  bail  for  good  be- 
haviour, or  three  months'  imprisonmeot 
in  default  of  bail.  The  General  Prieooa 
Board  report  that  it  is  the  case  that  friUi 
his  own  consent  the  prisoner's  mona- 
tache  was  trimmed  and  hia  hair 
also  trimmed.  He  consented  to  wear 
the  clothes  referred  to  till  he  had  ob- 
tained a  further  supply  of  linen  fenj 
his  home,  as  he  was  told  that  he  show 
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change  his  linen  every  week.  This  is 
in  acoordanoe  with  a  statement  made 
bj  the  man  himself  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HRATjY  :  Have  the  Prison 
Authorities  any  power  whatever  to  do 
what  they  did  in  this  case — namely,  to 
compel  a  bail  prisoner  to  pat  on  the 
prison  dress  and  to  cut  off  his  hair  and 
xnouBtaohe?  Was  the  man  informed 
that  he  was  not  bound  to  wear  &e 
prison  clothes,  and  that  there  was  no 
power  to  cut  off  his  hair  and  mous- 
tache? Is  it  left  to  the  Governor  to 
say  what  the  rules  are  7 

Mb.  madden  :  I  wiU  make  a  full 
inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT:  Then  I  will  put 
a  further  question. 

MB.   HANBA.TLY,   J.P.,    CROSSMAGLEN. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Ireland 
whether  he  is  aware  that  one  of  the 
local  Justices  of  Crossmaelen,  Mr.  Han- 
ratly,  has  lately  evicted  some  of  his 
tenants  and  taken  off  all  the  crops ;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Hanratly's 
bailiff  is  also  summons  server  for  the 
district;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  that  a 
Bummons  server  should  act  as  bailiff  to 
a  landlord  in  the  district?  I  also  wish 
to  know  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Thomas  Morris,  a  merchant,  of  Gross- 
maglen,  was  summoned  for  fishing  in  a 
lake  last  July ;  that  the  case  was  dis- 
missed by  the  Magistrate  acting  at  the 
time;  and  that  Mr.  Morris  is  again 
summoned  for  the  same  offence,  to  bo 
tried  next  September;  whether  Mr. 
Sanratly  will  act  as  a  Justice  on  the 
occasion,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  had 
a  dispute  with  Morris  lately;  and, 
whether  Mr.  Morris  can  be  twice  tried 
for  the  alleged  offence  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  these  questions.  I 
Ixave  not  yet  received  the  information 
tliat  would  enable  me  to  answer  them. 

THE    VACCINATION    ACTS* 

Mb.  BBADLAUOH:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether  his  attention 
liaa  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
J.  E.  Matthews  appeared  on  Monday 
before  the  Enfield  Magistrates  to  answer 
ct  complaint  of  not  having  vaccinated 
his  child  when  the  child  was  produced 
ixk  Courty  and  Dr.  Warren,  the  medical 


attendant  of  the  child,  was  called  by 
Matthews,  and  swore  that  the  child  was 
in  an  unfit  state  to  be  vaccinated,  and 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  unfit  to  be  so 
vaccinated  for  at  least  a  year,  and  that 
the  Magistrates  thereupon  adjourned 
the  summons  for  two  months,  ordering 
the  defendant  to  find  surety  to  then, 
appear,  and  committed  the  defendant 
to  gaol  in  default  of  sureties ;  whether 
the  said  J.  H.  Matthews  had  been 
previously,  and  how  often,  prosecuted 
for  offences  under  the  Vaccination  Acts; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 
♦Mb,  EITOHIE  :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion  respecting  the  case  referred  to,  ex* 
cept  a  newspaper  report  of  the  pro* 
ceedings  before  the  Justices.  I  imder- 
stand  from  that  Beport  that  the  de- 
fendant, without  his  being  bound  over 
to  appear  on  the  date  to  which  the 
proceedings  were  adjourned,  was  per* 
niitted  to  leave  the  Court,  but  was 
warned  that  if  he  did  not  appear  upon 
the  day  named  he  would  have  to  bear 
the  consequences.  The  Board  have  no 
information  as  to  the  number  of  occar 
sions  on  which  J«  Matthews  has  been 
prosecuted  for  offences  under  the  Yaeci- 
nation  Acts,  and  time  has  not  admitted 
of  inquiry  being  made  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  cause  inquiries  to  be 
made  in  reference  to  this  extraordinary 
new  departure  in  the  shape  of  vaccina* 
tion  prosecutions  ? 

♦Mr.  EITOHIE:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's  question  ought  to  be  put  to  the 
Home  Secretary  and  not  to  me.  I  have 
no  power  to  interfere. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  May  I  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  is  aware 
that  J.  H.  Matthews  was,  on  19th 
August,  summoned  before  the  Enfield 
Magistrates  for  not  having  had  his  child 
vaccinated ;  whether  the  defendant 
pleaded  that  the  child  was  then  unfit 
to  be  vaccinated,  and  producing  the 
child  in  Court  called  the  child's  medical 
attendant,  who  swore  that  the  child  was 
then  in  an  unfit  state  to  be  vaccinated ; 
whether  the  Magistrates,  determining 
that  the  child  was  then  unfit  to  be 
vaccinated,  adjourned  the  summons  for 
two  months,  and  requiring  the  defendant 
t<>  give  sureties  to  appear  at  the 
adjourned  date,  committed  him  to  gaol 
on  his  refusing  to  give  sureties;  and, 
whether,    the    Magistrates   having   so 
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cMermined  as  aforesaid,  vaab,  oommittal 
is  warranted  in  law  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
£•  Webstse,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  the  case,  and  it  is  some- 
what difficult  to  gather  the  facts  from 
tiie  question  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I 
apprehend  that  Matthews  was  sum- 
inoned  under  Section  31  of  the  Yaooina- 
ticmAct,  1867,  and  upon  the  Magistrates 
adjourning  the  case  declined  to  giTe 
6ecurify  for  re-appearance,  whereupon 
tfaeMagistrates  committed  him  to  prison. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  such  committal  was 
justified  by  Section  16  of  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act,  1848,  which  applies 
to  proceedings  under  the  Vaccination 
Acts. 

'  Mb.  BRADLAUOH  :  May  I  venture 
to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  if  he  will 
make  inquiry,  and  if  the  facts  turn  out 
to  be  as  stated,  will  he  take  action  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  poa. 
HOT  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  would 
cather  not  commit  myself  until  I  have 
inquired  into  the  facts. 

IBELAND— THE  STATE  OF  DEEET 

GAOL. 

Mb.  MAGNEILL:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  woman  named  Rose 
Trainer,  residing  near  Draperstown, 
was  sentenced  lately  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment in  Derry  Qaol  for  attempting 
to  take  possession  of  a  piece  of  land 
from  which  she  had  been  ericted  some 
time  1^0 ;  that  she  was  released  from 

S risen  on  the  1st  instant,  and  came  home 
1 ;  that  the  medical  officer  of  the  dis- 
trict was  called  in  to  see  her  immediately 
on  her  arrival,  and  has  since  pronounced 
her  to  be  suffering  from  typhoid  fever 
contracted  in  Derry  Qaol ;  that  she  was 
f emoved  on  Saturday  last  to  the  fever 
hospital  of  the  union  workhouse, 
Magherafelt,  where  she  now  is;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  propriety 
oi  closing  this  prison,  having  regard  to 
the  danger  to  the  lives  of  Uiose  incar- 
iterated  within  its  walls  in  its  present 
pestilential  condition? 

Me.  M'OARTAN  put  a  question  to 
the  same  effect  and  asked  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment would  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Confidential  Report  of  the 
Sector  to  the  Prisons  Board  ? 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


«Mb.  MADDEN:  Rose  Trainer  wst 
committed  to  Londonderry  Prison  cm 
July  6  on  a  charge  of  assault  and  tree- 
pass.  The  medi^  officer  of  the  prison 
reports  during  the  period  of  her  im- 
prisonment she  never  complained  of  any 
illness  and  was  in  good  health  when 
discharged  on  August  3.  TheGovenor 
reports  that  she  refused  to  proceed  to 
her  place  of  conviction  (Draperrtown) 
by  rail  on  the  date  of  her  diseharge, 
stating  that  she  had  some  friends  die 
wished  to  remain  with  in  Londondenj 
City,but  how  long  she  actually  remained 
there  he  is  not  aware;  From  a  telegram 
received,  it  appears  that  yesterday  ^ 
was  still  ill  at  her  home  with  typhoid 
fever  and  that  she  was  visited  for  the 
first  time  on  the  16th  instant  by  the 
local  doctor,  who  reGom.mended  bee 
removal  to  the  union  hospital. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Hasthehon. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  seen  a  oertifieate 
from  a  local  doctor  which  states  that  at 
the  time  of  the  woman's  release  frrai 
prison  she  was  suffering  from  typhoid 
fever? 

«Mb.  MADDEN :  No ;  I  beUeve  she 
was  visited  for  the  first  time  by  a  local 
doctor  on  the  16th. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  have  Dr. 
Haggerty's  certificate  to  that  efieotia 
my  pocket,  and  I  will  put  a  farther 
question  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Had  the  germs  of 
typhoid  fever  manifested  theniselves  it 
the  time  of  the  woman's  release  fto/Ok 
prison? 

♦Mb.  madden  :  All  the  docVv  to  the 
gaol  sajTS  is  that  there  were  no  symptoms 
of  any  disease  at  the  date  of  her  releaie. 

DR.  TANNER. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask  die 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  has  the 
Governor,  Oionmel  Gaol,  kept  back  books 
intended  for  Dr.  Tanner,  in  order  that 
they  might  be  approved  by  the  ofaaplaia; 
what  chaplain's  approval  does  he  intnd 
to  obtain  ;  is  Dr.  Tanner's  religioo 
registered  as  "  Independent ; ''  aad 
what  is  the  name  of  the  chaplain  of  tkat 
denomination  attached  to  donmeL 
Gaol? 

«Mb.  madden  :  I  must  ask  the  hos. 
and  learned  (Gentleman  to  postpone  thU 
question.  I  have  not  yet  received  iate* 
mation. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  It  wooU  ^ 
requiie  a  aizpeonj  telegxam  to  OkniMk 
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!  «Hr.  madden  :  A  telegram  has  been 
sent,  but  a  reply  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. 

PUBLIC  ELEMENTAKY  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  henry  J.  WILSON  (York, 
W.B.)  Holmfirth):  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the  fol- 
lowing subjects  can  be,  and  are,  taught 
in  public  elementary  schools  under  the 
Code  of  the  Education  Department: — 
Botany ;  mechanics,  with  apparatus  and 
experiments ;  chemistry,  in  laboratories ; 
Prench,  and  French  correspondence,  and 
precis  writing  ;  commercial  geography ; 
shorthand;  and  German;  and  what 
Qubjects  are  taught  in  any  public  ele- 
mentary schools  under  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  ? 

♦Sib  W.  HAET  DYKE  :  All  the  sub- 
jects^ except  shorthand,  enumerated  in 
the  first  part  of  the  question  are  taught 
under  the  Code.  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  page  1 1  of  the  calendar  of 
the  Science  and  Art  Department  he  will 
see  the  subjects,  any  of  which  may  be 
taught  to  scholars  who  have  passed  the 
Sixth  Standard  in  elementary  schools ; 
no  Beturn  has  ever  been  made  as  to  the 
subjects  actually  so  taught,  and  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  have  one  pre- 
pared owing  to  the  difficulty  of  separating 
these  scholars  from  the  other  students, 
for  whose  instruction  the  elementary 
schoolroom  is  also  used. 

TELEGRAMS  FROM  RAILWAY 
STATIONS. 
Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford, 
Ldohfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
GKeneral  whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
[nent  will,  during  the  Becesp,  consider 
the  desirability  of  enforcing  some  equit- 
ible  arrangement  by  which  all  railway 
itations  in  the  United  Kingdom  will  be 
ivailable  to  the  public  for  despatching 
elegrams  during  the  usual  hours — 
lamely,  between  8  a.m.  and  8  p.m. ;  and 
luring  the  night,  by  payiDg  an  addi- 
ional  fee  of  reasonable  amount,  more 
especially  with  a  view  to  facilitate  send- 
Dg  x>olice  messages  during  the  night 
rom  country  stations  to  the  neighbour- 
ng  cities  ? 

♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
Mr.  Haikes,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
n  reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
tate  that  I  shall  always  be  glad  to  com- 
municate with  Railway  Companies  with 


regard  to  any  reaf^on  ible  application  lot 
the  transaction  of  telegraph  business  i^t 
additional  railway  stations,  but  I  am 
not  in  a  position  to  enforce  the  peiy 
formance  of  such  duties  at  all  stations. 
At  many  stations  the  companies  do  n6% 
I  believe,  possess  the  necessary  facili- 
ties. I  stated,  in  answer  to  previous 
questions,  that  nearly  1,600  railway 
stations  are  already  open  for  the  trans* 
action  of  telegraph  business  on  behal{ 
of  the  Post  Office,  and  that  this  number 
is  constantly  increasing.  Arrangements 
already  exist  whereby,  on  payment  of 
an  additional  fee,  telegrams  can  be 
despatched  from  Telegraph  Offices  after 
the  usual  hours  when  the  attention  of 
the  Transmitting  Office  can  be  gained^ 
and  I  hope  th^re  is  no  reason  to  think 
that  the  Railway  Companies  do  not  afford 
every  facility  in  this  respect  in  oases  of 
emergency. 

IRELAND— THE  LAND  COMMISSION. 

Me.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Land  Commission  have 
recently  made  a  new  rule  requiring 
certain  appellants  to  state,  within  14 
days  of  the  date  of  a  notice  served  by 
the  Commission  on  the  appellant,  -the 
gpround  of  appeal  intended  to  be  relied 
on,  and  intimating  to  the  appellant  that 
if  the  form  sent  by  the  Commission  is 
not  received  within  the  period  stated,  or 
if  the  information  supplied  is  not  such 
as  to  satisfy  the  Commission,  the  appeal 
will  be  liable  to  be  struck  out  of  the  list 
and  will  not  be  listed  again  without  a 
special  crder  of  the  Court;  whether 
this  rule  is  intended  to  apply  to  all  oases 
of  appeal  now  entered  for  hearing ;  and, 
whether,  considering  that  an  appeed 
from  the  Sub- Commission  or  Couniy 
Court  is  considered  to  be  a  re-hearing  of 
the  case,  the  Land  Commission  is  acting 
within  its  powers  in  enforcing  such  a 
rule? 

*Mit.  MADDEN:  I  have  examined 
the  notice  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  which  is  substantially 
as  stated  in  the  question,  and  refers 
apparently  to  all  pending  appeals.  The 
Land  Commission  inform  me  that  after 
careful  consideration  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  necessary  in  the 
interests  of  the  parties  concerned  in 
appeals  and  of  the  Public  Service  that 
they  should  adopt  the  course  specified 
in   the   notice   in    question.     In    my 
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opinion,  the  Land  Oommission  are  act- 
ing within  their  powers  in  settling  the 
lists  of  appeals  in  accordanoe  with  such 

a  notice.       

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Was  this  a  notice 
9r  a  rule? 

*M&.  MADDEN :  It  was  not  a  rule, 
but  a  notice  calling  upon  tenants  to  give 
certain  information  for  the  purpose  of 
facilitating  the  settling  of  the  lists  of 
appeals,  and  informing  the  parties 
interested  that  if  they  did  not  do  so  their 
cases  might  be  postponed. 

Mb.  MOA^TAN :  What  right  ha.d 
the  Land  Commission  to  circulate  this 
order? 

*M&.  MADDEN:  The  Oommission 
had  a  right  to  circulate  a  notice  made 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  information, 
in  order  that  the  lists  of  cases  might 
be  settled  in  the  best  manner;  their 
action  did  not  go  beyond  that. 

ALLEGED  POLICE  CONSPIRACY— CASE 
OF  TIMOTHY  SHINE. 

Mb.  OAEEW  (KUdare,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  information 
of  Timothy  Shine,  published  in  the 
J)ailff  Newi  of  the  17th  instant,  and 
sworn  at  Newmarket  Petty  Sessions  on 
the  16th  instant,  which  alleges  that  a 
conspiracy  to  get  up  outrage  and  to 
muraer  Shine  had  been  entered  into 
between  Sergeant  Connolly  (who  is  in 
charge  of  a  police  hut  on  the  farm  from 
which  Shine  was  evicted)  and  a  man 
name  Jeremiah  D.  Murphy,  who  supplies 
the  police  with  provisions ;  whether  a 
Bunmions  was  granted  at  Newmark  t 
Petty  Sessions  against  Connolly  and 
Murphy  on  the  charge  of  conspiracy ; 
whemer  Colonel  Alaworth,  J.R,  had 
previously  refused  to  grant  a  summons 
in  this  case ;  whether  it  is  intended  to 
have  the  alleged  conspirators  tried  at 
ordinary  Petty  Sessions  or  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act;  and  whether,  pending  the  trial, 
Sergeant  Connolly  will  be  suspended 
from  discharging  the  duties  of  a  police 
officer  ? 

Mn.  MADDEN:  The  Constabulary 
AuUiorities  report  that  Shine  was 
brought  before  Colonel  Aldworth,  a 
local  Justice  of  the  Peace,  charged  with 
an  attempted  assault  on  Sergeant  Con- 
nolly. The  accused  was  let  out  on  bail 
untU  Petty  Sessions,  to  be  held  on  16th 

Mr.  ^add$n 


instant.  When  before  Colonel  Aldwortk 
the  man  applied  for  a  summons  a^ainit 
the  sergeant ;  but  the  Magistrate,  m  the 
exercise  of  hie  discretion,  directed  Shine 
to  ma^e  his  complaint  in  Petty  Sesaioni. 
The  Magistrates  in  Petty  Seanoni 
granted  summonses  against  the  sergeant 
and  Murphy,  and  the  whole  matter,  in« 
eluding  the  charge  against  Shine,  wis 
adjourned  to  Petty  Sessions  on  13th 
September.  The  proceedings  are  not 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act.  The  charge  forznolated 
by  Shine  against  the  sergeant  is  not  one 
of  conspiracy  to  murder,  but  to  injne 
him.  The  inspector  Qeneral  sees  no 
reason  to  suspend  the  sergeant 

CLASSIFICATION  OF  RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
he  has  observed  by  the  proceedings  of 
the  Irish  Bailway  and  Canal  Bato 
Association,  that  strong  objection  is 
taken  by  the  Irish  traders  principallj 
concerned  to  the  proposal  of  the  Board 
to  have  the  classification,  general  eon* 
ditions,  and  schedule  of  maximum  rates 
made  uniform  throughout  the  TToited 
Kingdom,  upon  the  ground  of  the  greet 
difference  between  the  commercial  ci^ 
cumstance  of  Ireland  and  QtBtX  Britain; 
whether  strong  objection  is  also  taha 
to  the  avrangement  by  which  the  Iridi 
objectors  are  called  upon  to  appear  it 
TVliitehall  in  October  to  discuss  the  ob- 
jections to  the  proposed  dassificatione; 
and  whether  the  Bk>ard  will  re-ooneider 
the  principle  of  uniformity  betveeo 
Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  will 
appoint  a  representative  or  repreeento* 
tives  of  the  Board  to  hold  sittingt  in 
Dublin,  so  as  to  obviate  the  inecmfe- 
nience  of  oblig^g  Irish  objectors  and 
witnesses  to  attend  in  Londoo,  and 
remain  in  London  for  an  indefinite 
time? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOABD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks  Bbach,  Bris- 
tol. W.):  Yes,  Sir;  I  have  been  in 
communication  with  the  Irish  Bailvay 
and  Canal  Rates  Association  on  the 
point  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  While  I  am  of  opbioo 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  cUMifisa^ 
tions,  general  conditions,  and  sohedaiii 
of  maximum  rates  of  the  Railway  Oo0* 
panics  should  be,  as  far  as  P'^^ 
uniform  throughout  the  United  I^ 
dom,   I  am  not  prepared  to  a^  •* 
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there  are  no  oonaiderations  applicable 
to  Ireland  which  may  make  variety  in 
the  general  conditions  and  schedules  of 
rates  desirable  in  the  pabHc  interest. 
With  this  view  I  propose  to  arrange  in 
due  course  for  the  holding  of  public 
sittings  in  DabUn. 

BBVISED  EDITION  OP  THE  STATUTES. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Oreen, 
N.E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  iSreasury  whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  to  issue 
future  volumes  of  the  Kevised  Edition 
of  the  Statutes,  now  in  course  of  publi- 
cation, with  all  the  needless  and  useless 
expressions  and  repetitions  which  are 
expunged  in  the  two  first  volumes,  and 
with  me  obsolete,  spent,  and  virtually 
repealed  Acts  or  parts  of  Acts  proposed 
to  be  repealed  by  the  Statute  Law  Re- 
vision Bill  (No.  371),  or  whether  steps 
will  be  taken  to  continue  the  repeal  of 
this  useless  matter  as  to  future  volumes, 
in  order  that  they  may  correspond  with 
the  volumes  already  published? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  cannot  give  an 
engagement  that  Acts  which  have  not 
actu^y  been  repealed  shall  not  appear 
in  the  Revised  Edition  of  the  Statutes 
until  they  have  been  repealed ;  I  have 
no  authority  to  do  so.  The  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bill  will  be  re-introduced  next 
Session  in  order  that  it  may  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House. 

In  reply  to  a  Question  by  Mr.  B&ad- 
LAUOH  as  to  whether  certain  obsolete 
Statutes  to  which  attention  has  been 
Irawn  would  be  included, 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  said :  The  as- 
dstance  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown 
vill  certainly  be  asked  in  a  matter  of 
his  kind. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Would  it  not  be 
idvisable  to  appoint  a  small  and  strong 
^leot  Committee  to  consider  the  sub- 
set? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  will  consider 
he  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
iember.  The  Government  will  com- 
lunicate  all  the  information  possible  to 
lie  House. 

TECHNICAL  INSTRUCTION  BILL. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) : 

beg  to   ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 

^reasnry  whether  any,  and  what,  School 

(cards  have  been  consulted  as  to  the 

revisions  of  the  Technical  Instruction 


Bill;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
postpone  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  till  their  opinion  on  it  has  been 
obtained? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  My  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  is  that  no  School 
Boards  or  voluntary  schools  have  been 
actually  consulted  with  reference  to  the 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  but  their  re- 
presentatives in  this  House  and  in  the 
Press  have  carefully  considered  the  sub« 
ject.  One  of  the  oldest  representatives 
of  the  School  Board  system,  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Edgbastgn  Division  of 
Birmingham,  has  pronounced  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  with  the  Amendment  pro- 

r)sed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Qt>rton. 
am,  therefore,  not  prepared  to  accede 
to  the  request  now  made  to  me  by  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  Does  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill  to-night? 
Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  No. 

WEST  INDIA  MAIL  CONTRACT. 
Sib  GEORGE  BADEN-POWELL : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
when  the  Papers  relating  to  the  new 
West  India  Mail  Contract  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table ;  and  whether,  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  the  question  to 
the  different  West  Indian  Colonies,  and 
also  to  the  mercantile  and  proprietary 
interests  in  the  United  Kingdom  con- 
nected with  the  West  Indies,  the 
Governments  of  the  Oolonies,  as  well  as 
these  representative  associations  or  com- 
mittees, have  been  consulted  as  to  the 
terms  of  the  contracts  for  which  tenders 
have  been  invited  ? 
*Mb.  RAIKES:  I  am  unable  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Member  when  the  Papers 
to  which  he  refers  will  be  laid  before 
the  House.  My  Report  on  the  subject 
is  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Treasury.  Representations  have  been 
received  and  continue  to  arrive  from  the 
West  Indian  Islands  interested  in  the 
question ;  and  due  attention  has  been 
given  by  the  Government  to  the  com- 
mercial interests  involved. 


THE  LOTT  ESTATE. 

'Mb.  ATHERLET  JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  whether  he  has  received  a 
Petition  from  one  Alfred  Oharles  Lott 
relating  to  an  estate  situate  at  Harrow, 
in  Middlesex,  of  the  estimated  value  of 
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Oovemment  ougbt  to  have  ©'hetlior  the 
larger  number  of  Assiflte*  sl^ow  that 
fiioners.  There  ought  cert^^*  in  tail  o^ 
increase  in  the  number  ofl  a  voluntary 
«onerfl,  and  greater  r^^d  the  whole  of 
«itting8  of  the  Oomn  solicitor,  acting 
present  moment  one  <>^  that  solicitor ; 
attempting  to  deal  has  been  drawn  to 
counties.  This  is  opinion  of  eminent 
ihe  tenants,  who  M^^ty  Bar  has  been 
rent  which  theV^eot  that  the  said  deed 
The  tenants*'80<l^ontly  made  in  pur- 
Hunts  (tJLfi^^oi  could  not  be  made 
greatly  ^^  Grown  claiming  by  escheat 
^eye^i^o  of  am  heir;  whether  the  facts 
Y^fK  ibe  case  have  been  submitted  by  the 
^easury  to  the  opinion  of  counsel; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
money  is  being  raised  from  various  poor 

Persons  by  the  above-named  Alfred 
lott  on  bond,  purporting  to  show  that 
in  the  event  of  the  Crown  obtaining  pos- 
session by  escheat  of  the  said  estate  he 
would  be  entitled  to  a  statutory  pay- 
ment as  informer,  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  will  deem  it 
right  to  have  the  facts  submitted  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  whereby  an 
authoritative  opinion  on  the  rights  of 
the  Crown  may  be  obtained  ? 

.  Mb.  JACKSON:  This  question  of 
the  Lott  estate  at  Harrow  has  been 
frequently  before  the  Treasury  and  its 
legal  ad? isers,  and  it  was  decided,  after 
tM  most  careful  consideration,  that 
there  was  no  ground  for  interference  on 
tiie  part  of  the  Crown. 

THE  IRISH  SUNDAY  CLOSING  BILL. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Perhaps  I  may 
remind  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  there  are  still  70  Votes  to  take  in 
Supply,  many  of  them  highly  conten- 
tious, and  that  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing 
Act  is  included  in  the  Expiring  Laws 
Continuance  Bill.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  would  ask  whether  the  Order 
for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Lrish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  is  to  be  kept  on  the 
Paper,  thereby  keeping  Members  inter- 
ested in  the  matter  in  attendance  until 
Supply  is  disposed  of,  although  there 
can  be  no  possibility  of  completing 
legislation  on  the  Bill  this  Session. 

Mb.  E.  power  ( Waterf ord) :  I  have 
only  risen  to  say  that  the  Sunday  Closing 
Bill  will  meet  with  the  most  strenuous 
opposition.  There  are  17  notices  of 
^onendment   to  the   Second  Beading, 

Jfr.  AtherUy  Jonen 


and  these  may  occupy  17  days  in  disr 
cnssion. 

Me.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  repliei 
to  the  question  I  wish  to  ask  him 
whether  in  the  month  of  Januaiy  last, 
after  the  Act  had  been  10  years  cm  &e 
Statute  Book,  and  renewed  every  year, 
having  been  passed  in  1878,  aiul  aftar 
it  had  been  reported  favourably  on  by 
a  Select  Committee,  he  did  not  gif^  a 
pledge  to  a  deputation  which  waited  on 
him  at  Dublin  Castle — ^that  pledge  being 
one  of  the  Cabinet— that  the  day  for 
argument  was  past  and  the  Bill  most 
now  be  passed. 

The  chief  SEORETAHTfobIEE. 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfouk,  Manchester, 
E.)  :  It  is  perfectly  true  that  in  JanoirT 
last  a  deputation  of  gentlemen,  I  tiunk 
representing  all  Parties  in  Lreland,  waited 
upon  me  at  the  Castle,  and  I  told  Uiem 
after  consultation  withmy  Colleagaei^ 
though  we  should  not  bring  in  the  Bill  as 
a  Government  measure,  we  would  do  oar 
best  to  enable  a  discussion  to  be  taken 
on  it  in  this  House  and  for  the  Bill  to 
be  passed  if  the  House  should  so  decide. 
The  House  is  aware  now  of  the  sitaatioD 
of  public  business,  and  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Waterford  (Mr.  E.  Power),  as 
representing  some  hon.  G^ntleaien  below 
the  Gangway,  has  informed  oa  of  the 
strenuous  opposition  which  thiameasore 
is  likely  to  receive.  There  are  now  20 
Notices  of  Amendment  down  to  tb 
Second  Heading,  and  if  that  stage  ahoald 
be  passed,  there  would,  no  donH  be 
.Amendments  in  Committee  placed  ob  the 
Paper  proportionable  to  this  noaiber. 
Under  these  ciroumstanoee,  I  fear  it 
would  be  absolutely  useless — speakiagAs 
a  practical  man,  who  has  to  deal  with 
Parliamentary  forces  as  they  are^  ^^ 
not  as  I  should^wishthem  to  be— to  hold 
out  any  expectation  whatever  that  it  will 
be  possible  to  pass  the  Bill,  even  if  &o 
House  desired  it,  at  this  time  of  the 
Session.  That  is  the  decision  we  hare 
come  to,  but  with  the  most  prafoond  le- 
luctance.  We  have  had  to  saciifiee,  v 
the  House  knows,  many  Bills  of  our  own 
in  which  we  are  deeply  interested,  «od 
to  which  we  were  pledged  quite  ae 
deeply  as  wo  were  to  the  Ixieh  Bnndej 
Closing  Bill.  I  am  sony  tiiat  BOl 
has  to  share  the  fate  of  other  meaawea; 
but  I  think  my  hon.  Eriend  oppojito 
(Mr.  T.  W.  EussellJ  wiU  yield  to^ 
iS|  after  all,  an  absolnte  neeefiaityin  flua 
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case,  and  I  can  only  say  if  he  regreia 
the  oourse  we  are  driven  to  porsue,  he 
does  not  regret  it  more  sincerely  than 
I  do. 

M&.  LEA  (Londonderry,  8.) :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  in  Oommitteie  on  the 
Expiring  Laws  Oontinnanee  Bill  I  shall 
call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the  Qo- 
▼emment  in  connection  with  the  Irish 
Sunday  Cflosing  Bill.  I  shall  also  ask 
the  Gbvemmeot  what  steps  they  propose 
to  take  to  redeem  their  honour,  and  I 
shall  also  call  attention  to  how  utterly 
impotent  this  House  apparently  is  to 
legislate  on  behalf  of  the  Lish  people. 

THE  IKISH  PRISONS  VOTE. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  It  is  intended  to  take  the  Irish 
Prisons  Vote  to-night,  and  if  not  when  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  offered 
yesterday  to  take  the  Yote  to-day,  but 
receiying  no  request  from  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangvf  ay  I  have  decided  that  the 
Votes  should  go  on  in  the  ordinary  way, 
the  Land  Oommission  Vote  being  taken 
to-night,  and  the  other  Votes  in  their 
order.  I  am  still  willing  to  take  the 
Prisons  Vote  out  of  its  order  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  so  desire.  I  may,  perhaps, 
be  allowed  to  say  that  I  have  Dr. 
O'Farrell's  Beport  on  the  condition  of 
Derry  Gaol  in  manuscript.  I  am  un- 
willing to  give  it  to  the  printers,  as  it 
would  necessarily  take  some  days  to  get 
out.  But  I  am  willing  to  place  the 
document  in  the  Library  for  perusal  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  interested  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  am  most  desirous  to 
see  the  Beport  on  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity. There  are  two  reasons  wny  I 
do  not  wish  the  Prisons  Vote  to  come 
on  out  of  its  turn — first,  because  I  want 
time  to  consider  Dr.  O'Farrell's  Beport 
on  the  vital  question  of  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  Derry  Gaol;  and,  secondly, 
because  two  of  my  hon.  Friends  who 
have  been  imprisoned  under  the  Grimes 
Act  will  be  at  liberty  to-morrow. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  will  do  all  I 
can  to  bring  the  Beport  of  Dr.  O'Farrell 
under  the  notice  of  non.  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland. 

t  TECHNICAL    INSTRUOTION    BILL. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  When  will  the 
Technical  Instruction  Bill  be  proceeded 
with? 


Mb.  W.  .does  not  make  him  a  good 
taken  to-nig^iips.  It  really  seems  to  me 
hon.  Friend  <«ntism  and  the  fixing  of 
present.  '  in  hand.    You  go  to  the 

%e  agent  class  for  your 

M  !iers.    I  protest  against 

A  Mr.  Wrench  ringing 

naAWAOB  ^    *^®   Sub-Gommis- 

Sewage  and  the  Drainage  ^M  ^^?  ^^\  ^*» 
ordeied  to  be  broaght  in  by  tI  Act  fairly 
Mr.  HastingSy  Sir  Henry  Ro8co^|Mdly  you 
Hunter,  Mr.  Shiresa  Will^  ^z"- ^^Wihifrh 
Mr.  Ambrose.  •  ^^Wfc  to 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  FBilWL. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAT. 


SQPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES^ 
Considered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Class  IU. 

1.  £73,214,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Irish  Land  Commission. 

MB.T.M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.):  The 
first  observation  I  have  to  make  in  regard 
to  this  Yote  is  that  I  notice  a  decrease  in 
the  amount  for  the  present  year  under 
some  of  the  heads.  Although  the  total 
net  decrease  is  only  £5,000,  it  is  a 
decrease  of  which  I  think  we  have  a 
right  to  complain.  As  there  is  a 
decrease  in  the  salaries  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners,  both  legal  and  non- 
legal,  it  shows  that  to  some  extent  the 
Gh>yemment  are  attenuating  the  Com* 
mission.    

Thb  chief  SEOBETABY  P0& 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoxjb, 
Manchester,  E.) :  May  I  be  allowed 
to  explain.  The  decrease  is  purely 
apparent,  and  it  arises  from  the 
fact  that  the  Land  Commission  is 
only  continued  until  the  end  of  the 
year.  It  will  be  included  in  the 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance.  Act,  and 
the  decrease  in  the  amount  included  in 
the  Estimate  is  really  a  matter  of 
account. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY ;  The  explanation 
upon  that  point  is  quite  satis&ctoxy,  but 
I  only  mentioned  the  circumstance  in 
order  to  lead  up  to  another  point- 
namely,  that  the  Qoyemment  only  pro- 
pose in  Ihe  Bill  which  they  have 
brought  in  to  appoint  two  additional 
Sub-Commissioners.  In  tIcw  of  the 
glut   of  cases  awaiting  decisioui  the 


1771  Supply— Civil 


{COMMONS} 


/Service  Edinudei,      177) 


Govemment  ougbt  to  have  appointed  a 
larger  number  of  Assiflta^t  Oommis- 
fiioners.  There  ought  cert4inly  to  be  an 
increase  in  the  number  o^Sub-Oommis- 
ttoners,  and  greater  rof'gularity  in  the 
ttttings  of  the  Oomiiiission.  At  the 
present  moment  one  ^Commissioner  is 
attempting  to  deal /with  two  whole 
counties.  This  is  j&  great  hardship  on 
the  tenants,  wholyaye to  pay  arrears  on 
rent  which  the^p^do  not  really  owe  at  all. 
The  tenant^/^  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hunts  (hU.  Smith-Barry)  are  ^suffering 
greatij^^m  this  cause,  although  I  be- 
UeYjeTmat  the  hon.  Member  cannot  fairly 
hfi^  described  as  a  rack-renter.  The 
hon.  Member  has  issued  writs  against 
his  tenants  for  the  full  rent,  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  they  claim  very 
large  reductions.  If  that  be  the  action 
of  a  landlord  like  the  hon.  Member, 
who  is  not  a  rack-renter,  what  is  likely 
to  be  the  action  of  rack-renting  land- 
lords? In  many  instances  rents  ha^e 
heen  reduced  from  £30  to  £15,  and  yet 
the  landlords  are,  by  the  process  of  the 
law,  exacting  the  full  rent.  We  are 
asked,  why  not  have  recourse  to  the 
Acts  of  1881  and  1887.  I  protest 
against  the  broad  assertion  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  and  the  still  broader  assertions 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  much 
less  informed  Secretary,  with  regard  to 
the  efiPect  of  these  Acts.  The  only  way 
to  test  any  law  is  by  its  application, 
and  it  will  be  found  that  in  all  the  cases 
in  which  a  desire  has  been  expressed  to 
eome  under  these  Acts,  the  Courts  have 
refused  to  put  the  law  in  force,  and 
have  given  the  landlords  their  remedy. 
It  may  be  imagined  how  much  injustice 
is  thus  done  to  the  tenants  of  petty 
landlords.  The  "staying''  section  of 
the  Act  of  1887  has  proved  to  be  of  very 
little  value,  and  is  inapplicable  where 
the  rent  exceeds  £30.  Of  course,  the 
substantial  tenants  are  all  rented  above 
£30,  and  the  result  is  that  a  man  whose 
farm  is  valued  at  £100  has  actually 
no  remedy  at  all  under  the  Act.  It  is 
altogether  a  different  story  if  an  action 
for  ejectment  is  brought  against  him, 
but  he  has  no  remedy  in  an  action  for 
the  recovery  of  rent.  As  to  Section  30 
of  the  Act,  it  only  enables  you  to  have 
a  "  stay  "  put  on  in  order  to  prevent 
tiie     sale  of     the    tenant's     interest, 


but  not  to  prevent  you  from 
having  your  stock  and  farming  utensils 
sold   up.     A  more  abominable  enact- 1  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 

Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy 


ment  than  Section  30  of  that  Act  vai 
never  passed,  and  no  legal  adfiser, 
unless  he  were  a  criminal  hniHe, 
would  recommend  a  tenant  to  hare 
recourse  to  it.  A  tenant  who  appliei 
under  that  section  has  to  pay  by  iiutal* 
ments,  and  if  he  makes  default  hj  a 
single  day  in  one  instalment  all  bii 
efforts  are  made  nugatory,  and  ha  loM 
the  whole  benefit  of  the  A(^.  Then  than 
is  unconscionable  delay  in  the  hearing 
of  applicationa  under  ike  Act  of  1887, 
and  one  tenant  of  the  hon.  Mamber  for 
Hunts  had  to  wait  for  two  years.  He 
was  one  of  the  persons  who  waited 
upon  the  hon.  Member  as  a  deputato 
some  time  ago,  and  immediately  after- 
wards he  was  served  with  a  writ  1 
cannot  understand  why  justice  is  to  be 
delayed  and  defeated  in  the  Land  Oomt 
The  Four  Courts  and  the  (5?il  Iaw 
Oonrts  are  open  to  every  landlord  who 
wants  an  ejectment.  Why,  ^  than, 
should  there  be  any  delay  in  having  re- 
course to  the  remedial  Courts  of  therealfflf 
I  cannot  help  feeling  that  it  ia  a  vary 
strong  order  indeed  for  the  GovOTomeat 
to  allow  the  Land  Law  to  be  obatraoladf 
impeded,  and  defeated  in  this  way,  owing 
to  the  weakness  of  the  staff  of  tha  Goart 
From  this  Vote  I  find  that  the  aalaiiei 
of  the  legal  Sub-Commissioners  who  hoU 
office  under  the  Act  have  been  radoeed 
from  £6,000  to  £4,500 ;  and  I  diis 
that  the  tenants  of  Ireland  should  be 
no  more  impeded  in  their  action  dm 
the  landlords.  They  have  a  reoady 
which  has  been  g^ven  to  them  by  Statafte, 
and  they  should  be  able  to  ami  thaa- 
selves  of  it  without  a  month's  daiaj.  It 
we  are  to  have  this  delay,  then  tha  p^ 
cess  of  the  landlord  should  be  delayed 
also.  In  my  opinion,  it  would  only  be 
reasonable  to  enact  that  the  tandar  of 
rent  to  the  full  value  should  ba a  barto 
an  action  for  ejectment.  Wemajiwrfy 
complain  of  tne  bias  shown  in  ti^Me 
appointments.  First  of  aQ,  these  aien 
are  employed  as  if  they  were  day  la- 
bourers, we  have  attacked  tka  Be* 
movables  in  Courts  in  Ireland,  and  I 
myself  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  aa^ 
time  ago  a  question  which,  I  thinks  aaid^f 
explains  the  position  of  the  Sab'Oy^' 
missioners.  1  asked  him  to  exftoa. 
why  Mr.  Cecil  Boche  was  willingta^J 
up  a  salary  of  £1,000  a  year  sa  &d 
Commissioner  to  take  a  salary  of^^ 
as  Eesident  Magistrate  ?    The  Mi* 
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bp-^to  nse  a  UitchelBtown  phmu — of 
a  rioocliet  nature.  He  laid  it  down 
that  Bub-Commieuoners  are  remorable , 
that  the  poaition  of  a  Sub-OommisBioner 
ia  fi-uler  than  that  of  a  Rewdent  Magis- 
trate. The  idea  that  a  man  who  haa  to 
fix  rent  between  landlord  and  tenant 
should  be  paid  as  a  labourer  b;  the 
daj— ehotild  be  dismisaable  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice — 18  most  appalling.  Mr. 
Wrench  shuffles  these  men  about  as  he 
would  a  pack  of  cards ;  they  are  in  his 
hands  but  a  set  ot  ninepina.  Take  thi 
oaas  of  Colonel  Bailey,  a  gentleman  of 
large  experience.  He  is  no  friend  of 
ours,  as  his  name  well  denotes.  He  has 
held  his  appointment  since  1881.  He  is 
au  honest  man,  and  he  has  been  shunted 
about  from  pillar  to  poet.  I  hare  never 
seen  him,  and  I  have  had  no  communi- 
cation with  him ;  but  I  uotice  that  when 
he  goes  with  Mr.  Dojle's  Commission 
he  very  frequently  dissents  from  the 
roling  of  Mr.  Doyle,  on  the  ground  that 
the  rents  are  fixed  too  high.  Mr.  Doyle 
is  the  gentleman  who  described  the 
Mitohelstown  tenants  as  a  pack  of  howl- 
ing BBTages,  and,  in  oonaequence,  Mr. 
Doyle  himselfis  known  as  the  "howling 
savage."  ColouelBmleyisajudgeofland, 
and  in  Waterford  he  sua,  "I  dissent 
from  the  decision  of  the  Court  on  the 
ground  that  the  rents  aretoo  high."  Fora 
legal  Sub- Commissioner  to  vote  down  a 
lay  OommisBioner  who  is  a  ^;ood  judge  of 
land  is  a  course  which  is  not  to  be 
defended  for  a  moment.  I  regret  that 
Mr.  Doyle  is  taking  such  a  ooorse.  I 
think  the  proper  course  to  pursue 
in  a  case  wnen  the  two  lay  OommiB- 
sioners  disagree  as  to  the  fair  rent  is 
for  the  two  to  strike  some  average  be- 
tween them.  It  is  not  a  good  system ; 
but  you  must  come  to  a  decision  one 
vay  or  the  other.  If  the  course  I  aug- 
geat  were  pursued,  we  should  have 
something  like  an  approximation  to 
wba.il  Colonel  Boilev  thinks  a  fair 
rent.  Now,  there  nave  been  about 
100  Bab-Commissiouers  appointed 
dnoe  the  Land  Act  was  passed.  I 
un  Buie  I  am  within  the  mark 
tvhen  I  aay  that  of  the  100  there  have 
lot  been  six  tenant  farmers.  Again, 
:bTee-fourthB  ot  the  people  of  Irdand 
ire  Catholics,  but  not  20  out  of  the  100 
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Artiolee  it  does  not  make  him  a  good 
judge  of  turnips.  It  really  seems  to  me 
that  Protestantiam  and  the  fixing  of 
rents  go  hand  in  hand.  Ton  go  to  the 
landlord  and  the  agent  class  for  your 
Sub-CommissioneTB.  I  proteet  against 
a  gentleman  like  Mr.  Wrenoh  ringing 
the  changea  upon  the  Bub-Oommis- 
sioners.  Under  the  Act  of  1881  you 
had  the  greatest  ohauce  you  ever  had  ol 
quietening  the  country  as  you  call  it, 
but  instead  of  working  that  Act  fairly 
and  thoroughly  and  determinedly  you 
appointed  gentlemen  to  fix  rents  so  high 
that  in  1887  you  had  to  pass  an  Act  to 
enable  the  rents  to  be  adjusted.  You 
are  doing  the  same  thing  now.  The 
rents  are  being  fixed  abnormally  high, 
because  the  men  who  are  fixing  them 
are  men  of  the  landlord  class,  and  men 
with  landlord  sjrmpathies.  I  wish  we 
oould  see  a  schedule  of  the  reductions  of 
rent  made  in  England  without  the 
operation  of  law.  I  am  sure  the  Chief 
Secretary  himself  has  given  far  greater 
reductions  to  his  own  tenants  than  the 
Irish  Land  Commissioners  have  given  to 
the  Irish  tenants,  and  yet  he  has  not 
been  able  to  go  about  and  talk  about 
spoliation  and  bo  forth.  I  now  come  to 
the  action  of  the  head  Commission,  The 
Chief  Ssoretary  really  ought  to  do  some- 
thing in  regard  to  the  question  of 
appeal.  Of  all  the  farces  that  ever 
were  invented  the  appeal  to  the  head 
Commission  is  the  greatest.  I  say  that 
in  the  interest  of  both  landlords  and 
tonants.  If  anybody  wanta  to  see  a 
curioaity  let  him  go  Into  the  Land  Com- 
mission Court  when  an  appeal  is  being 
heard.  Lawyers  get  their  fees,  but 
they  take  them  with  regret,  because  they 
can  do  absolutely  nothing  for  their 
clients.  Three  gentlemen  who  have 
never  seen  the  farms,  and  never  will  see 
them,  proceed  to  reverse  the  decisions  of 
three  men  who  have  risitod  the  farms. 
The  system  of  appeal  is  an  absurdity. 
It  ia  euQply  a  method  for  harasaing  the 
tenants,  Deoause  landlords  often  insist 
upon  higher  rents  than  those  fixed, 
threatening  if  they  do  not  receive  them 
to  appeal.  If  there  is  a  question  of  law 
to  decide  the  head  Commission  is  a  very 
good  tribunal.  I  do  not  attack  the 
tribunal  as  a  leftal tribunal,  butit  ought 
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g^und^.    A  man's  rent  may  be  £40 ; 
the  Court  below  fixes  it  at  £30;  the 
head    Commission    fixes    it,    say    at 
£31   79.   6d.,   which  is  an   absofutely 
grotesque  proceeding.    How  gentlemen 
can  take  part,  and  take  £3,000  a  year 
for  taking  part,  in  a  farce  of  that  Kind 
I  cannot  understand.     But,  of  course, 
every  human  institution  is  infirm,  and 
the  head  Land  Commission  is  amongst 
the  most  infirm  of  al)  human  instiLulious. 
Under  a  schedule  of  the  Act  of  1887, 
which  was  passed  with  the  intention  of 
enabling    tne    Commission    to    grant 
abatements  of  rent,  the  Commission  raise 
the  rents  en  mawe.    The  history  of  the 
Act  of  1887  was  certainly  very  curious. 
Between  Deyoushire  House  and  Bir- 
mingham, and  this  House  and  lobbying, 
and  Star  Chambering,  and  what  Lord 
Salisbury  said  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
which  was  swallowed  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Act  was  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  pieces   of    steeple  chasing 
legislation  which  was  ever  witnesseo, 
but  it  got  through.    The  original  sec- 
tion was  altered  in  this  House,  and  I 
ventured    a   prophecy  which   I  never 
believed  would  eventuate  in  a  reality.  I 
said  the  section  was  one  to  enable  the 
Land  Commission  to  raise  the  rents.    I 
did  not  believe  it  would  do  it — I  did 
not  think  it  would  have  the  cheek  to 
do   it  —  but   it    did    raise   the   rents. 
It  is  a  nice  question  whether  it  was 
legally  competent  for  them  to  do  it,  or 
for  two  of  them  to  do  it  without  liie 
agreement  of   the    third.    Mr.  Justice 
0°Hagan  dissented.      In    the   Beport 
made  to  Parliament  on  the  question  of 
what  is  called  the  adjustment  of  rent,  it 
•was  stated — 

^Hr.  Justice  O'Hagan  felt  himself  unable 
to  concur  in  sig^ning  the  Order  of  the  18th 
December  instant,  or  adopt  the  Schedule  as 
•sanctioned  for  the  same  reason  assi^edby  him 
and  reported  to  your  Ezoelleno^  m  January, 
1888— namely,  that  in  his  opimon  the  29th 
«eciion  bestowed  on  the  Commission  larger 
power  for  determining  what  alteration  should 
be  made  in  judicial  rents  having  regard  to 
prices  and  yield." 

That  was  our  argument  at  the  time  the 
section  was  passed.  What  do  Mr. 
Litton  and  Mr.  Wrench  say  as  regards 
that  section  ?  and  herein  lies  another  of 
the  frauds  this  House,  no  doubt  unin- 
tentionally, committed  against  these 
tenants.     They  eay— 

**  We  are  precluded  by  the  Act  of  Parliament 
irom  taking  into  consideration  the  question  of 

Mr.  T.  !/.  JTeaJy 


the   yield  of   the   various  agricidtnral  pfo* 
duce." 

Why  does  not  the  right  hon.  GhentlemaA 

bring  in  a  clause  to  amend  the  profi- 

sion  in  the  Act  of  1887,  which  sets  up 

price  as    the  only  standard  of  rent? 

According  to  the  view  of  Messrs.  Litton 

and  Wrench,  if  there  is  a  dearth  in  ^ 

country  andoomjrises  1 00  percent  inpiise 

those  people  who  have  not  grown  oon 

would  have    their   rents    raised  with 

those  who  have  grown  oom.    It  does 

seem  to  me,  therefore,  that  this  Qoyen* 

ment,  if  it  really  were  what  it  pretends 

to  be— a  paternal  Government— wonM 

at  once  amend  the  law  which  dedam 

that    yield    was  not  to  be  taken  into 

account,  but  price  only.     How  is  it  thit 

the  right  hon.   Gbnueman   the  Chief 

Secretary    is    always    boasting   about 

his     attempts     to     make     law    and 

order  respected?     How    can   law  be 

respected  when  it  is  not  respectable  ? 

It  is  not  respected,    and   you  cannot 

make  it  so  by  means  of  such  ments 

Cecil  Boohe.      I  should  have  thongiU 

that,  under  the  circumstances,  weshoold 

have  had  an  amending  Bill.    I  would 

advise  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  to  tab 

the  Irish  Members  into  his  oonfidenee; 

they  would  help  him  to  put  some  dioii 

into   the   Judicial   Bents    Bill  wUdi 

would  not  be  too  high  for  the  stomaeh  of 

^e  House  of  Lords,  but  which  wouldveiy 

considerably  mitigate  the  present  etrti 

of  things  in  Ireland.     We  know  ho  wiu 

not  do  that.    The  only  Bills  whidittj 

right  hon.  Oentleman  brings  in  are  » 

as  the  Irish  people  do  not  want;  aada 

Bill  that  would  do  any  good  to  Uie 

country  has  to  be  thrust  on  the  1^ 

hon.  Gentleman  by  agrranan  ro?oliitio«> 

outrage,  disorder,   and  d**''**'   Tt 

ears  of  this  Parliament  are  des^  And  it 

cannot  hear  unleas  addressed  by  the 

public  through  some  intimidatoi;  ■P*JJ^ 

mg  trumpet    I  have  not  the  ffl™5 

doubt  that  if  the    people  of  Irdttd 

refused  to  pay  their  rents,  or  som€ttiig 

of  that  kind  happened,  we  shonld  hw 

some  alleviation  of  the  present  M$  of 

agrarian  matters,  but  without  mom«- 

tum  the    Government  and  PiiW»<p* 

wiUnotact.  I  think  the  Land  (ta^ 

sion  were  very  badly  advised  in  mb^ 

contrary  to  Uie    manifest  i**^*"^'?^! 

Parliament  and  raising  the  rente.  JCW 

was  a  question  of  the  constrnotion  t^ 

put  upon  an  Act  of  Pariiament,  snd^ 

legal  head   of   the   Commiaaion,  » 
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Jostioe  0*Hagaii,  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  the  Oommission  was  entitled  to  take 
into  aooount  both  yield  and  priee,  but 
Mr.  Wrench,  an  English  gentleman,  a 
lawyer,  no  donbt,  but  appointed  as  a 
layman,  sets  up  his  legal  opinion  against 
that  of  Mr.  Justice  0*Hagan.  Of  course, 
the  Oommissioners  adopt^  astrained  in* 
terpretation  of  the  Act,  and  we  know  why 
they  did  it.  It  was  because  their  tenure 
is  insecure,  and  they  are  exposed  to  the 
influence  of  the  Kildare  Street  Olub, 
which  is,  indeed,  the  most  important 
factor  in  the  Land  Commission.  The 
Slildare  Street  Olub  represents  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  It  is  from  there,  rather 
than  from  the  Oastle,  that  Ireland  is 
ruled ;  the  Castle  is,  in  fact,  only  the 
ante-chamber  or  Executive  CUiamber  of 
the  Kildare  Street  Club.  The  members 
of  this  Olub  meet  and  condemn  ''  Those 
blackguards  of  the  National  Party." 
They  say,  "  So-and-so  has  made  a  bad 
epeech ;  he  must  be  prosecuted ;"  ''  So- 
and-so  must  be  made  a  Resident  Magis- 
trate ;"  "  My  rents  have  been  out  down 
by  that  blackguard  Soand-so,  and  he 
must  be  shifted."  I  say  these  Commis- 
sioners should  have  security  of  tenure  in 
their  appointments.  It  is  a  mon- 
strous thing  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  cease  to  employ 
them  at  any  time.  It  has  been  stated 
in  the  newspapers  that  the  Gtovem- 
ment  have  a  Bill  in  the  pigeon- 
holes of  Dublin  Castle  by  which  Mr. 
Litton  was  to  have  been  deprived  of  his 
appointment  altogether.  That  may  or 
may  not  be  the  fact,  but  it  was  so  stated, 
and  when  a  man  is  drawing  £3,000  a 
year  it  is  only  natural  that  such  a  state- 
ment should  affect  his  nerves.  It  would 
mine  under  similar  circumstances  when 
I  had  regard  to  my  little  family.   These 

Smtlemen  may  be  above  the  ordinary 
ws  which  govern  the  apprehensions  of 
mankind,  but  my  own  experience  is  that 
one  man  is  very  much  the  same  as 
another,  and  that  making  him  a  Judge 
and  putting  him  in  horse-hair  does  not 
always  endow  him  with  the  true  attri- 
butes of  a  judicial  position.  I  maintain 
that  something  should  be  done  in  the 
case  of  these  gentlemen  to  give  them  a 
suitable  tenure  of  office.  If  that  is  done, 
and  they  are  relieved  from  the  em- 
barrassment consequent  upon  the  present 
system  of  intimidation,  so  much  the 
better  will  it  be  both  for  landlords  and 
tenants.    Landlords  write  to  the  Tim$i 


and  to  Dublin  Oastle,  and  these  menf 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  know  that 
the  landlords  wield  enormous  influenoe. 
Whether  they  do  or  not,  they  shouM  be 
relieved  of  the  reproach  that  can  nO  w  be 
oast  at  them ;  and  I  do  trust  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  will 
take  the  course  that  will  put  the  Land 
Commission  in  a  sounder  position  for 
itself  and  for  the  litigants  who  come 
before  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTTB :  Of  course,  a 
good  deal  that  has  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  more  direct 
relation  to  the  failure  of  legislation 
passed  by  this  House  in  previous  yean 
for  the  Irish  tenants,  and  the  particular 
view  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
takes  as  to  the  course  this  legislation 
ought  to  have  followed,  than  to  &e 
matters  connected  with  this  Tote.  He 
began  by  reproaching  the  Government 
for  not  having  done  more  in  the  way  of 
increasing  the  Sub-Commissioners  in 
order  to  deal  with  what  the  Government 
admit  to  be  an  unduly  lar^e  amount  of 
arrears.  Iwoull  remind  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  two  things.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Government  have  attempted  in  the  pre* 
sent  Session,  as  well  as  in  the  last,  to 
introduce  legislation  which  would  have 
had  the  effect  of  diminishiuff  the  amount 
of  arrears,  and  which  wotud  not  have 
been  open  to  the  objection  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  of  depriving  the 
tenant  of  the  value  of  his  improvements* 
Of  course,  if  it  had  done  that  it 
would  have  stood  condemned  at  once. 
We  do  not  think  it  ie  open  to  that 
criticism.  It  was,  therefore,  with 
very  great  regret  that  the  Government 
saw  the  determination  of  hon.  Gentle* 
men  opposite  to  oppose  this  legislation 
— which  opposition,  having  regard  to 
the  period  of  the  Session,  they  can,  no 
doubt,  bring  to  a  successful  issue.  In 
addition  to  these  Bills  the  Government 
have  done  much  to  increase  the  number 
of  Sub-Commissioners.  Before  the  Act 
of  1887  the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners was  20,  and  the  number  of  Sub- 
Commission  Courts  was  four.  Now,  the 
number  of  Sub-Commissioners  is  70, 
and  the  number  of  Courts  in  which  they 
act  is  10 ;  and  these  Courts  are  far  more 
expeditious  in  their  working  than  the 
previous  Oourts,  because  the  relative 
number  of  legal  Sub-Commissioners  has 
been  diminished.  Originally  there  were 
two  lay  Commissioners  to  each  legal 
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Ghmmianoner,  and  now  the  proportion 
is  six  to  one.  But  this  enormous  in- 
crease of  the  atafF  has  not  been  snffi- 
oient  to  reduce  the  arrears  m  maoh  as 
oould  be  desired.  The  QoTemment  may 
be  driren  to  increase  the  number  of 
Sub-Oomnjiaaioners ;  bat  I  would  re- 
mind the  Oommittee  that  it  is  not  a 
light  matter  to  make  a  great  increase  in 
the  staff.  The  number  of  persons 
capable  of  undertaking  the  respondble 
functions  of  Sub-Oommissioners  is  not 
unlimited ;  and  it  is  a  very  great  eril  to 
be  arbitnuily  increasing  and  diminish- 
ing the  number  of  the  8ub-Commis- 
BionerB  according  as  the  bi  sinesB  in- 
creases or  falls  off.  The  bon.  Member 
remindB  qb  that  these  8ub-0ommis- 
sioners  are  all  remorable,  even  more 
than  the  Besideut  Magistrates.  How 
can  it  be  otherwise  if  the  policy  reoom- 
mended  by  the  bon.  Member  is  to  be 
carried  out,  for  his  policy  is  to  adapt  the 
number  of  Sub-OnmmisBioners  to  the 
number  of  cases  to  be  dealt  with.  If 
that  be  done  it  is  impossible  to  give 
fixity  of  tenure.  There  were  20  8ub- 
OommiBsionere  a  year  or  two  ago  ;  now 
there  are  70  ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
would  make  the  number  90  or  100. 
Are  they  all  to  have  fixity  of  tenure  at 
£1,000  a  year,  whether  there  is  busi- 
ness for  them  to  do  or  not  7  [Mr.  T.  M. 
TTnAT.Y ;  Appoint  for  a  term.]  Ap- 
pointment for  a  term  would  not  remove 
the  objection  that  has  been  taken  that 
the  Sub-CommissionerB  are  more  or  less 
aerrants  of  the  Executive.  Appointed 
for  terms  they  would  have  to  be  re-ap- 
pointed oi  dismiaaed,  and  their  de- 
pendence would  be  as  great  aB  it  ia  at 
present.  The  two  parts  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  criticiBm  of  the  Govern- 
ment destroy  each  other,  and  if  he 
wishes  to  increase  the  number  of  Sub- 
Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ducing arrears  of  business,  he  cannot 
expect  the  Government  to  give  perma- 
nence of  tenure.  The  Chief  Commis- 
eionere,  however,  are  in  a  different 
position.  The  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford a  few  days  ago  critimsed  the 
oontinuasce  in  ofBce  of  the  Chief 
Commissioners  tram  year  to  year  by 
an  annual  Bill.  I  hoped  both  last  year 
and  this  year  to  pass  a  Bill  to  remedy 
what  I  recognise  as  a  defect  In  the 
ensuing  Session  we  hope  to  pass  a  Bill 
which  will  give  permanent  tenure  to 
fhese  offioialB,  who  after  all  discharge 
Mr.  A.  J.  B<d/our 


high  jhdioial  fnnctioaa,  Attacka  on  the 
impartiality  of  all  the  Commiiaicnwii 
are  to  be  expected,  and  I  do  not  see  hov 
they  could  be  avoided,  but  I  rogret  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  take  put  in 
them.  It  is  inevitable  that  Comaat- 
doners  charged  by  Act  of  Pariiamoit 
with  the  duty  of  fixing  rents  ^onldtw 
accuaed  of  partiaHty  by  one  aide  or  tiia 
ther.  It  was  foreeeen  that  this  venU 
be  so ;  but  I  trust  the  Comnuttee  will 
batain  from  attempting  to  rerie*  lbs 
decision  of  the  Lend  Courts.  Ib  my 
opinion,  the  head  OommiasioDer  Kta 
aooording  to  the  direction  of  the  Act  of 
1887  in  having  regard  only  to  the  altan- 
tion  in  prices.  The  oomplaint  has  bem 
made  mat  judicial  rente  fixed  in  IMJ- 
3-4  were  fixed  when  pnoee  were  high, 
and  that  it  ia  wrong  to  mtuntain  tb» 
rente  so  fixed  when  prieea  have  fallra. 

Hb.  T.  HEALY:  It  waa  oontendd 
at  the  time  that  the  olaoae  would  eosbb 
the  Oommissionera  to  take  yield  as  *eU 
as  price  into  consideration. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFUUB:  Ishooldb*  | 
surprised  if  any  dedaration  of  that  kind  I 
could  be  found  in  the  speeches  of  uj 
Member  of  the  Government.  At  >B 
events,  the  attack  upon  judicial  nov 
was  based  upon  piioes  and  not  npos 
yield ;  and  uie  oonaideradon  of  ji^ 
would  have  injured  the  tenants,  bensM 
in  nearly  all  agricultural  erope  the  ^^ 
has  been  above  the  average  thii  jtn 
and  last,  and  the  augmentation  of  mil 
would  have  exceeded  the  redactioa  d 
them.  I  have  now  noticed  all  the 
points  that  were  strictly  relevant  to  the 
Vote,  and  I  tmat  that  we  maj  l» 
allowed  to  pass  on  to  other  Totes  uii  to 
make  progress  with  the  Eatimates. 

Mn.  M.  HEALT  (Cork) :  Sir,  tl» 
only  satisfaction  which  I  can  deiin 
&om  the  statement  of  the  rigbt  htm. 
Gentleman  is  the  promise  which  he  ha* 
made  to  increase  before  long  the  sdib- 
ber  of  Snb-Oommisaioners  for  the  pB- 
pose  of  getting  rid  of  the  enomcu 
arrears  of  land  oaaea  now  peading  is 
the  Land  Courts.  The  right  «»• 
Gentleman  has  admitted  that  the  pnssBt 
etate  of  things  in  the  land  Owrti  >* 
moat  uusatistactory.  I  undentood  tha 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  somethn* 
weeka  ago  that  there  were  no  leM  than 
47,000  fair  rent  applioationa  pending 
before  the  Commisdonere,  and  thU 
they  were  being  disposed  of  at  tbswt* 
of  2,700  a  month,  a  nt«  vhidi,  ~ 
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-ing  holiday  months,  wonld  occupy  the 
next  two  years.    The  right  hon.  gentle- 
•man  is    aware   that  during  that  two 
years  the  tenant  would  be  liable  to  pay 
-full  rent.    I  have  had  a  srreat  deal  of 
experience  in  the  Land  Courts,  and  I 
•can  confirm  in  the  strongest  manner 
what     my     hon.    Friend    has     said, 
that    for   the    purpose    of    protecting 
tenants  against  erictions  while  the  fair 
Tent    proceedings     are    pending,    the 
equitable  Sections  of  the  Act  of  1887 
are  not  only  useless,  but  are  worse  than 
"iiseless ;  in  fact,  an  absolute  danger  to 
4my  tenant  who  may  unwisely  endeavour 
"to  take  advantage  of  them.    The  land- 
lord can  almost  in  every  case,  if  he 
pleases,  evade  the  provision  of  that  Act, 
because  all  he  has  to  do  is  to  take  pro- 
•ceedings  in  the  County  Court,  and  serve 
his  writ  upon  the  tenant  for  the  debt 
-  -due  to    him.    I  can  promise    to    any 
landlord  who  does  so  that  the  provisions 
•of  the  Act  of  1887  will  prove  no  ob- 
etacle  to  him.    The  cost  of  going  to  the 
^superior  Court  would  be  too  heavy  for 
Hhe  unfortunate  tenant.      In  the  first 
place  he  would  have  to  pay  his  own  .costs 
of  the  application,  which  would  amount 
to  £7  or  £8,  and  he  would  have  to  pay 
the  landlord's  costs  as  well.    I  did  suc- 
•ceed  in  getting  an  appeal  in  one  case, 
but  the  costs  which  me  tenant  had  to 
pay  amounted  to  £50.  It  is  nothing  short 
•of  a  scandal  that  the  Government  should 
make  no  practical  attempt  to  expedite 
•the  fixing  of  fair  rents.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  compared  the  staff  of 
Sub- Commissioners  now  at  work  with 
'the  staff  in  operation  just  before   the 
Act  of  1887.     A  more  absurd  compari- 
v8on  I  never  heard  of.    The  staff  which 
is  now   in    existence   was    necessarily 
called  into  existence  to  deal  with  the 
«nasB   of  cases  which  turned  into  the 
.•Courts  when  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed. 
He  should  have  made  comparison  with 
-the  staff  in  operation  in  1882  or  1883, 
and  he  would  not  have  found  that  serve 
him  very  much.      The    Act   of    1881 
-enabled   the    Land    Commissioners  to 
appoint  as  many  Sub-Commissioners  as 
might  be  necessary,  after  first  obtaining 
:  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  who  limit 
•the  number  of  Sub-Commissioners  whom 
ithey  have  to  pay.    The  Treasury  have 
^ianctioned  a  number    at  least  four  or 
Bye  in  excess  of  the  number  of  Sub- 
<Jommis8ioners  now  actually  at  work; 
,4Uid   the  smallest  effort  of  the  Chief 


Secretary  in  that  direction  would  induce 
his  friends  at  the  Treasury  to  appoint  a 
much  larger  number.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary says  he  brought  in  a  Bill  last 
year  to  deal  with  the  enormous  mass  9f 
cases  before  the  Land  Commissioners  at 
present,  but  there  were  objections  to 
many  of  the  clauses  of  that  measure. 
My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has 
said  that  the  Bill  involved  confiscation 
of  the  tenant's  improvements;  but  I 
am  further  convinced,  even  if  that 
danger  were  not  present,  that  the  Bill 
of  the  Chief  S^retary  as  it  stood 
would  be  absolutely  useless  for  any 
purpose  whatsoever.  The  Land  Com- 
missioners, I  would  add,  under  the  Act 
of  1881,  have  full  and  complete  powers 
to  do  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do, 
under  another  name — namely,  instead  of 
getting  the  work  done  by  Sub-Cominia- 
sioners,  to  get  it  done  by  Court  valuers ; 
but  I  cannot  see  hov  a  difference  in 
name  makes  a  difference  in  substance. 
It  appears  to  me  that  all  the  Bill  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  proposes  to  do  is  to  con- 
fer on  Assistant  or  Land  Commis- 
sioners the  powers  which  are  already 
possessed  by  the  Court  valuers,  and 
which  have  been  found  absolutely  use- 
less for  the  purpose  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  in  view.  I  have 
only  one  word  to  say  as  to  this  Bill ;  it 
would  necessitate  the  appointment  of 
a  large  number  of  Assistant  Com- 
missioners for  the  purpose  of  work- 
ing it,  and  if  that  is  so,  why  on  earth 
cannot  he  use  the  power  which  he  un- 
doubtedly possesses  of  appointing  Sub- 
Commissioners  to  work  the  existing  Act. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  will 
not  permit  the  present  state  of  things  to 
continue,  and  that  he  will  appoint  addi- 
tional Sub- Commissioners.  My  hon 
Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  says  the  Com- 
missioners are  removable,  and  are, 
therefore,  open  to  influences  of  an  im- 
proper kind,  and  to  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  replies  that  the  additiona 
appointments  would  involve  the  elem^it 
of  removability.  But  the  complaint  is 
that  the  present  system  combines  the 
element  of  removability  and  insufficiency 
of  staff.  It  does  not,  therefore,  lie  in 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  mouth  to  use 
that  argument.  When  the  Act  of  1881 
passed,  the  Commissioners  were  under 
the  necessity  of  appointing  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  deal  with  the  exceptional 
pressure  of  work,  but  they  divided  them 
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into  two  eateeories — ^those  who  were  to 
be  permanently  employed  and  those  who 
formed  the  removable  staff.  Why  does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  follow  that 
estample?  I  see  nothing  whateyer  in 
this  argument  of  Irremovability,  and  I 
do  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
cany  out  the  promise  he  has  made  of 
increasing  the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners. 80  much  for  the  general  work* 
ing  of  the  Act.  But  t  have  a  special 
complaint  to  make.  I  have  practiced  in 
neany  every  union  of  the  County  of 
Cork,  and  I  have  to  \complain  in  the 
strongest  manner  of  the  way  in  which 
that  county  is  treated  in  this  matter. 
On  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1887  the 
County  Cork  had  a  staff  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners —  three  Commissioners  and 
Itrar  Assistant  Commissionersi  subse- 
quently recei^ng  the  addition  of  two 
Sub- Commissioners.  That  staff  was 
adequate  to  the  requirements  of  County 
Corr,  but  the  County  of  Waterford  in 
1888  was  deliberately  added,  and  thus 
the  time  of  the  Commissioners  devoted 
to  the  County  Cork  was  reduced.  Very 
inconvenient  results  have  followed.  At 
the  present  rate  of  progress  the  balance 
of  work  in  the  County  Cork  will  ti^e 
three  years  to  dispose  of.  I  find  in  other 
counties  that  the  average  number  in 
imions  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Sub-Commissioners  is  17;  of 
ihe  County  Cork  it  is  25,  which 
shows  that  the  latter  county  is  not  being 
fairly  treated.  The  present  arrangement 
is  most  absurd  and  inconvenient.  At 
present  the  two  lay  Commissioners  are 
senttogether  to  the  County  of  Waterford. 
The  other  four  are  in  the  County  Cork. 
The  two  legal  Commissioners  and  the 
Segistrar  have  to  go  backwards  and 
forwards  between  Waterford  and  Cork. 
In  March  last  the  Commission  sat  at 
Bontry,  in  Cork,  and  from  there  the 
legal  Commissioners  and  the  Begistrar 

*  had  to  travel  100  miles  to  a  place  in 
Waterford.  Next  week  they  travelled 
100  miles  back  to  Skibbereen,  in  Cork, 
whioh  is  only  about  20  miles  from 
Bantry,  where  they  could  have  gone  in 
the  previous  week  in  a  couple  of  hours. 
From  Skibbereen  they  journeyed  150 
miles  to  Duogarvan,  in  Waterford, 
and  from  Duugarvan  they  journeyed 
backto  another  place  in  Cork.  Hampered 
by  these  absurd  conditions,  it  is  im- 
possible that  the  Commissioners  can  get 

^through  their  work.    I  ask  Ihe  right 

Mr.  y.  ITeal^ 


hon.  (Gentleman  to  put  an  end  to  muk  t 
state  of  things,  and  give  the  Covntj 
Cork  a  Sub'(>>mmi88ion  to  itself  One 
of  the  Comnussionem  died  three  montti 
ago  and  the  vacancy  caused  has  not  been 
^ued  up.  It  seems  to  be  the  pceseBt 
policy  not  to  increase  the  number  of 
Commissioners  but  to  actually  rednee 
them.  Let  me  point  out  to  the  nglit 
hon.  Gentleman  that  all  his  efiorCs  seem 
to  have  been  directed  to  getting  od  of 
the  hearings  in  Court,  whidi  tie  a  part 
of  the  proceedings  that  ooeapy  lent 
time.  In  the  County  Cork  theOoomn* 
sioners  can  get  through  suffident  esses 
in  two  or  three  days  to  keep  the  lij 
Commissioners  inspecting  for  moo^ 
The  hearing  in  Court  does  not  oeenpj 
more  than  a  quarter  of  an  hour  in  m^ 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemis  i» 
beginning  at  the  wrong  end.  He  ihodd 
first  endeavour  to  quicken  the  inipM- 
tion.  His  Bill  would  01^  meet  the 
case  where  there  is  no  question  of  Isv 
involved,  and|where  there  is  noqneetionof 
law  involved  the  case  only  ecoiipieB90 
minutes.  The  right  hon.  (Jen^eoun 
will  gain  very  Httle  by  getting  rid  of 
that  20  minutes'  hearing,  and  he  riQ 
deprive  the  tenant  of  the  satisfMtMH 
he  feels  in  having  his  case  dealt  wiA 
by  a  public  tribunaL  On  the  sahjaet 
of  appeals,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Qestli* 
man  to  carefully  consider  whether  i^ 
should  not  abolish  altogether  s^peil 
on  the  question  of  value,  and  restoet  it 
to  the  quesHon  of  law,  on  whidi  it  ii 
the  most  proper  that  both  landlords  sod 
tenants  should  have  the  right  of  sfpeil 
I  think  there  is  general  agresment  on 
that  point,  because  it  approaches  bv- 
lesque  to  see  these  gentlemsni  «^ 
know  nothing  about  land,  and  who  ai« 
appointed  for  legal  and  adminietaUif« 
purposes,  hearing  an  appeal  as  Is  t^ 
value  of  a  farm  which  they  never  saw, 
and  that  appeal  taken  from  two  gestlf 
men  who  are  appointed  because  « titfir 
special  knowledge  about  land,  aadvbo 
have  gone  over  the  farm  on  which  ft^ 
have  i^ven  a  dedaien.  That  is  a  astttr 
to  which  I  venture  to  ask  the  ri^hos. 
GenUeman  to  give  his  oonsideratioa* 
♦Mb.  T.  W.  KDSSELL  (Co.  Tyww): 
Sir,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelairflii* 
stated  that  the  yield  of  all  agriuuHunl 
prodncein  1888  wasverymuchbettsrthiB 
the  yield  in  1887.  That  lemack,  hof * 
ever,  cannot  be  taken  as  a^Mag  ^ 
potatoesi  becansei  compared  wkh  1M7» 
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tiieie  was  a  diminution  in  the  yield  of 
potatoes  in  1888  of  over  1,000,000  tons. 
That  was  a  very  important  factor  in 
many  of  the  poorest  districts  of  Ireland. 
The  numher  of  Sub-Commissioners  for 
wbkh  the  vote  is  asked  is  70.    In  1888 
there^were  24,000  cases  decided;   but 
6y000  of  these  were  decided  by  agree- 
ment out  of  Court,  so  that  the  actual 
work  of  the  70  Sub-Commissioners  is 
brought  down  to  18,000  oases  a  year, 
or  1,500  a  month.    I  can  understand 
how  the  70  men  only  manage  to  get 
ihroagh  1,500  cases  a  month  after  what 
has  been  said  as  to  the  way  in  which 
they  travelled  about  Uie  country.    The 
sooner  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
takes   the    Commission  in  hand    the 
better.    But  there  was  another  reason 
for  the  delay  in  the  settlement  of  cases. 
!rhe  hon.   Member  for  Longford    has 
spoken  of   there   being  a   good  deal 
of    human    nature    awut   the    Com- 
missioners in  relation  to  their  remov- 
ability.    The    Sub-Commissioners  are 
now  paid  by  the  day,  and  it  was  only 
human  nature  for  them  to  lengthen  out 
the  job  as  much  as  they  can.  As  long  as 
these  men  are  paid  by  the  day  the  work 
of  the  Commission  will  drag  on  and 
the  tenants    will    suffer.     Then    with 
regard    to    appeals,    a   farmer   lodg- 
ing   an    appeal     is    forced    to    the 
conclusion  Uiat  it  will  be  two  or  three 
years  before    his  appeal  was    heard, 
This  ought  not  to  be.     What  is  now 
done  ?    Two  experts  are  sent  down  to 
value    the    land    for  the   purpose  of 
fixing  the  rent.    The  appeal  from  them 
is  given    to   three    men,     who  know 
nothing  about  land  and  who  send  down 
a  valuer.    [Mr.  T.  M.  Hsalt  and  Mr. 
M.    Hsalt:    No.l     That  makes   the 
matter  worse.      £.    valuer  used  to  be 
sent,  and  upon  his  recommendation  the 
decision  was  given.    But  even  then  it 
was  simply  one  expert  in  land  against 
two.    I,  therefore,  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  a  position  of  some- 
thing like    permanence  to    the  Com- 
missioners in  the  Bill,  which  I  hope 
will  be  brought  forward  next  year.    I 
trust,    also,  that    the   appeal  will  be 
restricted  to  questions  of  law  only.    In 
one  of  the  Betums  presented  under  the 
Ashbourne  Act  a   sale  is   recorded  in 
County  Oalway  by  the  Land  Investment 
and  Settlement  Company,  and  I  wish 
to  know  what  the  tenants  paid  in  the 
shape  of  years'  purchase  for  their  hold- 


ings, and  to  whom  the  Land  Oommis- 
sion  paid  the  money. 

Mb.  SHAWLEFEYBE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  think,  Mr.  Courtney,  it  is 
impossible  to  exaggerate  the  hardship 
and  inconvenience  to  all  parties,  and 
especially  to  the  tenants,  which  are 
caused  by  the  delay  in  hearing  oases 
under  the  Act  of  1887,  and  the  great 
cost  which  that  delay  involves.  In 
I8b7,  when  the  last  Land  Act  was  under 
the  consideration  of  this  House,  I 
ventured  to  propose  a  plan  by  which 
those  difficulties  might  oe  got  rid  of. 
That  proposal  had  the  assent  at  that 
time  of  all  the  Irish  Members. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  Both  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ibr  Longford  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  discuss  the  legis- 
lative methods  for  dealing  with  the 
block  in  the  Land  Court.  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  discussion  of  those 
schemes  but  I  would  like  to  know  whe- 
ther, if  they  are  discussed,  I  shall  be 
at  liberty  to  make  a  full  answer. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVfiE :  I  discussed 
this  very  question  last  year  at  some 
length  in  Committee. 

TsE  CH AIEMAN :  The  action  of  the 
Commissioners  can  be  discussed  on  this 
Vote,  and  it  is  quite  competent  for 
hon.  Members  to  suggest  methods  for 
diminishing  the  arrears  still  pending. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Longford  did,  no  doubt, 
enter  at  considerable  length  into  an 
examination  of  the  Statute  of  1887,  in 
order  to  show  that  it  did  not  get  rid  of 
the  difficulty  of  arrears,  and  it  is  quite 
competent  for  hon.  Members  to  discuss 
facilitating  measures. 

Mr.  SHAW  LBFEVBE :  I  proposed 
a  method  of  dealing  with  arrears  which 
received  the  full  assent  of  Irish  Mem* 
bers,  and  which,  if  adopted,  I  believe 
would  have  cleared  them  off,  and  saved 
the  State  a  vast  expenditure  of  money. 
My  plan  was  this — to  take  holdings 
under  £30  and  to  apply  to  them  an 
average  of  the  decisions  of  the  Com  mis* 
sioners  with  respect  to  holdings  of  the 
same  size,  and  provisionally  to  fix^  their 
rents  at  the  same  proportion  without 
reference  to  valuation,  allowing  either 
party  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Land 
Commissioners.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  has  taken  credit  to  himself  for 
having  made  proposals  to  lessen  the 
amount  of  the  arrears^.but  it  appears  to 
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me  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemftii's 
method  is  based  on  the  principle  of  not 
consulting  the  Irish  MemberBJon  asnbject 
with  whioh  they  are  intimately  oon- 
oemed.  I  feel  satisfied  that  if  he 
entered  into  consultation  with  the  Irish 
Members  and  made  a  proposal  in  the 
-direction  I  have  suggested,  he  would 
find  it  possible  to  clear  off  the  arrears. 
J'or  my  part,I  look  with  some  hesitation 
and  disnuay  on  the  proposal  to  increase 
the  number  of  8 ab- Commissioners.  I 
'think  there  is  great  force  in  the  remark 
of  the  hon.  Uember  (Ur.  T.W.  Busaell) 
1hat  the  method  of  pay  by  the  day 
accounts  for  the  slow  progress  the  8ub- 
'0<nnmisBioners  make— ouy  1,600  cases 
a  month. 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  That  is  not 
accurate. 

MS.8HAWLEFEVBE:  Atall  events, 
theamountof  workdoneisuotlarge.  len- 
'tirely  agreewithwhat  the  Chief  Secretary 
said  aa  to  the  inexpediency  of  increasing 
the  number  of  Sub-Commissioners,  and 
I  agree  that  the  more  you  multiply  their 
jiambers  the  more  difficult  it  will  be 
to  give  them  security  of  tenure.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  observed 
that  when  the  Act  of  1887  was  passed, 
the  Commissioners  were  not  to  increase 
the  rent  under  the  schedule  of  prices. 
It  waa  never  for  a  moment  suggested 
that  the  rents  should  be  increased,  but 
that  they  should  be  reduced  accoriding 
to  the  fall  of  prices.  And  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvon  proposed 
that  the  Commissiouers  should  take 
into  account  the  yield  of  crops 
as  well  as  the  prices.  I  certainly 
understood  from  the  Debate  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  practically  admitted 
that  it  would  be  within  the  competency 
of  the  Land  Commissioners  to  take  into 
account  the  yield  as  well  as  the  prices. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon  with- 
drew his  Amendment.    But  of  this  I  am 
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Chief  Secretary  to  consider,  instead  of 
increasing  the  number  of  Sab-Gonunii- 
sioners,  some  such  scheme  as  I  ban 
suggested. 

Mh.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.):  Sir,  I  im 
afraid  that  the  plan  which  the  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested  would 
network  well,  because  of  the  diverse  con- 
ditions of  the  different  holdinf^— somo 
having  been  reclaimed  from  mere  bog, 
and  others  which  had  been  entered  n^ 
in  a  better  condition.  It  would  badifi- 
cult  to  apply  to  such  holdings  the  Mnu 
average  of  reduction.  As  rezaids  the 
prices  of  1S88, 1  think  the  Chief  Seas- 
tary  will  find,  on  close  ezamioatiOD, 
that  he  is  very  much  mistaken,  vA 
that  the  average  prices  of  1B88 
were  worse  than  the  average  of  18M. 
The  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Qenlls- 
man  contains  a  fallacy  as  remarkablsJB 
its  way  as  anything  whioh  he  has  fotrtsl 
on  the  House  since  he  became  Chief 
Secretary.  He  says  that  the  prices  on^ 
only  to  be  taken  into  account  by  the 
Commissioners.  When  the  Commit- 
sioners  originalW  fixed  the  rents,  b^ 
tween  18B2  and  1885,  they  took  into 
account  both  prices  and  average  yidi 
and  surely  when  they  come  to  revise  tb 
rents  they  are  bound  to  adopt  a  similll 
oourse.  The  worse  the  yt>ar  the  higto 
the  price  may  be ;  and  if  they  only  take 
into  account  the  prices,  they  may  be 
compelled  In  a  yesr  of  absolute  fiunia* 
and  starvation  to  raise  the  rents.  I 
cannot  conceive  by  what  course  of  nt- 
soning  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  wbo  ii 
clever  enough  on  most  points,  can  idss* 
tify  himself  with  an  atgument  so  inuu- 
parenUy  absurd.  In  the  opinion  ot  all 
people  in  Ireland  who  have  watched  the 
proceedings  under  the  Land  Act  siiue 
the  year  1881  the  whole  system  of  sd- 
ministration  has  been  more  or  1ms  m 
conflict  with  the  spirit  of  the  Act.  Wlut 
is  the  use  of  passing  Aota  which  sn 
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ronts  as  a  settlement  on  the  principle 
;hat  half  a  loaf  is  better  than  no  bread. 
!kfr.  Wrench,  who  has  recently  been 
ippointed  a  Land  Commissioner,  was  a 
and  agent,  and  belongs  at  the  present 
ime  to  a  landlord  dub,  called  the 
Didare  Street  Club,  in  Dublin.  I  am 
»ound  to  say  that  the  feeling  in  Ireland 
8  that  a  Oommission  presided  over  by 
.  man  like  Mr.  Wrench,  cannot  be 
xpeoted  to  be  fair  or  impartial.  This 
•entleman  and  his  colleagues  have  the 
ppointment  of  land  valuers  and  sub- 
Committees,  and,  although  it  is  a  matter 
f  congratulation  that  the  number  of 
ub-Oommissioners  has  beeninoreased  to 
0,  we  find  that  a  large  number  of  them 
re  connected  with  the  landlord  in- 
)re8t.  Looking  tlirough  the  list  I  find 
lat  one  of  them,  Mr.  Charles  Hamilton, 

a  Member  of  Eoldare  Street  Club ; 
iother,Mr.  Armstrong,  has  been  hither- 
I  employed  in  making  valuations  for 
ndlords ;  another  is  a  Gal  way  landlord, 
lother  a  Hoscommon  landlord,  and 
>  on  through  the  entire  list.  Take  the 
^e  of  legal  Commissioners.  If  they 
kd  only  to  decide  points  of  law,  per- 
ips  the  argument  would  not  afiPect  the 
se  so  strongly,  but  I  am  informed  that 
ey  have  an  equal  voice  with  the  other 
)mmi8sioners  in  the  adjustment  of  the 
at  and  the  sole  voice  in  law.  The 
^al  Commissioner  in  the  County  of 
»rk,  Mr.  Lawrence  Doyle,  has  been  a 
enuous  advocate  of  the  landlord  party, 
d  is  equally  well  known  as  a  strenuous 
ponent  of  the  tenants'  claims  for  fair 
its  under  the  Acts  of  1881  and  1887. 
lout  a  year  ago  when  a  large  number 

tenants  were  in  Court  and  their 
idtor  was  making  a  statement  as  to 
)  value  of  the  tenancies  and  the 
elusive  claim  of  the  tenants  to  the 
1  value  of  their  improvements,  they 
rat  into  some  kind  of  applause  in 
art.  The  applause  was  vexy  promptly 
>daed,  and  the  legal  Commissioner 
ned  round  upon  them,  and  said  he 
old  not  have  his  Court  turned  into  a 
idemonium,  and  called  the  people  who 
re  coming  before  him  assuitors  ''a  pack 
!io wling  savages."  I  can  easily  under- 
ud  an  outburst  of  temper  from  a  j  udicial 
otionary  whose  temper  was  ruffled 
an  act  of  disrespect  of  that  kind,  but 

language  Mr.  Doyle   used    shows 

animus  and  the  utter  want  of 
>artiality  on  the  part  of  a  large  num* 

of  these  men.      The  right  hon. 


Gentleman  has  found  fault  with  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Longford  for 
raising   this  discussion,   and  has  said 
that  this  Committee  is  wholly  unsuited 
to  judge  of  the  impartiality  or  otherwise 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners.    But  what 
other  Court  of  Appeal  is  there  in  the 
land  ?    If  the  people  of  Ireland  have 
strong  grounds  for  believing  that  these 
appointments  are  unfair,  and  that  the  men 
appointed  do  not  act  fairly  between  land- 
lord    and  tenant,   what  other  avenue 
have  they  for  the  expression  of  their 
opinions    except   that    of    their     B.e* 
presentatives  in  this  House?  This  is 
why  we  have  to  raise  a  Debate  on  this 
Vote  year  after  year.    It  is  not  out  of 
"  pure  cussedness,"  to  use  an  American 
expression,  that  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House  get  up  and  talk  about  the 
Commissioners.    It  is,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  an  unpleasant  thing  for  us  to  find 
fault  with  functionaries  who  are   not 
directly  connected  with  the  Executive 
and  do  not  fall  under  the  same  censure 
as  Resident  Magistrates  or  constabulary 
officers.    But  we  have  to  point  out  that 
there  is  a  widespread  feeling  in  Ireland 
that  theSub.  Commissioners  are  appointed 
almost  directly  in  the  landlords'  interest, 
and  that  when  they  are  not  landlords 
themselves  or  agents,  thev  are  directly 
connected  with    the  landlord  interests. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  that  out  of  the 
large  number  who  have  been  appointed, 
only  eight  are  tenant  farmers.      We 
are  told  that  a  large  number  of  thwa 
have  a  practical  acquaintance  with  the 
value  of  land,  but  we  are  not  told  how. 
If     70     Commissioners      have     been 
appointed;  I    want    to  know  why  50 
or  60  per   cent    of  them  should   not 
have  been  farmers  ?    There  are  plenty 
of  hard-headed  practical  farmers  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  whom  you  might  have 
selected  if  you  object  to  men  from  the 
South  and  West.    Could  you  not  have 
got  60  farmers,  say,  from  South  Tyrone, 
who  could  not  be  accused  of  undue  par- 
tiality towards  the  tenants  of  the  South 
and  West,  and  yet  who  would  be  sure  to 
have  a  knowledge  of  the  value  of  land  ? 
It  would  not  have  been  too  much  to 
expect  that  one  or  two  of  the  members 
of  every  one  of  these  Sub-Commissions 
should  be  tenant    farmers,  having    a 
practical  acquaintance  with  the  value 
of  land  and  with  the  difficulty  of  making 
money  out  of  it  in  these  times.    I  sup- 
pose it  would  be  a  matter  of  extreme 
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difflonlty  for  anyone  to  arriTe  by  any 
process  of  oalonlation  at  the  average 
reductions  that  have  been  ^ven  by 
landlords  in  England ;  but  with  refer- 
ence to  the  instances  that  have  come 
tinder  my  own  observation,  I  do  not 
think  I  am  indulging  in  the  language 
of  exaggeration  when  I  say  that  the 
average  reductions  given  in  many  cases 
in  England  without  pressure,  without 
Land  Acts,  and  without  agitation,  mur- 
der, violence,  and  bloodshed,  have 
exceeded  the  reductions  given  under 
the  Irish  Land  Acts  after  intense  agita- 
tion. We  see  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
two  or  three  Ghentlemen  who  are  them- 
selves the  strongest  examples  of  the 
argument  I  have  )aid  before  the  Com- 
mittee, because  they  themselves  have 
given  to  their  tenants  larger  reductions 
tiian  we  have  been  able  to  eet  for  the 
tenants  who  have  made  all  the  improve- 
ments. We  have  a  maximum  of  ex- 
pense and  a  maximum  of  legislation 
with  a  minimum  of  results;  and  if  this 
question  of  the  Land  Commission  has 
to  be  raised  again  and  sg^in  on  the  Vote 
in  Supply,  the  reason  is  that  the 
'Government  have  never  risen  to  the 
height  of  the  situation,  and  have  never 
honestly  and  fairly  administered  the 
Act  in  the  spirit  in  which  the  Legisla- 
ture passed  it.  For  my  part,  I  believe 
that,  although  yon  may  increase  the 
number  of  Sub-Commissioners  from  70 
to  100,  the  land  question  will  still  be 
with  you  until  you  change  the  mode  of 
appointment.  I  believe  that  the 
hard  working  bees,  as  well  as  the  idle 
drones,  have  some  right  to  aToiee  in  tiw 
settlement  of  the  value  of  the  land,  and 
that,  untilyou  recognisethat,  Parliament 
will  have  to  pass  Land  Act  after  Land 
Act,  and  will  still  find  itself  choked  up 
with  arrears  of  the  land  difficulty.  I 
am  convinced  that  you  will  never  settle 
the  land  difficulty  in  Ireland  until  you 
adopt  a  different  method  of  dealing 
with  it. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.} :  I 
wish  to  refer  only  to  one  subject,  which 
has  been  brought  before  the  House 
previously,  and  which,  I  think,  cannot 
be  too  often  brought  before  it.      Fre- 

auent  complaints  have  been  made  to  the 
Mti  Secretary  in  reference  to  the 
question  wbv  the  tenants  have  been 
defrauded  of  their  rights.  The  Land 
Oommission,  either  from  defects  of 
maohiaeiy  or  from  some  worse 
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has  acted  in  such  a  way  that  mm 
have  had  the  agony  and  suspetiie  of 
having  their  oases  left  unheard  fer  18 
or  19  months.  I  have  aAed  maaj 
questions  in  reference  to  the  Olphsrft 
Estate,  which  was  a  typical  case.  Thare 
you  had  oppression  on  the  one  side  and 
iron-handed  power  on  the  other.  On 
the  9ch  of  May  I  asked  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  lor  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  a  quaaiMm  in 
reference  to  the  hard  and  erad 
delay  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
adjustment  of  the  rente  of  that  estate. 
The  right  hon.  Centleman  said — 

'^From  the  Report  received  by  the  huA 
OommiamoDen  it  a^^ears  that  the  applicatiani 
to  fix  judicial  rente  from  the  Olphert  «tote, 
roceived  by  them  before  the  let  Korember, 
1887,  and  at  the  present  oatstanding  nnaber 
not  196,  as  alleged  m  the  question,  but  81* 

Eighty*  two  of   these  starving  tooants 

had,  before  the  1st  of  Novemoer,  doM 

the  only  thing  in  their  power  te  get  the 

rente  a[d justed  and  to  get  permisnoa 

to  live  in  their  own  homes  for  18  months. 

No  Land  Commission  was  sent  dowa 

to  adjust  the  rente.    The  right  hoa. 

Gentleman  goes  on  to  say — 

**  All  eases  received  from  this  estate  up  t» 
the  31st  of  December,  1887,  a*e  on  the  lin  lor 
hearing,  whidi  will  be  deliTered  in  a  few  dift 
It  may  be  recolleoted  that  the  landlord  kai 
offered  25  per  cent  reduction  on  aon-judidal 
rents,  and  that  any  tenant  agunst  whom  pro- 
ceeditigs  in  ejectment  are  brought,  who  Im 
made  application  to  have  a  hur  rent  fixed,  ott 
apply  to  the  Court  in  which  each  ptooMop 
are  pending  to  obtain  a  stey  of  execution  spoa 
suoh  terms  as  the  Court  may  diroct.^ 

How  eould  a  tenant  without  the  nwaaf 
to  support  himself  or  Ids  hailsf 
employ  couDeel  to  institnto  a  nolMa 
in  Dublin  to  have  his  case  expe- 
dited or  to  get  evictions  steyM? 
Under  the  most  humble  process  lo  tltf 
ordinary  Quarter  8easions  Ceortt  t 
defence  of  eviction  proceedings,  eras  if 
successful,  would  cost  £6.  That  vodl 
be  the  entire  six  years'  rent  of  many  of 
these  people.  Well,  the  evictioas  took 
place,  and  I  heard  of  the  right  luaL 
(Gentleman  only  a  few  evening  iff^ 
gloryiog  in  their  success,  and  sayingii^ 
Uie  battering  ram  was  the  best  thingto 
use  in  reference  to  such  people,  WliJ 
was  not  the  Oommission  sent  to  tb 
estate  ?  In  every  case  the  arran^eoM^ 
was  to  give  these  teaante  no  jadidU 
settlemente,  and  to  allow  Olphact  afti^ 
hand  to  dispose  of  them  as  lie  thoep^ 
fit.    Thia  case  affords  an  ohieoi  taHB> 
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in  miBgoyemment  in  Ireland^  and  shows 
^at  there  is  one  law  for  the  rich  and 
another  for  the  poor. 
♦Sib  0.  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) :  I  wish 
to  refer  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  LefoTre),  that 
during  the  Debates  on  the  Aot  of  1887 
it  was  never  suggested  by  anybody  of 
position  that  that  Act  oould  possibly  be 
used  with  the  result  of  increasing  rents. 
My  recollection  of  what  took  place  dur- 
ing the  Debate  was  so  different  from 
that  of  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  that  I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  refer  to  there^ 
port  of  the  discussion.  I  find  in  Yolume 
OOOXVII.  of  MoHMrd,  page  416,  that 
no  less  a  person  than  my  noble  Friend 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  whose 
connection  with  the  Land  Question  and 
with  the  landed  interest  in  Lreland  is 
perfectly  well-known,  said  on  the  1 1th  of 
July,  in  reference  to  a  speech  which  had 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
tiie  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs 
(Mr.  Oampbell-Bannerman) : — 

**  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  under  these  proposals  the  rents  might  he 
increased,  and  that  that  was  unfair.  But  our 
object  is  to  do  justice  between  man  and  man, 
and  if  you  allow  the  tenant  to  go  into  Oourt 
ttiat  his  rent  may  be  redaoed  if  it  is  too  high» 
why  should  yon  take  ^m  the  landlord  the 
power  of  having  his  rents  increased  where  they 
are  too  low  ?  " 

I  am  not  entering  into  the  question 
whether  it  was  just  or  prudent  on  that 
occasion  to  include  in  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  an  enactment  which  could  be 
used  in  that  way.  I  am  dealing  simply 
with  the  question  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  maintain- 
ing it  was  never  contemplated  by 
any  one  that  rents  might  be  increased. 
Dnring  the  Debate  from  which  I  have 
quoted  this  very  probability  was  used 
as  argument  on  each  side  of  the 
House.  I  merely  rose  to  refer  to  this 
point,  as  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  the 
gravest  importance  that  the  Debate  on 
this  matter  should  not  go  upon  wrong 
lines,  and  that  we  should  keep  to  the 
facts  of  the  case. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE:  I  made 
the  statement  after  reading  the  Debates 
which  took  place  in  1887,  and  after 
qpecial  refSerence  to  the  speeches  made 
by  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
Bill — the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Irish 
Attorney  GeneraL  I  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  to  read  the  speech  of  the 


First  Lord  oi  the  Admiralty,  whicht 
after  all,  does  not  lay  down  principles ; 
his  observations  are  merely  in  the  nature 
of  ohUer  dt'eia. 

Mb.  M'OAETAN  (Down,  S.) :  The 
hon.  Baronet  has,  as  usual,  been 
advocating  the  interests  of  the  land- 
lords, and  I  believe  that  in  the  Debate 
to  which  he  has  referred  it  always  was 
in  the  minds  of  the  landlords  in  this 
House,  and,  indeed,  in  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  that  there 
should  be  an  increase  in  the  rents.  It 
was  intended,  if  possible,  to  turn  the 
Land  Bill  into  a  weapon  against  the 
tenant  in  favour  of  the  landlords,  and 
well  have  hon.  Members  succeeded  in 
doing  it.  In  the  year  1881,  when  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  was  passed, 
hon.  Members  opposite  admitted  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  arrears,  and  a  similar 
admission  was  made  when  the  1887  Bill 
was  before  the  House.  But  all  that  was 
done  in  the  latter  case  was  to  provide 
that  any  redaction  of  the  rent  should  be 
applicable  to  the  rent  accruing  from  the 
gate  day  next  before  the  application  was 
made  to  the  Oourt.  For  instance,  if  the 
application  was  made  before  NovembcTi 
1887,  the  rent  running  from  May,  1887^ 
would  be  a£Eected  by  it.  It  then  became 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  in  order  to 
bring  the  relief  to  the  tenants  which  was 
so  much  required,  to  appoint  a  sufEUneat 
number  of  Sub- Commissioners  to  ad« 
minister  this  law  which  the  House 
passed,  and  which  the  House  itself  in- 
tended for  the  relief  of  the  Irish  tenants* 
But  what  has  happened?  For  nearly 
two  years  applications  have  been  before 
the  Oourt  that  are  still  unheard.  Time 
after  time  has  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  been 
directed  to  this  fact — that  there  is  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  Sub-Oommissionera 
to  deal  with  the  applications  of  tenant 
farmers  to  have  fair  rents  fixed.  Time 
after  time  I,  myself,  have  directed  his 
attention  to  Uiis  fact,  and  it  has  also 
been  pointed  out  from  these  Benches, 
that  there  are  in  Ireland  landlords  hard- 
hearted enough  to  enforce  their  powers 
against  tenants  whose  applications  to 
have  a  fair  ren^  fixed  are  still  pending. 
One  of  the  first  of  the  landlords  to  carry 
out  this  act  of  injustice  towards  tenants 
was  the  head  of  the  Executive  of  the 
Government,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  him- 
self.   The  unfortunate  tenant  tried. by 
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-eyery  means  in  his  power  to  come  to  a 
settlement  with  Lord  Londonderry;  he 
•ofiPered  to  leave  the  matter  to  arbitration. 
But  it  was  of  no  avail ;  the  Lord  Lieu- 
-tenant  wanted  to  set  an  example  to  the 
Test  of  the  landlords  of  the  country,  in 
-order  to  show  them  how  to  turn  the  Act 
•of  1887  into  an  engine  of  persecution 
-against  the  tenants.    But  while  we  were 
not  allowed  a  sufficient  number  of  Sub- 
•Oommissioners  to  carry  out  the  remedial 
provisions  of  the  Land  Act,  we  were 
■^ven  a  sufficient  number  of  removable 
officials  to  carry  out  the  penal  enact- 
ments of  the  Statute,  and  to  enforce  the 
•charges     made     against    unfortunate 
^nants,  who  rushed  back  to  the  homes 
-from  which    they  had    been  unjustly 
•evicted.    Now,  what  is  the  remedy  for 
^his  state  of  things?    I  do  not  agree 
"with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
•ber  for  Bradford  that  the  appointment  of 
Additional  Sub-Commissioners  would  not 
be  a  remedy.     It  is,  to  my  mind,  the 
only  remedy  that  there  is.     Tou  want  a 
'  -sufficient  number  of  Courts  to  deal  with 
all  the  cases  which  are  awaiting  settle* 
'  tnent,  and  unless  you  have  a  sufficient 
number  of  Commissioners,  how  can  the 
'Oases  be  disposed  of?    One  of  my  hop. 
'  Friends  has  pointed  out  that  in  certain 
oounties  you  only  have  one  legal  Com- 
tnissioner  to  preside  over  three  sets  of 
Sub-Commissioners.     In  the  North  of 
*.  Ireland — in  County  Down  and  County 
-Antrim — that  state  of  things  prevails, 
^and  the  legal  Commissioner  has  to  be  con- 
-tinually  travelling  from  one  part  of  the 
oounty  to  another  in  order  to  take  part 
in  Ihe  work  of  the  Sub-Commission- 
•€rs.      This,   to  my  mind,    is    a    most 
unnecessary  expenditure   of  time    and 
money,  and  it  is  certain  that  if  we  had 
more    legal    Commissioners   the    Sub- 
Commissioners  would   be  able  to  get 
through  a  considerably  greater  amount 
•of  work.     I  do  not  agree  with  some  of 
my  hon.  Friends  who  have  suggested 
that  the  appointment  of  two  laymen  to 
fiit  with  County  Court  Judges  in  order 
to  deal  with    these  cases  would  .give 
•^satisfaction.      My    experience     in    the 
North  of  Ireland  leads  me  to  an  entirely 
'  <li£Eerent  conclusion.   In  my  own  county, 
for  instance,  we  have  a  County  Court 
•Judge  whose  tendency  is  certainly  in 
favour  of  the  landlords,  and  what  has 
been  the  result  ?  Why,  since  the  passing 
-of  the  Act  in   1881,  not  half  a  dozen 
toases  have  been  brought  before  him  by 
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the  tenants.   In  fact,  they  will  not  awl 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  of  going 
before  this  County  Court  Judge.    It  is 
my  opinion  that  the  Court  which  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  now  proposes  t6 
constitute  will  prove  nothing  more  eft 
less  than  a  mockery.  It  is  a  Court  whioh 
will  not  command  the  confidence  of  the 
tenants,  and  I  would   strongly  reoom- 
mendthe  Chief  Secretary  not  to  perseven 
with    his  proposal.    There    is  anothsr 
subject  to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  and 
that  is  the  subject  of  appeals.    I  think 
it  is  a  scandal  that  appeals  whioh  have 
been  pending  for  three  or  four  years 
are  still  unheard.    A  short  time  ago  we 
had  a  sitting  of  the  Land  CoTuaussion 
in  my  own  county,  and  several  appesls 
wore  tried  without  the  holdings  being 
inspected  by  the  Commissioners.    In  a 
large  number  of  the  cases  the  rent  wta 
increased,  but  in  some  seven  or  eight 
cases  the  decisions  were  withheld,  and 
it  has  since  been  decided  that  a  Court 
valuer  should   be  sent  to   inspect  the 
farms.    But  who  is  the  Court  valuer  to 
be?    It  is  Mr.  Babington,  a  land  sgent 
in    the  County  Armagh,  a  gentleman 
who  has  never  appeared  in  the  Land 
Court  unless  it  has  been  to  give  evidenoa 
in   favour  of  the  landlords.    I  shooll 
like  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  why  sndi 
a  man  as  that  is  appointed  to  this  posi- 
tion ?  Under  the  present  state  of  affairs, 
I  think  it  would  be  far  better  if  we  had 
no  appeal  on  the  question  of  value.   I 
think  that  the  appeals  should  be  limited 
to  questions  of  law,  and  I  go  farther, 
and  say  that  in  order  to  get  rid  of  ap- 
peals within  a    reasonable  time  there 
should  be  power  to  go  before  a  Jadge 
of   Assize     and    get    the    point    de- 
cided.     With     regard    to    the    refi- 
sion  of  judicial   rents,     I    was  vaiy 
glad  to  hear  my  hon.  Friend's  references 
to  this  matter.     We  have  noTsr  been 
able  to  lay  our  hands  on  the  instractions 
whioh  have  been  sent  out  to  the  Oom- 
missioners  with  regard  to  the  basis  on 
which  the  revision  shall  be  made.    We 
find  that  in  the  year  1887,  when  straw 
was  very  dear,  it  was  dealt  with  as  one 
of  the  articles  of  produce  on  whioh  to 
ground  the  revision  of  rent ;  but  in  1888, 
when  it  was  very  cheap,  it  was  oonfe- 
niently  omitted  from  the  list,  and  tHe 
tenant  was  deprived  of  all  advanti^e 
arising  from  the  reduction  in  the  price 
of  straw.    Now,  I  should  like  to  knor 
on  what  principle  the  Land  OoauniMiA 


1797  SappIp^CMi  {AtrairsT  20,  18^9}        8eMe$  EdinaUi.        179^ 


ptoceedB  in  regard  to  the  reyision  of 
these  rents,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  ob- 
tain this  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment* In  conolasion,  let  me  state  that 
the  course  which  has  been,  adopted  by 
the  CQuef  Secretary  is  not  one  which  is 
calculated  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
people  of  Ireland.  I  would  strongly 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tibat  if  he  means  to  do  anything  towards 
pacifying  the  country  he  must  alter  his 
whole  course  of  procedure,  and  ad- 
minister the  Land  Act  in  a  very  different 
spirit. 

Mk.  O'DOHERTT  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
have  had  as  much  experience  as  any 
Member  of  this  House  in  the  matter  of 
the  Land  Courts  practice.  I  have  had 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  and  of  the  Head  Oom- 
xnissioners,  and  I  have  had  experience 
of  every  kind,  especially  on  the  question 
of  appeals.  Now,  I  do  not  ag^ee  with 
the.  suggestion  that  the  Head  Oommis- 
Bioners  do  not  listen  to  the  evidence  as 
to  the  value.  On  the  contrary,  my  ex- 
perience is  that  they  coosider  that 
evidence  fairly  and  couscientiously. 
'Where  I  think  the  mistake  has  been 
made,  is  in  cases  where  Sub- 
Oommissioners  who  are  best  acquainted 
with  a  pastoral  country  are  brought  in 
to  value  land  in  a  tillage  country,  and  I 
am  happy  to  say  that  even  where  these 
mist^es  have  been  made  they  have  been 
rectified  on  appeal  to  the  Head  Oommis 
fiioners.  The  men  who  are  chosen  as 
Sub-Oommissioners  are  generaUy  large 
farmers — men  in  the  occupation  of  large 
tracts  of  land — and  they  are,  therefore, 
competent  judges  for  large  holdings, 
although  they  may  be  poor  judges  for 
small  mrms.  An  appeal,  therefore,  on  the 
question  of  value  is  necessary.  The 
great  thing  is  to  do  justice  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  regard  to  a  par- 
ticular farm,  and  if  mistakes  have  been 
made  in  doing  that,  it  has  been  possible 
to  get  them  remedied  by  appeal.  My 
laon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  has  com- 
plained of  the  appointment  of  a  gentle- 
xnan  as  Oourt  Valuer  with  whom  I  am 
well  acquainted,  and  I  must  say  that 
when  I  heard  of  the  appoint^ient 
being  made  I  viewed  it  with  pleasure, 
because,  although  Mr.  Babington  was  a 
limdlord's  valuer,  he  undoubtedly  suc- 
eeeded  a  man  to  whom  he  was  infinitely 
superior.  I  do  not  think  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  need  be  afraid  that 


Mr.  Babington  will  do  any  injustice  to  tho* 
tenants.  1  know  it  is  impossible,  under 
the  present  administration,  to  appoint 
anyone  to  these  positions  who  has* 
not  stfong  Oonservative  support ;  but  T 
believe  that,  when  appointed,  these 
gentlemen  do  their  duty  well,  and  I 
think  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon.. 
Gentleman  should  look  upon  Mr*. 
Babington  as  a  hit»  noire.  The  Sub- 
Oommissioners,  at  any  rate,  are  not  so- 
bad  as  our  friends  the  removables  under 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  they  certainly  do 
not  deserve  that  unqualified  condemna- 
tion which  some  of  my  hon.  Friends 
seem  inclined  to  shower  upon  them.. 
We  must  view  things  as  they  are,  and 
not  as  if  we  lived  in  Utopia.  Another 
matter  I  wish  to  point  out  as  a  reason 
why  the  Sub-Oommission  will  alway8> 
have  my  strong  support,  and  that  is 
that  they  bring  justice  to  the  poor  man's 
door.  This  is  in  itself  sufficient,  to  my 
mind,  to  make  allowances  for  the 
natural  defects  of  men  who  are  not 
trained  lawyers  and  have  not  shone  as 
legal  lights.  As  to  leaving  decisions  to* 
the  hurry  and  chances  of  the  Assize,  I 
say,  "  deliver  us  from  that  evil "  above 
all  things.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  will  not  accept  that  sugges- 
tion ;  that  would  mean  that  you  would 
not  have  a  case  properly  heard  at  all, 
I  have  had  as  much  experience  as 
most  men  on  these  matters,  and  I  cam 
say  that  such  an  arrangement  would  not 
conduce  to  justice  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  before  a  case  was  tried  it 
would  be  estimated,  from  the  known 
character  of  the  Judges,  when  the  land- 
lord would  be  treated  severely,  and  when 
the  tenant  would  be  treated  severely.  I 
have  only  to  add  that  I  deplore  the 
delay  that  has  occurred  everywhere! 
and,  not  the  least,  in  my  own  district 
and  for  this  the  Government  have  in- 
curred great  responsibility,  having  re- 
gard to  the  peace  of  the  country.  It  is 
not  by  raising  the  Police  Eistimates 
they  can  secure  that  peace.  "Why 
haggle  over  a  few  thousand  pounds  for 
the  expense  of  another  Sub-Oommission? 
Why  you  spend  in  half  a  year  on  extra 
police  and  tMmes  Oourt  officials  enough 
to  supply  the  entire  machinery  fbr 
wiping  off  the  arrears  of  judicial  rents. 
If  the  Ohief  Secretary  connot  bring 
his  mind  to  transfer  the  expendi- 
ture, let  him  by  way  of  equipoise 
spend  a  pound  on  the  Land  Oourt  for 
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wiping  out  arrears  for  every  pound  spent 
on  the  Orimes  Act,  and  he  will  find  the 
arrears  quickly  lessen ;  and  perhi^  he 
will  find  he  can  decrease  his  Orimes 
Oburt  expenditure  as  quickly.    My  ob« 
jeot    in  rising   was  to  deprecate   any 
change  of  policy  in  the  way  proposed  by 
my  hon.    Friend.     I  say  you  cannot 
have  a  tribunal  for  the  hearing  of  these 
cases  half  as  good  as  the  present.    I  had 
esperience  of  the  working  of  the  Act  of 
1670,  and  from  the  passmg  of  that  Act 
to  1881  I  had,  I   suppose,  as   mwh 
active  interest  in  the  cases  that  came 
befcnre  the  Oourt  as  any  man,  and  I  can 
say  that  it  was  the  want  of  sympathy  of 
the  Oounty  Court  Judges  that  foreed  the 
Act  of  1881.    The  Act  of  1870  fiailed  of 
its  effect  in  a  |;reat  measure  through  the 
eold  technicahty  of  Oounty  Oourt  judg- 
ments, but  we  have  now  a  tribunal  with 
some  portion   of   sympathy  with  the 
matterstheydealwith.  Letusnotcriticiee 
this  tribunal  too  severely.    Tbey  make 
mistakes,  as  every  tribunal  will,  but  the 
great  grievance  is  not  due  to  any  fault 
of  theirs — it  is  due  to  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  and  his  fear  of  the  British 
taxpayer.    Well,  the  British  taxpayer 
was  played  out  last  night.    I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  a  more 
<lheerful   view,  after  seeing  what   the 
British  taxpayer  can  be  rcKluced  to.    I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take 
eourage  ana  spend  money  on  the  Land 
Oourt. 

Mb.  MAUBIOE  HEALT  :  I  think, 
before  the  Question  is  put,  we  might  be 
favoured  with  a  reply  from  the  Treasury 
Bench. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFGUB :  I  am  very 
reluctant  to  add  another  to  the  many 
speeches  I  have  made,  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  thinks  it  necessary  I  will  do  so. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
survey  the  whole  course  of  the  Debate 
since  I  last  spoke,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  spoken  has  de- 
molished the  accusations  brought  against 
the  Land  Oourt.  We  were  told  earlier 
that  eight  Sub-Oommissioners  only  were 
drawn  from  the  tenant  fiEumer  dass,  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown  that  this 
olass  is  very  numerously  represented,  so 
on  that  point  it  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  speak.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bradford  went 
into  the  scheme  he  propounded  last  year, 
by  which  an  automatic  system  of  fixing 
fair  rents  should  be  adoped  towards 

Mr.  O'Doherty 


smaU  holdingB.  I  do  ftdl  jusfice  to  Us 
motives,  but  I  do  not  think  he  has  quits 
apprehended  the  difficulties  tiiat  woali 
attend  any  rough-and-ready  process  of 
the  kind  suggested.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aho  stated  that  the  number 
of  oases  disposed  of  by  the  Oourt  in  a 
month  is  1,500,  repeating  an  error  into 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Soulli 
Tyrone  fell.  The  number  of  cases  dis- 
posed  of  in  June  last  was  2,300,  sad  I 
hope  cases  will  continue  to  be  disposed 
of  at  that  rate. 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  gave  As 
numbers  for  1888.  A  very  large 
number  of  cases  are  disposed  of  out  of 
Oourt. 

Mb.  a.  T.  BALFOTTB  :  Yes,  but  ths 
year  1888  shows  an  average  that  is  not 
a  real  test  of  the  speed  now  shown  a 
giving  decisions.  For  a  oonsidersble 
period  in  1888  there  were  not  so  maay 
Sub-Oommissioners  at  work  as  there 
are  now.  The  present  speed  is  mudi 
above  that  of  1888.  Then  a  great  many 
criticiBms  have  been  passed  on 
the  arbitrary  manner  as  hon.  Mem* 
bers  think  in  which  Sub-Commissionen 
have  been  moved  from  one  part  of  the 
country  to  another,  compelHng  them 
sometimes  to  traverse  long  distancw. 
In  this  respect,  I  believe,  a  great  refom 
has  been  eflfSected  by  the  Oommisaion  in 
the  last  few  months,  and  whereas  &r* 
merly  cases  used  to  be  taken  in  As 
order  in  which  they  were  listed  for 
hearing,  now,  some  regard  is  had  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  holdings  are 
distributed.  The  Land  Oommissioiien 
have  in  view,  as  far  as  possible,  tits 
economising  of  the  time  of  the  Sob- 
Oommissioners,  and  they  have  devoted 
themselves,  not  unsuccessfully,  to  ad- 
ministration in  this  respect,  and  I  hm^ 
even  without  the  passage  of  the  Ku  I 
am  anxious  to  have  passed,  a  itiU 
greater  amount  of  work  can  be  got  out 
of  the  Land  Oommission  in  proporfioa 
to  the  number  of  persons  emplojed. 
That,  I  think,  includes  all  the  rete» 
ences  I  have  to  make. 

Mb.  MAONEILL:  iThere  was  ay 
specific  charge  in  reference  to  the  ie« 
hearing  of  cases  on  the  Olphert  Estate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOXTE:  The  boo. 
Member  for  South  Donegal  has  madett 
a  matter  of  complaint  that  the  Execalive 
did  not  send  down  a  Land  Oommtaeiea 
Oourt  to  fix  fair  rents  on  the  (Hphcsl 
Estate.    I  may  tell  the  hon.  Mcttiber 
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that  I  bare  no  oontrol  over  the  move- 
ments of  tlie  head  CSommissioners  or 
Sub-Oommissioners.  The  House  has 
given  an  absolute  discretion  to  those 
officials,  and  the  Executive  have  no 
light  at  all  to  interfere.  But  if  the 
hon.  Member  is  really  of  opinion  that 
any  serious  injury  has  been  caused  to 
the  tenants  on  the  Olphert  Estate  by 
the  absence  of  a  Lana  Court  decision, 
he  is  labouring  under  a  mistake.  The 
landlord  offer^  a  rednotiott  of  25  per 
cent  on  non-judicial  rents,  and  the  ut* 
most  reduction  that  would  have  been 
made  by  a  Land  Court  would  have  been 
from  30  to  35  per  cent.  The  difference 
between  the  voluntary  and  the  judicial 
reduction  would  only  amount  to  6d.  or 
perhaps  is.  in  the  year.  That  being  so, 
it  is  a  great  exaggeration  to  represent 
tliat  a  serious  loss  has  been  inflicted 
upon  the  tenants.  I  hope  the  Com- 
mittee will  now  feel  that  we  have  dealt 
sufficiently  with  this  important  Vote, 
and  that  we  may  pass  to  Votes  of  not 
less  importance. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.) : 

There  is  one  question  connected  with 

the     disposition    of    these     cases    to 

which  I  should  like  to  call  attention. 
and  that  is  the  manner  in  which  the 
Commissioners  are    turned  loose   into 
counties  altogether  without  regard  to 
their  local  knowledge  of  requirements  in 
the  districts  where  they  are  called  upon 
to  adjudicate.    A  Sub-Commissioner  is 
taken  from    Dublin   and    sent  to  fix 
fair  rents  in  Donegal,  and  though  he 
may  be  perfectly  acquainted  with  the 
conditions    of   agriculture  in  the  first 
mentioned  county  he  may  be  absolutely 
unacquainted  with  the  requirements  of 
Donegal.    Bo  also  to  send  a  man  from 
Ulster  to  fix  fair  rents  in  the  Coun^  of 
Cork,  where  the  system  of  agriculture 
differs  widely  from  that  in  the  North, 
almost  amounts  to  a  travesty  of  justice. 
I  would  urge  that  the  labours  of  a  Sub- 
Gommissioner  should  be  confined,  as  far 
as  possible,  to   the  province  with  the 
agricultural  conditions  of  which  he  is 
well  acquainted.    A  man  well  accus- 
tomed to  the  usages  of  Ulster  may  be 
unqualified  to  appreciate  the  require- 
ments of  Munster  or  Connaught.    In 
Munster  you  have  grass  farms  combined 
with  little  cultivation;   in  Ulster  you 
have    wholly    different    conditions    of 
farming.    What  would  be  a  large  farm 


in  Ulster  would  be  a  very  small  farm  in 
Monster,  and  fur  rents  have  to  be 
determined  on  wholly  different  con* 
ditions  of  farming.  There  are  parts  o£ 
Ireland  where  the  conditions  differ  more 
widely  than  they  do  between  sgme  parts 
of  Ireland  and  England,  t  would 
urge,  therefore,  that  Sab-Commis» 
sioners  should  deal  as  far  as  possible 
with  cases  where  the  conditions  of 
farming  are  nearly  identical.  That 
will  conduce  more  to  uniformity 
in  the  fixing  of  fair  rents  upon  an  in« 
telligent  system,  and  greatly  reduce  the 
number  of  appeals.  Then  under  Sub« 
head  D I  observe  an  increase  in  ezpen^ 
diture  for  collecting  market  prices 
which  cannot,  I  think,  be  excused ;  and 
there  is  less  excuse  when  we  find  asso* 
ciated  with  this  increase,  an  increase  in 
the  judicial  rents  under  the  Act  of  1887, 
and  the  self-acting  machinery  for  in- 
creasing or  decreasing  judicial  rents. 
The  increase  has  been  in  a  manner 
never  contemplated  under  that  Act,  and 
indicates  that  the  system  of  collecting 

g rices  is  imperfect.  I  am  convinced  that 
ad  this  result  been  foreseen  the  clause 
in  this  Act  would  never  have  been 
sanctioned.  Wamisg^  were  given  at 
the  time,  but  unheeded ;  and  unfortu- 
nately the  result  on  the  increase  of 
tenia  has  surprised  even  the  landlord 
party.  Unfortunately,  too,  the  only 
Chi^  Commissioner  who  occupies  eai 
independent  position,  and  can  give  an 
opinion  on  legal  authority  is  Mr.  Justice 
CrHagan.  The  other  Commissioners  hold- 
ing their  tenure  of  office  from  year  to 
year  are  apt,  as  the  time  for  renewal  of 
office  comes  round,  to  become  extreme 
advocates  of  the  landlord  party.  I 
would  urge  on  the. Solicitor  General  the 
consideration  of  my  suggestion  in  refer- 
ence to  the  fixing  of  fair  rents  by 
Sub-Commissioners  acquainted  wiu 
tiie  conditions  of  farming  in  the  dis- 
tricts in  which  they  adjudicate. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

Class  II. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

**That  a  sum  not  exceeding  £4,478  be 
granted  to  Her  ^lajesty  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1890,  for 
the  Salaries  of  the  OfScers  and  Attendants  of 
the  Household  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire« 
land  and  other  Ezponses." 
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Mb.  MACNEILL:  I  have  but 
a  few  words  to  say  in  reference  to 
f}iis  Vote,  and  I  regret  that  it  takes 
precedence  of  the  more  important  Vote 
f6r  ttie  Chief  Secretory.  However,  a 
vast  sum  of  money  is  wasted  on  the 
frippery  and  nonsense  of  this  ginger- 
"Mread  Court,  and  many  items  require 

fcamination.      There   is  an  entry  of 
829  Os.  8d.  for  the  Private  Secretary 
of  the   Lord    Lieutenant — there  is  a 
certain  economic   ring  about  the  8d. 
What  are  the  duties  of  this  gentleman 
tiiat  he  should  require  such  a  large  re- 
illuneration  ?     He  has  not  occasion  to 
write  many  letters,  he  has  not  occasion 
to  correspond  with  ''  Dear  Mr.  Army- 
tage."    Does  he  keep  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant's  racing    accounts?      Let    the 
Chief  Secretary  consider.  He  could  keep 
two    Besident     Magistrates    for    this 
amount!      Cecil   Eoohe    and   Captain 
Segrave  could  go  from  one  end  of  Ire- 
land to  the  other  and  sentence  us  all  to 
six    months'    imprisonment    for     this 
amount.    Then  what  do  the  four  Aides- 
de-camp  do  for  their  £200  each  ?  What 
are  the  duties  of  the  three  gentlemen 
in  waiting  who,  together,  receive  £443  ? 
Will  the  Chief  Secretaory,  the  Secre- 
tary of  all   Secretaries,   tell  us  what 
are    the  duties  of   these   gentlemen? 
Does  the  Private  Secretary  draw  up 
those  short  and  foolish  speeches  with 
which  from  time  to  time  Lords  laeu- 
tenant  irritate  the  people?    What  are 
the  functions  of  the  State  Steward,  for 
which  he  is  paid  £506,  or  of  the  Comp- 
troller with  £414?     Does  the  Gentle- 
man Usher  or  the  Chamberlain  dis- 
charge any  duty  for  the  salaries  they  re- 
ceive ?  The  same  question  applies  to  the 
Master  of  the  Horse  and  the  Sergeant 
of  the  Biding  Horse.    Li  there  a  nding 
horse  in  the  Castle,  or  where  does  the 
Sergeant  earn  his  £30  a  year?  Passing 
from  these  I  come  to  the  provisions 
made   for   the    welfare   of    the  soul 
of  the    Lord   Lieutenant — and   these 
amount   to    £789.      The  chaplain    to 
Dublin  Castle  is  allowed  £335,  and  his 
reading  derk  £42 ;  organist,  choristers, 
and  chapel  keeper  bring  up  the  total  to 
£789.    But  I  would  ask  do  any  mem- 
bers of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  household 
attend  the  ministrations  of  the  chaplain? 
Do  they  not  usually  attend  the  services 
atb  he  Hibernian  Military  School,  or 
St.  Patch's  Cathedral,  or  elsewhere? 
Very  interesting  also   are   the   items 


under  the  head  of  **  Salaries  and  Allow- 
ances for  the  Office  of  Amu."    Fint 
we  have  ''  Ulster  King  of  Arms,"  £920. 
Sir  Bernard  Burke  supplies  genealogies 
and  arms    to    all    and    sundry    who 
require    such    distinction.    No  doubt 
he  would,  if  requested,  add  a  **  battenng 
ram  "  arymt  to  the    Chief   Secretaiy'ft 
quarterings.    Various  other  items  mikb 
up  the  toUd  of  this  sub-head  to  £1,091. 
^ow  that  would  not  be  an  unreasonabld 
amount  for  the  genuine  work  that  Sir 
Bernard  Burke  does.    He  is  a  learned 
antiquarian   scholar,    and  his  sernces 
as  keeper  of  the   State  Papers  in  the 
Irish  It  cord  Office  are  most  valuable. 
But  for  the  most  genuine  work  he  does 
in  this  capacity  he  is  paid  much  lesB 
than  for  ministering  to  the  extravagaoxa 
at  Dublin  Castle,  and   deciding  ques- 
tions of  precedence  between  a  **  knight 
banneret     and  a  "  knight  bachelor,'' or 
who  has  the  claim  to  take  certain  ladiea 
in  to  dinner.    Then  there  is  the  entn 
of  £12  16s.  for  the  "kettle  drummer^' 
to  which  official  reference  has  been  often 
made    in    this    House,    and  who  still 
survives  all  criticism,  and  then  we  come 
to  the  expenses  for  the  Insignia  of  the 
Order  of  St.   Patrick,  £60,  [and   it  is 
curious  to  note  that  the   embla£omng 
and  repairing  of  arms  invariably  comes 
to     the    same    amount     every    year. 
The  insig^a  are  never  cleaned.    They 
are  dirty  deal  shields,  and  so  on,  in  St. 
Patrick's  Cathedral.     They  are  noTer 
brushed  from  year's  end  to  year's  end, 
and  the  cobwebs  are   never    removed 
from  them.    Yet  £60  a  year  is  charged 
for  attending  to  them.    It  will  be  little 
short  of  a  gross  violation  of  trust  if  ve 
vote  the  sum.    The  Committee  is  asked 
to  Bunply  money  for  keeping  up  the 
paraphernalia  of  a  gingerbread  Goort, 
and  for  administering   to  the  voi^ar 
vanity   of   people  who  have  ^neiged 
from  shops,  and  are  ashamed  of  their 
origin. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.):  One 
would  have  thought  that  the  Lora  liea- 
tenant  got  quite  enough  money  to  p^ 
his  own  servants.  An  examination  <h 
the  list  of  minions  who  are  attadied  to 
the  vice-regal  household  shows  that  a 
number  of  them  are  in  receipt  of  veiy 
large  pensions.  We  are  bound  to  be- 
lieve that  the  pensions  have  been 
awarded  to  them  because  they  are  no 
longer  of  any  serrice.  Here,  howeter, 
they  turn  up  smiling,  and  one  of  then 
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gets  £150,  another  £250,  another  £240, 
and  60  on.     The  one  who  has  £240  is 
sargeon    to    the  Dublin    Metropolitan 
Police  Force,   and  everybody  who    is 
acquainted  with  that  force  knows  that 
any  farrier  or  blacksmith  in  the  City 
could  do  all  that  is  required.    A  great 
many  of  these  appointments  date  oaok 
te  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  the  Duke  of 
Abercom,   and  I  think  that    no    one 
knows    better    than     the     right    hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir 
M.    Hicks    Beach)     how    the    hungry 
Hamiltons  in  Ireland  search  for  every 
office.     Their  maw  is  insatiable.     They 
hang  on  to  their  friends  in  every  De- 
partment, and  there  is  no  getting  rid  of 
them.    These  men  are  the  boa  constric- 
tors of  the  State.     If  anyone  rises  in 
this  House  to  protest  against  their  pro- 
ceedings, a  defence  is  always  made  for 
them.    £800  a  year  is  spent  on  aide-de- 
camps  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  though 
those   who    occupy    the  posts  already 
draw    their    pay    as    officers    in    the 
Army.      Then   there  is   a  chaplain,   I 
suppose  for    the  preservation    of   the 
soul     of     the    Lord    Lieutenant.      I 
wonder  whether  it   has   never    struck 
liords    Lieutenants  with  surprise  that 
their  souls  should  be  so  very  expensive. 
I  cannot  imagine  why  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant should  not  pay  for  the  servants 
of  his  household.    If  I  had  £20,000  a 
year  from  anybody  I  would  pay  my  own 
servants.     Of  course  we  are  told  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  not  keep  up 
the  necessary  state  unless  he  had  this 
staff.     I    can    understand    that    there 
should  be  a  certain  amount  of  state  in 
the  Court  of  the  Sovereign ;  but  surely  I 
no  one  expects  that  you  should  keep  up  ' 
splendour  in  the    half-crown  Oourt  of 
l5ublin.      Even   the    Ohief    Secretary 
cannot  endure  to  spend  more  than  three 
days  there  at  a  time.    The  place  is  left 
to  dusters  and  housekeepers — some  of 
the  officials  have  residences  outside  in 
the  small  suburban  villas  of   Dublin, 
and  they  rarely  put  their  noses  into  the 
place.    To  throw  down  £7,400  of  the 
pablic  money  every  year  to  be  scrambled 
for  by  these  people  is  reallypreposter- 
oos.    As  I  said  before,  the  Hamiltons, 
the  Stewarts,  theYane  Tempests,'and  the 
other  families  that  exploit  Ireland  for 
^he    benefit  of    themselves    and  their 
followers  should  pay  their  camp-followers 
themselves.    These  camp-followers  are 
^^nerally  a  most  useless  and  vagabond 

VOL.  OCOXXXIX.  [third  skribs.] 


1806. 

set,  and  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any 
other  country  in  the  world. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.) : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  not  fail  to 
note  that  thisYote  does  not  represent 
all  that  is  asked  for  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, the  total  amount  being  not 
£7,400,  but  £38,600.  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  a  Yote  of  this  kind  is  more . 
or  less  necessary  as  long  as  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  is  retained.  We  may,  some 
of  us,  have  no  objection  to  the  principle 
of  the  maintenance  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  I  myself  think  it  a  very 
food  thing  that  it  should  be  maintained, 
believe  I  am  right  in  saying  that  the 
office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  is  not  a  profit- 
able one,  inasmuch  as  the  holders  of  it 
have  always  to  expend  more  than  they 
receive,  but  at  the  same  time  I  must 
enter  my  protest  against  such  a  large 
number  of  minor  useless  offices,  some 
of  which  are  purely  grotesque,  being 
attached  to  the  Department.  I  think 
that  the  office  of  Ulster  King-at-Arms^ 
held  by  Sir  Bernard  Burke,  might  very 
well  be  dispensed  with.  He  is  a 
great  genealogist,  and  has  published 
many  books  whidi  have  more  circula- 
tion in  England  than  in  Ireland. 
The  reward  he  has  got  for  publish- 
ing these  books  is  that  of  being 
practically  quartered  on  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  He  receives  £750  as  CJlster 
King-at- Arms  and  £500  a  year  more  as 
Keeper  of  the  Becord  Office.  Both  these 
offices  are  sinecures.  As  Keeper  of  the 
Records  Sir  Bernard  Burke  has  an  un- 
rivalled opportunity  of  making  himself 
useful  in  the  collection  and  publication 
of  documents  dealing  with  the  history 
of  Ireland.  With  the  exception  of  trac- 
ing the  history  of  families  he  has  done 
nothing  whatever  to  earn  his  salt.  I 
would  respectfully  suggest  to  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  if  he 
happens  to  be  Ohief  Secretary  when  Sir 
Bernard  Burke  resigns  or  vacates  his 
office,  that  he  might  very  reasonably 
reduce  this  annual  vote  by  abolishing  the 
Office  of  Ulster  King-at- Arms.  There  is 
in  the  Yote  an  item  of  £40  for  providing 
certain  insignia  for  the  Order  of  St. 
Patrick.  I  believe  that  no  investiture  of 
the  Order  has  taken  place  during  the  last 
twelve  months,  and  I  do  not  understand 
what  the  item  is  for.  The  Yote  also 
includes  an  item  of  £1,563  for  Queen's 
Plates.  This  was  originally  intended 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  io^- 
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proving  the  breedings  of  horeeSy  but  in 
England  it  has  been  disoovered  by 
experience  that  the  money  so  devoted 
does  not  produce  any  satisfactory 
results,  and  it  has  been  devoted  to  other 
purposes.  At  present  there  is  already 
an  allowance  of  £5,000  annually  made 
to  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  for  the 
encouragement  of  horse  breeding,  and  it 
would  be  far  better  if  this  sum  of  £1,500 
was  also  devoted  to  that  society  for  a 
similar  purpose.  I  should  be  sorry  to 
ask  the  Committee  to  reject  the  sum,  but 
I  think  the  whole  amount  that  comes 
under  Sub-head  D  might  be  dispensed 
with  ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  the  waste  that  occurs  in  this 
connection,  I  beg  to  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £1,091  for  the  salaries  and 
allowances  of  the  Office  of  Arms. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<<  That  Item  D,  of  £1,091 ,  for  Salaries, 
and  Allowances  of  Office  of  Arms,  be 
omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote.''— (  iir. 
Matihw  Kinny.) 

Mr.  a.  T.  BALFOUB  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  attack  he  has 
made  on  the  Ulster  Kin g-at- Arms  has 
omitted  to  refer  to  the  fact  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  £1,100  is  not  a  charge  on 
the  Treasury.  At  all  events,  he  care- 
fully kept  it  out  of  his  observations.  As 
a  matter  of  fact  the  Office  of  Arms  is 
almost  self-supporting,  the  fees  received 
being  nearly  sufficient  to  cover  the 
expenditure  of  the  office.  The  average 
deficit  is  annually  only  about  £220  a 
year.  Attacks  have  been  made  on 
yarious  officers  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
household.  I  do  not  think  it  is  worth 
while  to  enter  into  details,  but  I  will 
content  myself  with  saying  that  so  long 
as  there  is  a  Lord  Lieutenant  there 
must  be  a  Lord  Lieutenant's  household. 
Whether  there  ought  to  be  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  at  all  is  an  open  question, 
and  one  upon  which  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  this  subject  appears  to 
have  a  much  more  decided  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  retention  of  the  office  than 
I  myself  have.  As  has  already  been 
stated,  however,  there  are  certain  offices 
which,  when  they  become  vacant,  it  is 
not  intended  to  fill  up  without  previous 
consultation  with  the  Treasury.  Among 
these  are  the  offices  of  Ulster  King-ac- 
Arms  and  the  drummer  who  is  the  last 
survivor  of  the  Viceregal  band.  With 
regard    to    Queen's  Plates,  I   confess 
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that  I  am  not  an  admirer  of  this  mods 
of   encouraging    horse  breeding,  and 
when  I  was  Secretary  for  Sooflaad  I  £d 
what  I  could  to  alter  it  in  Sootkod.  As 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  soon  after 
taking  office,  I  inquired  into  the  sahjeoi^ 
but  a  very  small   amount  of  inqnirj 
convinced  me  that  any  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  the    Queen's  Plates  wodd 
raise  a  storm  of  indigpiation,  and  tiiis  I 
was  unwilling,  in  regkri  to  fliis  tnlqeet, 
to  undergo.    I  quite  admit  that  I  do  not 
wish  to  add  to  the  many  oontrovernes 
which  I  already  have  on  my  hands  wifii 
regard  to  Irish  affairs.  The  hon.  Member 
holds,  perhaps  rightly,  that  the  monsj 
might  DC  better  spent  in  encouraging 
horse  breeding.     In  that  opinion,  how- 
ever, he  needs  the  concurrence  of  msny 
of  his  friends,  and  certainly  of  many 
people  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY:  I  have  fte 
support  of  everybody  except  those  wbo 
are  personally  interested  in  the  races. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  wrong,  and  that  if  I 
took  the  course  he  asks  me  to  take  i 
large  number  of  gentlemen  o^posts 
would  get  up  and  denounce  thisnev 
instance  of  alien  tyranny.  I  hope  Ha 
hon.  Member  will  not  think  it  neoessmr 
to  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division,  and  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  consent  to  piv 
the  Vote,  which  is  not  for  the  Lotd 
Lieutenant,  but  for  his  household,  i 
Vote  of  a  kind  that  must  pass  so  long  ts 
Parliament  determines  to  maintain  the 
office. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  The  right  fern. 
Gentleman  has  not  referred  to  tto 
ecclesiastical  establishment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  eode- 
siastical  establishment  of  tiie  Lnd 
Lieutenant  comes  directly  under  As 
general  argument  I  have  used.  H  Jon 
abolish  the  ecclesiastical  estaUidinient 
you  will  not  effect  an  immedialB 
economy,  because  you  will  have  to 
g^ve  pensions  to  the  present  holden  » 
offices.  It  has  always  been  held  ftt* 
an  ecclesiastical  establishment  i^ 
I  necessary  part  of  the  Lord  Lieuteoaar| 
!  household.  In  these  drcumstaaosi  I 
should  no  more  assent  to  the  aboKfi* 
of  the  ecclesiastical  than  I  should  toaaj 
other  part  of  the  Viceregal  state. 

Mb.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  I  dwg 
not  have  troublea  the  Committee  W 
for  the  concluding  observations  of  ^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman.    It  seems  to  » 
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his  peonUar  miafortuiie,  or  else  it  ifl  bis 
deliberate  intentioii,  that  whenever  he 
intwrenes  in  Irish  Debates,  whether  of 
a  set  eharaoter  or  upon  the  Estimates, 
to  raise  a  storm  or,  at  all  events,  to  set 
a  breeze  ablowing,  which  is  altogether 
unnecessary.  Anyone  who  listened  to 
my  hon.  Friend  will  agree  that  he  spoke 
in  a  most  temperate  manner,  and  cer- 
tainly there  was  no  idea  in  our  minds 
of  that  ^acrimony  and  that  storm  of 
indignation"  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gfrentleman  refers  in  connection  with  the 
Vote  for  Queen's  Plates.  We  reserve 
our  indignation  for  some  subject  more 
worthy  of  it ;  we  reserve  it,  for  instance, 
for  the  consideration  of  the  salary  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
het  is  straying  beyond  the  limits  of  the 
Amendment  before  the  Committee, 
which  is  to  omit  the  item  for  Ulster 
King- at- Arms. 

Ife.  FLYNN  :  I  defer  to  your  ruling, 
Sir,  and  will  only  refer  to  the  item,  and 
at  once  I  take   issue    with    my    hon. 
fViend  who  has  moved  the  reduction. 
This  item  is  one  of  the  last  remnants  of 
respectability  allowed   to  remain  from 
the  Civil  List  of  the  ancient  Irish  nation. 
It  is  a  touching  tribute  from  a  parsi- 
monious Treasury  to  the  instincts  of  a 
separate  nation,  and  to  the  treatment 
that  nation  is  entitled  to  at  the  hands 
of  the  people  of  this  country.     It  is  a 
survival  of  the  time    when  Irishmen, 
whether   they    recognised    the   Lord- 
Lieutenant  or  not,  were  proud  of  a  state 
of  things  in  which   there  really  is  a 
Court,  and  something  more  than    the 
tawdry  flippery  and  trivial  tinsel  such 
such  as  we  now  see  in  Dublin.    I  do 
not  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  his 
Motion  for  reducing  the  Yote«     But  it 
18  needless  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
talk  of  denunciation  of  tyranny ;  there 
is  nothing  of  the  kind  in  this  discussion. 
I  express  my  opinion  when  I  say  that 
X   should  regret  to  see  the  item  abo- 
lished, and  I  hope  that  when  the  present 
occupier  of  the  office  has  ceased  to  hold 
it    his  successor  wUl  hold  it  under  cir- 
coxnstances  of  greater  dignity  under  the 
authority  of  this  or  of  an  Irish  House 
oi  Commons.    Differences  of  opinion  we 
have  on  this  subject,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    altogether  transcends    the 
importance  of  these  differences.   Itis  one 
of   the  functions  of  this  Committee  to 
eiitioise  these  items,  and  of  this  amount 


of  £7,478  for  the  household  of  the  Lor  ^ 
Lieutenant  there  is  much,  if  we  wer® 
disposed  to  criticise  with  severe  economyy 
to  which  we  might  take  exception.  The 
Yote  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  himself  is 
withdrawn  from  criticism  because  it  is 
payable  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
but  all  the  criticisms  that  we  address  to 
this  particular  Yote  before  us  are  not 
imconneoted  with  the  higher  subject 
which  we  have  in  view,  thou((h  techni- 
cally we  cannot  deal  with  it.  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  find  it  necessary  to 
divide  on  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.^ :  It  is 
quito  clear  that  we,  cannot  enlist  our 
Irish  friends  on  the  side  of  economy,  and  > 
that  whatever  is  to  be  done  in  that 
direction  must  be  done  by  English  Mem- 
bers. I  would  contrast  with  this  enor* 
mous  expenditure,  which  we  are  called 
upon  to  provide  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant" 
of  Ireland,  the  figures  that  in  the  same 
connection  apply  to  that  g^eat  people  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  question 
before  the  Committee  is  the  Motion  on^ 
the  item  for  the  Ulster  King-at-Arms. 

Mr.  COSSHAM :  I  quite  understand 
that,  because  it  is  part  of  the  household 
expenditure  which  I  conceive  to  be  on 
an  extravagant  scale,  and  of  it  this  item 
of  £1,091  is  a  considerable  part.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  a  poor 
country  like  Ireland  is  justified  in  hav- 
ing all  this  expenditure  on  a  Court,  and 
if  a  Division  is  taken  I  shall  certainly 
support  my  hon.  Friend.  We  have  the 
assure  nee  that  some  of  these  offices  will 
not  be  filled  up  when  vacated  by  the 
present  holders.  I  hope  this  will  be 
carried  out  rigorously,  and  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  retain  office  long 
enough  to  give  effect  to  his  undertaking. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  68; 
Noes  101.— (Div.  List,  No.  384.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  GILL  (Louth,  S.) :  There  has 
been  an  outcry  in  some  quarters  for  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  it  has  been  stated  that  the  office 
has  been  filled  in  recent  years  by  those 
who  certainly  have  not  endeared  it  to 
the  Irish  people.  For  my  own  part,  I 
am  not  prepared  for  the  abolition  of  the 
office,f  or  as  long  as  Ireland  occupies  the 
position  she  does  under  the  Act  of 
Union,  I  look  upon  the  office  of  Lord 
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Lieuteaant  as  one  of  the  few  symbols 
left  of  our  separate  nationality. 

The  OHAIRMA.N  :  It  is  not  com- 
petent  for  the  hon.  Member  to  discuss 
the  question  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mb.  QILL  :  I  was  merely  makings  a 
reference  in  passing.  I  was  going  to  refer 
to  the  changes  in  the  personality ;  but 
I  pass  from  that.  I  will  only  say,  in 
relation  to  the  present  holder  of  the 
o£Soe,  that  the  Ijish  people  have  good 
reason  to  believe  that  they  do  not  get 
full  yalue  for  its  retention. 

Thb  chairman  :  The  allowance 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  specially 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
and  it  is  impossible  to  discuss  the  per- 
formance of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  upon 
this  Yote. 

M&.  GILL :  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  do  not  think  is  worth  while  my  pro- 
ceeding any  further. 

Mb.  M.  HARRIS  (Galway.  B.) :  It 
is  a  delusion  and  a  sham  to  vote  tbis 
money  to  keep  up  tbe  household  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  while  the  homes  and 
roof  trees  of  people  in  all  parts  of  Ire- 
land are  being  levelled  to  the.  ground  by 
the  forces  under  his  control.  Day  after 
day  we  have  records  of  these  things, 
and  certainly  if  I  had  it  in  my  power  I 
would  sooner  vote  money  for  the 
support  of  these  poor  people  and  their 
homes  than  I  would  vote  anything  to 
keep  up  the  household  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £26,271,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  OfSces  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in 
Dublin  and  London ,  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments." 

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  any  general 
disoussion  on  the  policy  and  adminis- 
tration of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lreland, 
but  for  the  purpose  of  raising  a  specific 
question  in  accordance  with  an  under- 
taking which  I  gave  Eome  days  ago, 
namely,  as  to  the  correspondence  be- 
tween the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
and  Father  Oostello,  the  newly-appointed  J 
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parisb  priest  of  Woodford,  and  wift 
bishop  Healy,  the  coadjutor  Bishop  of 
that  diocese  in  reference  to  the  renewed 
wholesale  evictions  by  Lord  OUnricaide 
on  that  property.    It  is  now  some  18 
months  since  I  dealt  witb  the  whole  of 
this  question,  and  still  this  miserable 
dispute  continues ;  from  time  to  time 
fresh  batches  of  evictions  hays  taken 
place  in  continuance  of  Lord  CUnri- 
carde's  avowed    purpose  to   dear  bis 
property  if  the  tenants  did  not  give 
way  and  abandon  to  thmr  fate  t&wa 
already  evicted.     Within  the  last  fort- 
night 24  families  have  been  eficted, 
15  of  them  on  the  Portumna  estate, 
where,  owing  to  circumstances  I  will 
presently  mention,  there  have  been  no 
previous  evictions ;  nine  of  them  on  the 
Woodford  estate,  and  of  these  nine  I  am 
informed  that  five  are  widows.    Adding 
these  to  previous  evictions,  I  find  that 
97    families    have^been  evicted;  and 
upwards  of    170    persons    have   been 
sent    to    prison    for    various    oanses 
under   tbe    Coercion  Act,   dbrectly  or 
indirectly  connected  with  this  dispute. 
Further  evictions  on  a  large  scale  are 
threatened.    Upwards  of  60  tenants  oo 
the  Portumna  estate  are  in  a  position 
where  they  may  be  evicted  at  a  moment i 
notice;  a  still  gpreater  number  are  ia 
the  same   position    on   the  Woodfori 
estate,  and,  taking  the  whole  property, 
I  am  told  on  authority  I  cannot  aouU, 
that    800    tenants    may  be  eideted  if 
agreement  is  not  come  to.     Under  tbese 
circumstances,  I  have  felt  it  a  pablie 
duty  to  make  a  final  protest  befbce  tiie 
House  rises  and  to  urge  on  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  a  course  rhich 
will  prevent  what  I  believe  will  be  a 
crime    of     unparalleled    magnitadfr— 
namely,  the  clearance  and  depopalatKn 
of  a  whole  district.     Some  dajs  ago, 
before  the  recent  batch  of  evi^ona,  I 
ut  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secreterf 
br  Ireland  with  reference  to  his  eom- 
spondence  on  this  subject  and  asked  hiiB 
to  produce  it.    The  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  replied  to  me  in  a  fame  and  in 
terms  which,  if  I  did  not  wish  on  ibe 
present  occasion  to  eliminate  anypemtfl 
controversy,  I  should  feel  it  my  dn^to 
characterise  in  the  terms  it  desMtei 
The  Chief  Secretary  said  he  had  bo 
intention  to  gpratify  my  curiosity  b^  »Bb- 
mitting  to  me  his  private  corraspondsBea 
Hon.  Members  wul  probably  iinderaiai|^ 
by  this  that  the  parish  priest  otVfu^i 
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ford  and  Bishop  Healy  have  written  to 
*  ihe  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  a 
private  manner,  and  not  intending  their 
correspondence  to  be  made  public.  This, 
however,  is  not  the  case.  I  have  the 
assurance  of  both  those  g^entlemen  that 
tiieir  letters  were  of  a  public  character, 
on  a  public  matter,  intended  to  be  made 
public.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  reply,  took  the  unusual  course  of 
making  his  letters  private.  In  my  ex- 
perience, which  extends  over  a  good 
many  years,  I  have  never  known  a 
Minister,  written  to  on  a  public  matter, 
mark  his  letter  in  reply  private.  But  I 
have  consulted  other  and  better  authori- 
ties than  myself  on  such  matters,  and  I 
am  told  that  it  is  a  most  unusual 
course  for  a  Minister  to  answer  public 
matters  by  a  private  letter  and  to 
refuse  their  publication.  It  can  only  be 
justified  where  the  reply  introduces 
fresh  matter,  which  I  understand  was 
not  the  case  in  this  instance.  I  have 
before  me  the  letter  of  Father  Costello, 
the  parish  priest  of  Woodford.  This 
gentleman  has  only  recently  been  ap- 
pointed to  that  post  in  place  of  Father 
Ooen,  whose  death  was  caused  by 
the  anxieties  he  underwent  in  con- 
sequence of  this  unfortunate  dispute. 
[Ifr.  A.J,  Balfour  at  this  point  returned 
to  hii  place r\  I  am  glad  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary has  returned,  because  although  I 
quite  appreciate  the  large  amount  of 
time  he  devotes  to  the  business  of  the 
House,  yet  the  matter  I  wish  to  bring 
forward  is  one  which  specially  concerns 
himself.  Father  CosteUo  is  one  of  the 
most  moderate  men,  though  with  deep 
sympathies  for  the  tenants,  and  his  first 
task  on  being  appointed  was  to  make  an 
edOTort  for  the  settlement  of  this  question. 
SEe  obtained  authority  from  the  tenants 
to  act  for  them,  and  he  then  entered 
into  communication  with  Ijord  Clanri- 
carde.  What  occurred  will  best  be 
explidned  by  his  letter  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.    He  wrote— 

"  Aa  pariah  priest  recently  appointed,  I  have, 
in  ihe  interests  of  justice  and  the  puhlic  peace, 
endeavoured  to  effect  a  settlement  of  this  un- 
bappy  dispate  between  Lord  Olanricarde  and 
his  tenants.  The  latter  authorised  me  to  convey 
to  hit  Lordship,  as  I  did,  that  they  were  willing 
either  to  purchase  their  holdings  at  a  fair 
valuation  or  agree  to  leave  matters  in  dispute  to 
arbitration  or  agree  to  any  moderate  terms. 
Instead  of  acceding  to  these  terms  Lord  Olan- 
ricarde is  preparing  lor  wholesale  evictions." 

Father  Costello   then   entered  into  a ' 


narrative  of  recent  events  on  the  pro- 
perty, pointing  out  the  number  of  evic- 
tions and  imprisonments.  He  concluded 
by  saying — 

'*  In  view  of  such  facts  and  complications  1 
request  that  the  Government  may  send  here  an 
impartial  Commission  to  hear  both  aides  and 
present  an  accurate  Report  on  the  whole  case  ; 
secondly,  that  all  further  action  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  be  meanwhile  suspended  until 
the  Report  shall  have  been  presented.  Doing 
so  wUL  certainly  avert  social  disorder,  and 
afford  reasonable  but  necessary  protection  to  a 
notable  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  againat 
unrelenting  extermination.*' 

This  letter  was  a  public  one,  addressed 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  his 
public  capacity.    The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  replied  in  a  private  letter. 
The  letter,  I  am    told,    rejected    the 
demand  of  the  tenants  and  abandoned 
them  to  the  tender  mercies  of  LoiA 
Olanricarde,  whom  the  Government  sup- 
ported in  his  wholesale  evictions  wilbi 
all  the  forces  of  the  CoercioQ  Act    I 
submit  that  we  are  entitled  to  have  that . 
reply  or,  at  all  events,  the  reasons  for 
the  action  of  the  Government.    I  now- 
come  to  the  correspondence  with  Bishop . 
Healy  with  reference  to  the  Portumna 
district.    Bishop  Healy  is  the  most  con- 
servative of  all  the  Irish  prelates  on  the- 
land  question.     He  holds  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  in  holy  horror,  and  he  has 
done  his  utmost  to  prevent  the  PortumfiA 
tenants  from  throwing  in  their  lot  with 
the  Woodford  tenants.     He  has,  how- 
ever, the  strongest  possible  opinion  that 
Lord  Clanricarde's  conduct  to  his  tenants 
has  been  unjust  and  cruel,  and  he  haa 
espoused  the  cause  of  the  tenants  with« 
the  utmost  warmth.      He  has    corre- 
sponded at  length  with  liOrdClanricarde^.. 
but  without  obtaining  any  result.     He 
has   also  corresponded  with  the  Chief' 
Secretary    for    Ireland,   and  I   cannot 
doubt  that  it  has  been  owing  to  his- 
remonstrances   and  entreaties  that  till 
quite  lately  the  Government  did  not  sup-  - 
port  evictions  on  this  part  of  the  pro- 
perty.    Time  after  time  Lord  Clanri- 
carde  has  been  in  a  position  to  evict  on 
a  large  scale  on  this  part  of   his  pro- 

Eerty,  and  has  made  all  his  preparations ; 
ut  time  after  time,  at  the  last  moment, 
on  one  excuse  or  other,  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  have  not  been  lent  by  the 
Government,  and  I  believe  that  there  ia 
little  doubt  that  this  was  due  to  Bishop 
Healy 's  exertions.  I  make  no  complaint 
on  this  score  against  the  action  of  the 
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Obief  Secretary.  On  tbe  contrary,  I 
applaud  it ;  but  I  want  to  know  why 
this  policy  has  now  been  reversed,  or 
why  the  evictions  have  now  been  eup* 
ported.  I  have  the  authority  of  Bishop 
fiealy  for  saying  that  his  letters  were  of 
a  pubMo  character,  intended  for  publi- 
cation, and  I  cannot  think  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  should  shelter  himself  under 
.the  pl^a  that  his  replies  were  marked 
.  private.  I  have  not  seen  the  letters  of 
the  Bishop :  but  the  tenour  of  them 
tnay  be  gathered  from  an  address  which 
the  Bishop  made  to  the  Portamna 
tenants  some  few  weeks  ago,  when  evic- 
tions were  imminent,  under  solemn  cir- 
cumstances, in  the  Portumna  Parish 
Ohurch,  in  which  he  reviewed  the 
whole  position,  and  stated  the  part 
he  had  taken.  I  wish  that  1 
could  read  the  whole  of  that  address. 
It  would  convert  the  most  stony-hearted 
to  a  view  of  the  injustice  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Lord  Clanricarde.  The 
Bishop  said — 

**The  qaestion  is  wfatther  you  are  to  be- 
eottie  landless  or  not.  It  is,  in  fact,  a  question 
of  life  or  death  to  you.*' 

The  Bishop  then  entered  into  a  history 
joi  the  dispute.  He  showed  how  ilie 
rents  had  been  raised  in  consequence 
of  the  tenants  having  voted  contrary 
to  the  directions  of  Lord  Olanrioarde  in 
the  celebrated  Gal  way  election.  He 
showed  how,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  dispute  in  1885,  he  had  personally 
.urged  on  Lord  Clanricarde's  agent  an 
abatement  of  rent  on  the  ground  that 
the  tenants  could  not  pay  full  rent  He 
showed  that  the  agent  had  suggested 
a  memorial  to  Lord  Clanricarde;  and 
that  the  memorial,  signed  by  himself 
and  by  the  Protectant  rector,  asked  for 
an  abatement  of  25  per  cent.  He 
showed  also  that  no  answer  was  ever 
sent  to  this  memorial,  and  that  Mr. 
Joyce,  the  agent,  was  dismissed  for 
advising  abatements,  and  that  evictions 
were  then  carried  out.  The  Bishop  then 
proceed 


'*Just  12  months  later,  in  October,  1SS6, 
Messrs.  O'Brien  and  Dillon  came  down  and 

.  launched  against  Lord  Clanricarde  the  Plan  of 
CampaigQ.  I  ha4  no  great,  reason  to  like  Lord 

'  Clanricarde.  He  treated  me  as  no  gentleman 
ever  treated  a  Bishop.  But,  on  the  other  hand, 
you  know,  for  reasors  it  is  unnecessary  now  to 
explain,  I  kept  aloof  from  the  Flan,  and,  to 
put  it  in  the  mildest  form,  1  did  not  like  it. 
Besides,  I  denounced  the  excesses  of  boycotting 
on  more  than  one  occasion,  and  every  official 
of  the  Ghovemment  knows  well  that  I  earnestly 

Mr,  Shaw  Left%r$ 


and  constantly  counselled  you  agaiast  ontngs 
and  exhorted  you  to  patience  ana  charity.  . .  . 
Then  when  last  year  Mr.  Shaw  Lefem  wsat 
to  Loughrea  I  advised  you  to  follow  bis  eoni- 
sel  as  that  of  one  of  our  own  friends,  to  foQov 
his  counsel,  and  to  meet  Lord  Clanricarde,  so 
to  speak,  half-way,  and  secure  you  the  sym- 
pathy of  all  honest  men.'* 

He  then  detailed  the  couree  of  nego- 
tiations with  Lord  Clanricarde,  and  that 
with  the  consent  of  the  tenants  he  hid 
made  a  most  reasonable  offer,  and  that 
after  three  months*  silence  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde replied  with  an  alternative 
which  could  not  be  entertained.  The 
Bishop  concluded  by  urging  the  tenants 
to— 

«*  Go  out  if  you  are  so  minded  ;  but  go  oat 
without  violence  to  the  officers  of  the  law.^' 

Owing,  I  believe,  to  the  exertions  of  the 
Bishop  with  the  Chief   Secretary  the 
evictions  were  further  postponed;  but 
lately  Lord  Clanricarde  has  again  found 
himself  in  a  position  to  resume  them. 
Just  before  the  evil  day  another  exer- 
tion was  made  to  avoid  them.    Ftthn 
Pelly,  the  administrator  of  the  pariihi 
by  the   desire   of    the  Bishop,   called 
the    Portumna  tenants    together,  and 
they  made  another  offer  to  Lord  danti- 
carde.    They  would  pay  at  once  a  year*« 
rent  with  the  abatement  of  S^O  per  cent, 
and  would  pay  the  arrears,  subject  to 
some  abatement,  if  time  were  given,  aiid 
if  the  tenants  already  evicted  wererea- 
stated  and  costs  foregone.    This  offar 
was  peremptorily  rejected  by  14  r.  Twer, 
and  the  evictions  already  described  wew 
carried  out  a  few  days  ago.    The  tenasts 
followed  the  advice  of  the  Bishop.  Th^ 
offered  only  a  passive  resistance;  they 
opposed  no  force  to  the  Sheriff;  thej 
submitted  to  eviction  quietly ;  andthej 
have  joined  the  ever- increasing  band  of 
evicted  men.    Now,  I  submit  upon  to 
statement  that  the  tenants  have  nude 
every  exertion  for  a  reasonable  eBttle- 
ment  of  the  case.   The  question  is>  whkh 
of  the  parties  was  in  the  wrong  when 
the  dispute  arose  ?    It  is  now  certain 
that  if  Lord  Clanricarde  had  made  i 
reasonable  abatement  at  the  commence* 
ment  such  as  has  now  at  length  heeo 
wrung  from  liim^.  there  wio*ikihavek«* 
no  dispute,  no  evictions,  and  no  c***?" 
tions  and  imprisonments.     It  is  eqtsft 
certain  that  for  two  years  after  theCfl©- 
mencement  of  the  dispute  Lord  CfaW" 
carde  made  no  offer  which  could  be  4S' 
pected  to  be  accepted  by  the  tenaajj'  1 
think  it  is  equally  dear  that  Lord  OUi- 


-ir^carde   is  unwilling  now  to  effect  a 
settlements  through  a  yindictive  feeling 
and  a  desire  to  punish  his  tenants  for 
their  present  and  past  action  to  him. 
Bishop  Healy,  in  one  of  his  letters  on 
.the  subject,  stated  that  Lord  Clanri- 
•carde  had  publicly,  in  writings  stated 
that  he  had  inherited  from  his  father  a 
yindictive  feeling  against  his  tenants. 
XiOrd  Clanricarde  wrote  to  the   Times 
denying,  in  the  most  absolute  terms,  the 
.statement  of  Bishop  Healj,  and  saying 
that  he  had    never  written  any  such 
letter.    With  some  trouble  I  have  been 
able  .to  find  the  letter ,  referred  to  by 
Bishop  Healy,  which  I  thinlc  hon.  Mem- 
l)ere  will  say  is  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary ever  written  by  a  landlord — 
one  which  sheds  a  most  lurid  light  upon 
all  Lord  Clanricarde's  proceedings,  and 
.fully  justifies  Bishop  Healy's  remarks. 
Some    tenants    from    Woodford     had 
written  to  the  Fre&fMn^9  J^urhal  in  1S79 
^ — that  year  of  terrible  agricultui'al  dis- 
tress to  every  lessee  ox   Lord  Clanri- 
carde— for  not  making  abatements  of 
rent,  and  making  a  comparison  between 
iiis  conduct  and  that  of  his  father.  Lord 
Oanricarde  replied  in  these  terms — a 
letter,    it  will  be    recollected,  written 
eight  years  after  he  had  come  into  pos- 
session of  the  estate — 

**  Sixy^l  have  beei^  informed  that  withia  the 
last  week  you  have  publUhed  a  letter  dated 
'liOaghrea,  in  which  the  writer,  with  indifferent 
liQccefls,  attempts  the  easy  task  of  drawing  a 
jConparisoB  between  my  conduct  and  that  of  Uie 
ista  liocd  Clanrioarde  towards,  the  people  of  my 
Jriah  property.    It  is  perfectly  true  m^  father 
devoted  many  years  of  his  life  to  the  interests 
of  those  on  his  property  ifi  Gal^ay,  but  he  was 
MO  deeply  wounded  by  their  ingratitude  that  in 
foue  ol  hit  last  lettecs  he  not  only  strongly  ez- 
,  pressed  his  bitter  disappointment  and  mortifica- 
tion, but  even  begged  that  I  would  remember 
it  against  them,  the  only  instance  of  vindiciive- 
ness  on   his   part   1    can  remember;  and  I 
^farther  gathered  his  opinion  (which  I  share  in) 
.io  h^ve  been  that  the  people  ia  qacstion  are 
incapable  of  gratitude  and  impossible  to  satisfy. 
Js  it  reasonable  to  expect  that  I,  discouraged 
'by  the  evil  for  good  my  father  met  with  from 
Jua  tenants,  should  care  to  tread  in  his  foot- 
•stcpi. 

"Your  obedient  Servant^ 

**  Glambicabi>b." 

The  ingratitude  complained  of  was,  I. 
believe,  that  the  tenants  of  this  property 
refused  to  rote  at  Lord  Clanricarde^s 
[dictation  in  the  Election  of  1871,  when' 
Xolonel  Nolan  was  returned.  Thisi 
Jetter,  I  believe,  gives  the  clue  to  thei 
j^reaent  Lord's  action.      He  is  not  in-i 
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fluenced    by    the      ordinary    feeling^ 
between    landlords    and    tenants,    nor 
even  by  the  enlightened  view  of  his 
own  interests;  he  has  all  along  been 
actuated  by  vindictive  feelings,  which 
he  admits  he  inherits  from  his  father ; 
and  having  the  tenants  in  his  power, 
and  supported  by  the  Coercion  Act,  he 
is  prepared  to  clear  the  estate  and  to 
depopulate  the  district  unless  the  tenants 
will   bend  to  him  and  abandon  those 
who  have  already  been  unjustly  evicted. 
Now  I  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  under  all 
the  circumstances  I  have  detailed,  is  be 
prepared  to  support  this  man  in   his 
vindictive  action  m  clearing  his  estate  ? 
I  cannot  believe  it.     No  greater  orimff, 
in   my    opinion,    could  be  committed. 
What,  then,   is  to  be  done?    I  could 
suggest   many  courses  if  there  be  a 
desire;  but  for  the  moment  I  believe 
the  best  and  wisest  course  would  be  to 
follow  the  m6derate  and  pradent  sug- 
gestion of  Father  Costello,  to  appoint 
an  impartial  Commission  to  investigate 
the  causes  jof  the  dispute,  and  mean- 
while to  suspend  lending  the  forces  of 
the    Crown   to    evict.    Before  such  b, 
Commission  I  will  undertake  to  prove 
every  word  that  I  have  written  and  said 
on  this  case ;  and  I  shall  be  very  much 
surprised  if  the  appointment  of  it  will  not 
be  an  inducement  to  Lord  Clanricarde 
to  come  to  terms.    I  have,  in  conclusion, 
to  apologise  to  the  House  for  having 
detained  them  with  this  story  at  this 
period.    I  have  returned  to  the  House 
at  great  personal  inconvenience,  and  in 
spite  of  the  fact  that  I  am  paired  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Session  and  cannot 
vote.    I  have  done  so  because  I  have 
felt  it  a  public  duty  to  make  an  effort — 
it  may  be  a  last  effort — on  behalf  of  a 
people  whom  I  believe  to  be  cruelly  used, 
and  against  a  policy  of  extermination 
which  Lord  Clanricarde,  supported  by 
the  forces  of  the  Crown,  appears  to  be 
bent  on. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALF0T:,E  :  It  is  due  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  should 
at  once  reply  to  him,  though  I  confess 
it  taxes  my  ingenuity  to  find  out  what 
connection  there  is  between  the  indict- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Vote  forthe  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Offices  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
attacked  the  action  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  the  enforcement  of  certain 
debts  which  he  regards  as  being  harshfy 
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exacted  by  the  creditor.  What  would 
be  the  oondition  of  this  House  if  the 
Home  Secretary  in  reference  to  England 
had  to  answer,  not  merely  for  the  legal 
justification  of  any  action  of  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  in  enforcing  debts,  but  for 
the  moral  character  of  the  creditor  and 
the  general  conditions  under  which  that 
debt  was  enforced  ? 

;  Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  not  have 
lieard  my  opening  sentences.  If  he  had 
}ie  would  have  seen  the  connection.  I  re- 
ferred to  the  correspondence  between 
Pather  Costello  and  Bishop  Healy  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  On  this 
subject  I,  on  a  previous  occasion,  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some  ques- 
tions. 

.  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  heard  that 
reference,  but  I  ask  the  Committee  what 
difference  does  it  make  ?  Suppose,  in 
the  case  I  am  putting,  a  friend  of  the 
debtor  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, would  that  bring  the  matter 
under  the  purview  of  the  House  of 
Commons?  Lord  Clanricarde  may  be 
as  wicked  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  painted  him ;  but  if  Lord  Clanri- 
carde's  conscience  were  loaded  with 
every  sin  which  the  imagination  of 
oasuists  has  been  able  to  conceive,  is 
that  a  reason  for  not  voting  the  salary 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  I  confess  my 
utter  inability  to  perceive  the  connection 
between  Lord  Clanricarde's  moral  guilt 
and  the  right  the  holder  of  the  office  I 
occupy  has  to  receive  the  remuneration 
attached  to  the  post.  It  is  not  my  busi- 
ness to  defend  Lord  Clanricarde,  and  I 
do  not  mean  to  defend  him — it  is  quite 
outside  my  business;  but  granted  he 
managed  his  estate  not'  merely  hadly 
but  unjustly,  I  do  not  see  why  I  am 
expected  to  give  any  answer  on  the  sub- 
ject at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thinks  he  has  connected  his  indictment 
.  with  the  Vote  because  he  has  been  able 
to  state  that  the  Bev.  Father  Costello 
and  the  Bishop  Coadjutor  had  corre- 
spondence with  me  on  the  subject.  It 
appears  to  be  thought  that,  because 
these  two  rev.  gentlemen  have  written  to 
me,  therefore  my  reply  ought  to  be  made 
.public;  but  that  is  an  unreasonable 
contention.  If  I  had  supposed  that  view 
would  have  been  taken  1  should  merely 
have  sent  them  an  official  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  receipt  of  their  letters, 
according  to  the  well-understood  rule, 

Mr,  A.  J.  Bafuwr 


and  there  would  have  been  an  end  ot 
the  matter.  But  I  have  great  regard 
for  both  those  rev.  gentlemen  to  whom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  refeired. 
I  believe  that  both  have  at  heart  the 
good  of  the  tenantry  among  whom  they 
are  placed,  and  that  they  were  animated 
by  a  sincere  desire  to  end  this  unhappj 
quarrel,  and  therefore  I  was  most  aiu 
willing  to  send  them  a  dry  official 
acknowledgment,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  is  the  sort  of  answer 
I  ought  to  have  given.  I  sent  diem 
both  private  letters 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  Th» 
reason  why  the  correspondence  is  asked 
for  is  that  the  eviotions  were  delayed 
for  a  considerable  time,  and  it  i» 
believed  the  correspondence  will  dis- 
close the  reasons  why  the  eviotions  wer^ 
delayed,  and  why  those  reasons  oeasel 
to  operate. 

Mb.    a.   J.    BALFOUE:  Oh,   Sir, 
if  that  is    the    reason,    I    can   afford 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman  immediate 
comfort,   because    on    that   particniar 
point    Uie    correspondence    would  not 
afford  any  information.      It  was  sog- 
gested  in  the  letter  from   Father  Gos- 
telle,  which  I  have  not  by  me  at  the 
moment  to  quote  from,  that  a  Commii- 
sion  should  be  sent  down  to  inquire  into 
the  relations  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenants  on  the  Clanricarde  estate^ 
and  that  until  that  Commiasion  had  i^ 
ported  the  Crown  should  refuse  the  aid 
of  its  forces  in  protecting  the  sheriffs- 
officer.    There  is  one  objection  to  thai 
course  which  is  conclusive,  and  that  ia 
that  it  would  be  absdutely  iliegaL   A 
Commission,  unless    appointed   by  ai 
Act  of  Parliament,  cannot  take  evidene^ 
on  oath  compulsorily,  and  it  would  have 
no  more  machinery  for  arriving  at  the* 
truth  than  any  policeman  who  nughi 
happen  to  be  on  the  spot.    Godd  we 
delay  the  ordinary  legal  process  antil 
the  Commission  reported  ?    The  xighfc 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  thai  vf 
should  be  going  far  beyond  our  datiea 
if  we  were  to  take  any  such  oouna.^ 
Cbnceive  the  Home  Secretary  in  £ag* 
land  arriving  at  the  conclusion  thatai^ 
particular  creditor  was  acting,  not  HI^ 
gaily,  but  harshly  in  the  exaction  of  ^ 
particular  debt ;  conceive  him  annomi^ 
ing  that  he  proposed  to  appoint  a  Gba* 
mission  to   inquire  into  the  condltioa^ 
under  which  the  debt  was  oontratt^d 
and  the  pajment  of  it  was  asked ;  <0D^ 
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oeiye  him  adding  that  until  he  was  satis« 
fied  by  the  Beport  of  the  Commission 
that  the  debt  was  a  just  one,  on  the 
broad  principle  of  equity,  that  he  would 
absolutely  decline  to  allow  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  to  be  used  in  order  to  obtain 
for  the  creditor  his  legal  right 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  :  A  main 
part  of  my  case  was  that  for  four  years 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  practically 
suspended  eyiotions^fand  denied  the  use 
of  the  forces  of  the  Crown  on  the 
Fortumna  estate. 

Mb.  a.  J.  B  ALFOTTR :  It  appears  to 
be  becoming  a  rule  that  I  am  to  be  in* 
terrupted  more  than  any  other  Member. 
Ck>ula  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wait 
until  I  had  finished  my  argument  ?    His 
interruption  is  absolutely  irrelevant — 
foolishly  irrelevant.    I  have  stated  an 
Unglish  parallel  to  the  course  I  was 
asked  to  take ;  and  the  mere  statement 
of  it  ought  to  convince  every  Member  of 
the  Committee  that  the  course  suggested, 
with  the  best  of  motives  on  the  part  of 
Father  Costello,  was  a  course  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  adopt.    I  believe  there 
are  not  two  members  of  the  Irish  clergy 
more  anxious  than  are  Bishop  Healy  and 
Father  Costello  to  see,  not  only  the  law 
maintained,  but  these  unhappy  disputes 
settled  ;  I  believe  they  have  done  a  great 
deal  of  good  where  they  could  exercise 
their  influence,  and  I  only  wish  they 
had  imitators  in  every  part  of  Ireland  ; 
and  if  these  two  gentlemen  took,  as  I 
think  they  did,  too  favourable  a  view  of 
the  action  of  the  tenants  I  would  be  the 
last  to  blame  them  for  it.    Thev  rightly 
regard  it  as  their  business  to  do  every- 
thing they  can  for  their  flock.  Although 
I  think  that,  if  the  Commission  desired 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  reported  on 
all  the  facts  of  the  case,  the  result  would 
be  that  blame   would  be  thrown,  not 
entirely  on  Lord  Clanricarde,  but  that 
some  share  of  it  would  fall  upon  the 
tenants,    still    I    am   not  prepared  to 
criticise  these  rev.   gentlemen  because 
they  threw  in  their  lot  chiefly  with  the 
tenants.     It  is  stated  that  for  four  years, 
by  one  expedient  or  another,  I  have 
prevented  the  forces  of  the  Crown  some- 
times from  being  used  to  enforce  evic- 
tions. Personally,  I  have  not  been  in  my 
present  office  for  four  years;  and,  speak- 
ing for  my  own  tenure  of  office  alone,  I 
entirely  deny  that  the  Government  have 
refused  to  sheriffs'  officers  the  support 
which  they  have  a  right  to  demand  in 


the  Fortumna  district.      Of  course,  in 
cases  in  which  disturbances  are  antr- 
dpated,    time    must    be    allowed   for 
inquiry  and  for  concentrating  the  forces 
of   the    Crown.      In    cases    in  which 
sufficient    notice    has  not    been  given 
and    in    which     hardship     would    be 
inflicted  on    the  troops  and  the  police 
by    concentrating    them    hastily,    the 
Government  have  the  right  to  tell  the 
persons  locally  concerned  that  protect 
tion  could  not  be  given  at  the  particular 
moment  it  was  desired.     Some  discre* 
tion    has    always    been    left   to    the 
Executive  Government  in   these  casea. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely  in 
error  if  he  supposes  that  the  Govern- 
ment  have  acted  upon  or    have    laid 
down  any  such  indefensible  proposition 
as  that  they  have    the    right,    if  they 
happen  to  think  any  particular  creditor, 
be  he  a  landlord   or  any  one  else,  is 
exacting  a  debt  in  a  harsh  manner,  te 
prevent  him  exacting  it,  if  it  is  a  legal 
one,  by  refusing  him  or  the  sheriffs' 
officers  who  are  carrying  out  the  duties 
imposed  upon  them  by  a  Court  of  Law 
the    protection    they    have  a  right  to 
require.     I  have    said    it    Is  not    my 
business  to  defend  Lord  Clanricarde  or 
any    other    creditor  in    this    country. 
I  do  not  believe  Lord  Clanricarde    is 
worse  than    many    a    creditor  in   this 
country.      No    doubt  a  man  in   Lord 
Clanricarde's   position,  the    head  of  ft 
great  family  in  the  county  in  which  his 
property  is  situated,  has  duties  that  are 
not    enforceable    by   law,    but    dutie» 
which   woidd  naturally  be  discharged 
by  any  man   who  fully  accepted    the 
responsibilities    of  his    position,    and 
which    cannot  be     expected    of    every 
creditor  in  this  country  or  in  Ireland*; 
that    I  will   grant.       Supposing   Lord 
Clanricarde  has  not  acted  in  a  manner 
in  which  we  had  a  right  to  hope  he 
would  act,  is  that  a  reason  for  not  en- 
forcing  the     law?      Supposing   Lord 
Clanricarde  has  acted  as  hundreds  and 
thousands    of  creditors  in  London  ad^ 
every  day  of  the  week,  is  that  a  reason 
for  refusing  to  him  the  protection  that 
is  given  every  day  in  London  ?    It  may 
or  may  not  be  a  sufficient  justification 
for  visiting  Lord  Clanricarde  with  punish- 
ment by  the  pressure  which  I  hope  pubUo 
opinion  will  always    exercise  through 
public- spirited  members  of  the  commu- 
nity ;  but  it   is  not    my  business,    it 
cannot  be  the  business  of  any   man 
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connected  with  the  xeqpousible  goYem- 
ment  of  either  Eoffkuid  or  Iiehaxd^  to 
enforce,  by  a  \iolatioii  of  the  actual  law, 
fdR  particular  view,  not  of  the  legal, 
but  of  the  higher  moral  obligation  of  in- 
dividuaU;  and  until  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  Qovernment  should  undertake 
in  Ireland  a  new  and  modem  duty 
which  no  Executive  has  ever  undertaken, 
either  in  England  or  in  any  civilised 
€Oun^,  I  maintain  that  no  legitimate 
'Oriticism  can  be  passed  upon  the  action  of 
the  Goverument  with  regard,  to  the 
C^anricarde  estates. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.R., 
Holmfirth) :  I  do  not  rise  for  Uie  pur- 
pose,of  following  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
the  remarks  he  has  just  addressed  to 
the  House;  no  doubt  they  will  be 
dealt  with  by  those  competent  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  But,  in  reference  to 
his  English  parallel,  I  cannot  refrain 
from  saying  that  when  England  is 
eovered  by  a  centralised  police  em- 
ployed in  eztraotiog  unjust  rents  for 
cruel  landlords  under  the  direction  of 
JEtesident  Magistrates  in  direct  commu- 
nioaiion  with  the  Home  Office,  then  it 
will  be  time  to  discuss  the  parallel  the 
xight  hon.  Qentleman  has  suggested 
between  England  and  Ireland.  One  of 
the  principal  duties  of  the  Chief 
Seeretary  is  to  answer  the  complaints 
lof  the  Irish  Members,  too  often  well 
founded,  with  regard  to  what,  in  many 
instances,  appear  to  us  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  be  harsh  and  illegal  conduct 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  police.  Why 
should  we  not  know  the  oode  of  regu- 
lations which  govern  the  conduct  of  the 
Irish  police  ?  If  there  is  nx>thing  illegal 
in  the  code,  what  object  can  there  be  in 
eonoealing  the  instructions?  If  it  con- 
tains anything  that  is  illegal,  it  is  aU  the 
more  necessary  that  the  House  should 
be  in  possession  of  the  facts.  If  we 
had  this  knowledge,  I  certunly  think 
it  might  tend  to  prevent  many  of  those 
questions  now  addressed  to  the  Chief 
oecretary,  and  we  could  ascertain  for 
ourselves  whether  in  any  given  instance 
the  police  acted  according  to  rule,  or 
whether  they  acted  according  to  their 
own  ideas.  So  far  as  I  can  ascertain, 
this  secrecy  about  regulations  does  not 
exist  elsewhere.  In  regard  to  the  Naval 
and  Military  Services,  the  regulations 
are  most  voluminously  laid  down  in  the 
Queen^s  Regulations  and  other  docu- 
.ments  that  govern  the  Services  and  are 
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open  to  all.    With  the  exeention  at  the 
case  of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  whifih 
is  also  a  centralised  body,  there  is  prae* 
ticaQy  no  secrecy  kept  up  in  oonnectiom 
with  police  regulations  m  this  coantiy» 
and    1    have   the  testimony    of  Chief 
Constables    in    many  parts  of    Eng^ 
land     that     th««    is     no      aeoEecy 
about  the  Police  regulations.    In  many 
cases  the  actual  rules  and  Code  havs 
been  forwarded  in  response  to  my  in- 
quiry.   From  the  ex- chairman  of  the 
Birmingham  Watch  Committee  I  have 
the  information  that  there  is  nothing 
secret  about  the  rules  for  the  Birming- 
ham Police,  and  he  says  he  does  not  see 
how  there    can  be  any  advantage  i^ 
seereoy ;  and  from  Oxford,  Soarboroagh* 
and  other  places,  I  have  sinular  answers 
to  my  inquiries.    At  Scarborough  erea 
the  Minute  Book  of  the  Watch  Gon- 
mittee  can  be  inspected  by  the  pdb&c 
The  Chief  Constable  at  Liverpool  in- 
forms me  that  there  is  no  secrecy  about 
the  Liverpool  Police  Code,  and  that  anj 
citizen  can  obtain  a  copy  of  it.     Ihii 
gentleman  t^s  me  he  was  formedtj 
in  the  Hoyal  Irish  ConstabulaTj»  aM 
he  says  he  could  never  understand  why 
there  should  be  any  secrecy  about  tto 
Irish  Code.    He  mentions,  also,  tliat  oa 
one  occasion  a  friend  of  his  wanted  s 
copy  of  the  Code  for  guidance  in  ndlab' 
ence  to  a  Police  FcHtse  at  the  Cape»  hst 
he  was  informed,  in  reply  to  his  request 
for  a  copy,  that  he  must  make  his  ap^* 
cation  through  the  Cape  Qovemmeai 
Before  this  formal  action  could  be  tafaa 
the  need  for  the  Code  had  passed  aw^. 
What  can  be  tho  reason  for  all  this  {ht^ 
tended  secrecy?    I  say  pretended  b^ 
cause,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  afarays 
possible  to  get  a  copy  of  the  Oode  If  job 
will  only  take  the  trouble.    I  am  aotiy 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  gone  ain^; 
there  is  another  question  I  have  to  ask 
him  in  reference  to  the  now  fanmwis 
battering  ram.    I  take  an  interest  in 
the  machine,  for  I  believe  I  was  Am 
first  to  .make  its  acquaintance.     loiW 
across  it  by  chance  at  Letterkenny  S|0* 
way  Station,  and  by  inquiry  otAsiiviii 
many  particulars  about  it.     We  WVBS 
also  able  to  obtain  some  infionniifiiDB 
about  it  bv  questions  here  in  the  Hoai^ 
The    CHAIBMAN:    The    qm^ 
cannot  be  raised  under  this  YoteL    Jxit 
is  an  instrument  used  by  the  poUe&jAis 
it  should  be  discussed  under  the  PisRbt 
Vote. 
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Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON:  I  bow  to  your 
ruling,  Sir,  my  reference  was  only  to 
answers  I  was  about  to  quote,  given  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  on  this  subject  in 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  That  in  no  way 
alters  the  view  I  take,  that  the  subject 
cannot  be  discussed  under  this  Yote. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  Then  I  pass 
from  that  subject  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  is  now  in  his  place  some 
questions    in    relation    to    the    system 
adopted    in  Ireland    of  watching  the 
*   movements  of  English  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  visit  that  country.      At 
Tarious  times,  in  answer  to  questions, 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  has  given 
'  yarious  rulings  on  this  subject,  and  I 
should  like  to   know  the  rules  under 
which    the    police  act,    for    we   have 
beard  sometimes  that  Members  have 
been  followed  because  they  were  known 
sympathisers  with  the  Nationalist  Party, 
and  at  other  times  we  have  been  told 
that  Members  were  viewed  with  sus- 
,  picion  because  they  were  not  known  to 
the  police.     We  have  also  good  cause 
to  complain  of  the  inaccuracy  of  the 
information     which     the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  gives  us 
•  in  this  House.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  believe  in  the  infallibility 
.  of  his   informants;    he   may  hear  the 
statements  of  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House,  but  if  these  statements 
are  contradicted  by  any  of  his  subordi- 
nates the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  once 
accepts  those  contradictions  as  correct 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  shall  be 
always  ready  to  accept  proof  of  any 
error. 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON :  This  false  in- 
formation  must  be  supplied  by  some- 
body.   I  do  not  attribute  his  replies  to 
his  imagination.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  afford  us  means  of 
tzaeing  to  its  source  the  grossly  inacou- 
rate  information  which  be  offers  to  the 
Soase.    In   the  case  of  Mitcbelstown 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  been  obliged  to 
admit  his  error ;  but  he  has  not  informed 
the  country  of  the  source  of  that  error, 
xet  the  right  hoh.  Gentleman  will  not 
.afford    opportunity    for    checking    his 
atatements. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  said  I 
ahould  be  delighted  to  receive  any  proof 
that  the  statements  made  were  erro- 
neous. 
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Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON :  I  do  not  kno^ 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made 
the  matter  much  clearer.  In  con- 
clusion, I  desire  to  protest  against  the 
abominable  system  by  which  Ireland  is 
governed,  and  which  necessitates  the 
perpetration  of  all  kinds  of  iniquity  by 
the  subordinates  of  the  right  hon; 
Gentleman* 

Mb.  MAONEILL:    I  must  say  I 
could  not  see  the  analogy  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  attempted  to  draw  be- 
tween his  own  position  and  that  of  the 
Home    Secretary    in    England.      The 
Home    Secretary    governs   on  Consti-  ^ 
ttttional  principles  and  is  amenable  to 
publio  opinion.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mcua  governs  Ireland  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes  of  its  representatives  and  in  de- 
fiance of  every  Constitutional  principle. 
The    Chief    Secretary    is    simply    the 
governor  of  Ireland  and  the  real  head 
of  all  Departments,  though  of  some  he 
is  not  the  nominal  head.     The  Irish 
Secretary  is  as  despotic  in  Ireland  as  the 
Czar  in  Bussia.    Tonight  the  right  hon« 
Gentleman  assumed  something  of  his 
earlier  manner,  of  the  acidulated  virtu- 
ous manner  when  he  said  that  he  would 
not  interfere  with  the  course  of  justice. 
The  present  Secretary  shows  a  very 
different  spirit   from  his    predecessc^, 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  displayed  a  more  benevolent  and 
humane  i^irit  than  the  present  Chief 
Secretary   with  respect    to    the  Clan- 
ricarde  estate.      I    bring    this  charge 
against  the  present  Administration,  that 
the  Crimes  Act  is  beinff  administered  by 
agents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting  crime, 
but  as  a  means  of  destroying  political 
opponents  for  partisan,  selfish,  and  per- 
sonal ends.     I  will  divide  the  adminis' 
tration  of  that  Act  under  three  heads. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  1  am  afraid  it 
does  not  come  under  the  head  of  this 
Vote. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  As  it  is  under  the 
direction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  prosecutions  have  been  institutedi 
may  1  not  refer  to  the  circumstances  ? 

The  chairman  :  Not.  under  this 
Vote. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  The  position  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  complex 
that  I  feel  some  dif^culty  in  keeping 
within  the  limits  of  a  Vote.  But  I 
think  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  thalt  I 
have   always  thought  it  an  axiom  of 
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'oriminKi  jaatice  tlutt  the  paaiBhment 
Bbonid  quicbl;  follait.the  crime.  But 
that  IB  not  the  rule  followed  hy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  punish- 
ment nnder  the  Crimes  Act  is  some- 
times suspended  for  foni  orfire  months, 
and  it  was  so  in  the  case  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  N.  E.  Oork. 
My  hon.  Friend  delivered  a  speech  at 
Ballyneale  on  September  80;  but  not 
nntil  four  months  afterwards  was  he 
prosecuted  far  that  speech.  He  was  not 
proiecuted  until  lata  in  January,  and 
meantime  he  bad  eiren  eridsnoe  before 

theSpr--"^ ^-"— 

Thb 
ber  doi 

Z   hBT( 

Grimes 
■of   In 

many 

nnder  I 

certain 

tain   d 

those  c 

•theVo 

Ma. 

obey  y 

▼eiT  « 

of  Uie 

interlo 

Secret) 
Thb 

Ohasci 

the  be 

and  t1 

open  ti 

Onston 

the  Sa 

Exche< 
Mb. 

pass  t 

speech 

your  r 

take  tl 

aspect. 

to  be  a 

at  the 

knack 

low- mi 
'  month 

as  the 

Dublit 

he  bel: 

great; 

When 

betwec 

Irish  : 


f  OOSmONB)  Birtiet  RtimaUi.       181S 

from  whom  he  derives  his  tainted  know- 
ledge. I  must  say  this — that  th«  most 
obnoxious  of  the  Irish  Hsgi»trstai  in 
those  whom  the  right  hon.  Qentlemsii 
seems  moat  readily  to  single  ont  for  sd- 
Tancemeut.  The  right,  boa.  OeDtlemu 
at  first  said  that  Donegal  was  in  a  stite 
of  revolution,  but  he  aftenraidi  ttatal 
that  the  revolution  was  confiaaS  to  a 
single  barony;  but,  at  any  rate,  vhit- 
ever  Donegal  is  now,  it  was  quiet  b«fi)re 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  into 
office,  and  its  disturbed  condition,  aim 
then,   may  be  regarded  as  a  coriom 
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fuled  to  any  ont  hie  orif^oal  intention. 
He  also  set  out  to  amah  the  Flan  of 
Oampaign,  bat  in  this,  &■  in  every  one 
of  his  projects,  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
mon  bae  mieerabl;  failed.  He  saya,  on 
Eogliah  platformB,  that  he  has  restored 
to  belaud  peace,  liberty,  and  prosperity; 
bnt  what  is  the  fact  ?  Throughoat  the 
grater  part  of  Ireland  at  this  moment 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  dare  not  allov 
a  public  meeting  to  be  held  at  which  his 
policy  would  be  criticised.  He  stifies 
the  voice  of  the  Irish  people  by  his 
battalions  nf  soldiers  and  police.  If  he 
has  restored  peace  and  order  in  Ireland, 
why  ia  it  that  if  we  wish  to  address 
our  constitnenta  we  are  obliged  to  em- 
ploy strat^y  ?  As  it  is,  none  of  ne 
can  go  to  any  part  of  the  Sonth  of  Ire- 
land to  address  a  meeting  without 
riaking  the  lires  of  the  people  to  whom 
ire  desire  to  speak.  All  uie  elements 
which  constitute  a  healthy  public  life 
are  anspended  ia  Ireland.  If  you  go 
to  any  typical  town  hke  Tralee,  Cork,  or 
KUIamey,  you  will  find  a  state  of  things 
vhich  can  only  be  paralleled  in  those 

8 laces  that  are  under  the  rule  of  the 
^ar  of  Husaia  or  the  Sultan  of  Turkey. 
We  cannot  call  a  meeting  but  the  police 
nub  forth  with  their  bayonets  and 
batons  and  smash  the  heads  of  the 
people,  whom  they  disperse  in  all 
diraetionB,  afterwards  preparing  prose- 
eutions  gainst  any  public  man  who 
happens  to  hare  made  a  speech.  No 
one  who  has  anytbiuK  to  do  with  public 
affairs  can  travel  about  the  country 
withont  being  foliowed  by  policemen, 
irho  mount  guard  over  every  house  he 
enters,  and  no  newspaper  can  publish 
reports  of  public  meetings  without  the 
publisher  being  snbjeoted  to  prosecution, 
several  Members  of  this  House  having 
been  imprisoned  simply  for  reporting  in 
their  papers  speeches  delivered  at  public 
ineetingB.  The  right  bou,  Oeutleman 
has  only  succeeded  in  holding  down  the 
g^reat  bulk  of  the  Irish  people  under  the 
grip  of  an  iron  coercion  by  means  of  a 
police  force  and  a  military  force  more 
numerous  and  more  powerful  thaa  that 
frbicfa  is  required  in  any  other  portion  of 
tho  British  dominions,  and  the  moment 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  relaxes  that 
iron  grip,  all  the  elements  which  ,he 
boaats  be  has  suppressed  will  spring  up 
again  in  full  strength.  The  troth  is 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentlem an' e]ad minis- 
tration of   the  affairs  of  Ireland   has 
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been  a  miserable  and  a  contemptible 
failure  &om  beginning  to  the  end. 
With  regard  to  the  Tandeleur  estate 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  Timu,  in  which  he 
practically  said  that  Captain  Vandeleur 
was  a  fool  for  aubmittiug  to  the  demands 
of  the  tenants,  and  yet  he  has  had  the 
face  to  get  up  in  this  House,  trusting  to 
their  forgetfulness  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  pretending  that  he  did  his 
beet  to  induce  the  parties  to  bring  about 
the  settlement.  That  settlement  was 
arrived  at  in  spite  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
roan,  and  in  spite  of  the  Chief  Seoretair 
for  Ireland,  and  all  the  forces  at  thebat^ 
of  the  Executive.  The  audacity  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  is  only  paralleled^— 

Thb  OHAIBHAN:  Order,  order! 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  come  to  die 
point? 

Mb.  GILL:  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  has  done  bis  best  to  prevent  the 
settlement  on  the  Tandeleur  estate. 
Private  individuals,  however,  have 
managed  to  bring  the  dispute  to  a  satis- 
factory close.  The  Yery  Bev.  Dr.  Dinan 
and  several  priests  helped  to  bring  about 
the  settlement,  and  they  were  described 
in  a  letter  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
chief  agent  (Colonel  Tumor)  as  "  Old 
Dinan  and  his  rillainous  priests."  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  not 
dared  to  repudiate  that  language. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJH :  I  knew  no- 
thing about  the  letter. 

Mb.  GIIJi :  The  fact  that  the  right 
hoa.  Gentleman  haa  not  heard  of  tho 
letter  makes  bia  own  attack  on  the 
priests  of  Clare  more  wanton  and  un- 
called for.  I  brought  Colonel  Turner's 
tetter  to  the  notice  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  a  night  or  two  ago,  and 
the  right  ^hon.  Gentleman  did  not  re- 

Sudiate  the  language  it  contained,  nor 
id  he  say  it  was  reprehensible.  On  the 
contrary,  he  adopted  the  spirit  of  the 
language  by  saying  that  there  were 
priests  in  Glare  who  were  unworthy  (A 
their  cloih.  I  say  that  to  plaia  men 
this  means  that  he  justifies  and  adopts 
the  language  of  Colonel  Turner.  The 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
this  matter  is  certainly  not  wise,  looking 
at  the  way  in  which  the  Irish  people 
venerate  the  ulergy  of  their  Church; 
and  it  is  conduct  of  which  he  has  every 
reason  to  be  aahamed,  and  for  which,  if 
he  has  the  spirit  of  a  man,  he 
would  get  np  and  apologise.    Advan- 
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tage  ougbt  not  to  be  taken  of  a  seat  | 
in  this  House  for  the  purpose  of 
lerdling^  gratuitous  insults  at  anybody. 
I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
justice  to  these  gentlemen  whom  he  has 
traduced,  and  in  justice  to  this  House, 
which  ought  not  to  be  made  the  Tehide 
lor  gratuitous  insults — ^I  ehallenge  him 
to  name  the  priests  to  whom  he  intended 
to  refer.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
cheered  when  I  said  that  this  House 
should  not  be  made  the  vehicle  for 
gratuitous  insults.  I  beg  to  inform 
them  that  I  do  not  use  language  against 
any  man  in  this  House  which  I  would 
not  use  outside,  and  I  venture  to  assert 
that  unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
names  these  priests  he  is  guilty  of  con- 
duct which  I  do- not  care  to  describe. 
I  ask  him  not  to  despise  or  sneer  at 
these  imputations  against  him  in  regard 
to  the  manner  in  which  he  discharges 
Ms  duties  as  Ohief  Secretary,  and  as 
the  representative  of  the  Government 
of  a  great  empire.  He  has  described 
some  of  the  priests  of  Clare  as  men 
unw^orthy  of  the  cloth  they  wear ;  and  I 
again  appeal  to  him  not  to  lightly  pass 
over  this  matter,  for  if  he  does  I  am 
Qure  that  this  assembly,  which  still 
possesses  the  instincts  of  honour  which 
has  been  one  of  its  noblest  traditions, 
will  view  his  conduct  in  the  light  which 
it  deserves.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  thrown  himself  against  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  he  has  failed  to  break  it 
down.  He  has  interfered  to  prevent 
settlements,  yet  private  individuals  have 
carried  out  settlements  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  despite  his  efforts.  I 
should  like  for  a  few  minutes  to  refer  to 
the  case  of  Lord  Clanricarde,  which  has 
been  so  ably  decJt  with  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  this  evening.  The  whole 
gist  of  the  answer  of  the  Ohief  Secretary 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  chieurge 
was  that  he  had  had  nothing  to  do  with 
^s  ease ;  that  it  was  simply  a  matter 
between  a  creditor  and  his  debtors,  and 
that,  consequently,  he  did  not  concern 
himself  with  it.  But  may  I  point  out 
tiiat  that  is  not  the  view  which  his 
predecessor  in  the  Irish  Adminis- 
tration— the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Bristol — took.  When  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  in  office  he  alto 
had  to  deal  with  Lord  Olanricarde,  and 
in  what  manner  did  he  deal  with  this 
T^  ^ffieult  question  ?    He  found  tiiat 
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Lord  Clanricarde  was  described  by  tiis 
highest  Court  in  Ireland  as  a  penoa 
whose  name  had   become   notoiioiifllj 
disgraceful  throughout  the  Empire,  and 
whose  conduct  towards  his  tenants  ooaU 
not  be  justified  under  any  cnreumsUiioss. 
He  found,  in  fact,  that  juatiee  was  on 
the  rade  of  the  tenant,   and  that  in- 
justice, cruelty,  and    oppression  wen 
ranged    on   the    side    of    Lord  Giaa* 
rica^e.    Lord  danrioarde,  at  that  time, 
appealed  to  the  Government  far  hetp^ 
in  carrying  out  his  policy  of  eztermina^ 
tion  and  vengeance,  and  the  right  hm. 
Baronet,  who  was  then  Ohief  Seoretaij, 
did  not  hesitate  to  enter  into  a  coiis* 
spondence  which  was  made  public,  and 
which  in  fact  came  out  in  tiie  ooune  ^ 
the  trial  of  the  libel  action  brought  hf 
Mr.  Joyce  (Lord  Cianricarde's  ag«l) 
against  Lord  Clanricarde.     From  ^afe 
correspondence  we  find  that  theiigkt 
hon.  Baronet  summoned  Mr.  Jojcsta 
his  presence,  and  informed  him  that  ha 
could  not  lend  him  the  f<»oea  of  the 
Crown  to  assist  in  the  eviotions,  unlaH 
the  claims  of  the  tenants  got  a  bettor 
hearing  at  the  handsof  Lord  Clanricarde. 
Lord  Clanricarde  thereupon  wrote  ta 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  his  usual  st^ 
abusing  him  for  the  attitude  which  ha,' 
as  a  member  of  the  Executive,  had  talna 
up,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  inr^, 

i'ustified  his  action,  and  again  refused  ta 
end  Lord  Clanricarde  the  forces  of  ilia 
Crown,  or  in  any  way  to  facilitate  tlia 
carrying  out  the  process  of  the  hnr 
against  the  tenants  under  the  ciroBB» 
stances  which  then  existed.  Thenisfv 
it  will  be  seen  that  the  right  tat 
Baronet  did  not  plead  that  he  had  ■> 
concern  in  this  matter  as  the  praMnI 
Chief  Secretary  has  asserted,  l^i^ 
hon.  Baronet  found  it  ^as  esseatial,  in 
the  interests  of  peace  and  ordai^thBt 
Lord  Clanricarde  should  not  be  hariBsd 
up  by  the  Government  in  his  procea£a||i 
against  his  tenants,  and  oonsemiMnfif  ii 
an  hour  of  mistaken  zeal  he  did  hb  M 
to  exercise  what  he  himself  describef^ 
«  pressure  within  the  law."  Theatlan^ 
unfortunately,  proved  a  nDsaHM 
failure.  Indeed,  it  was  one  (A  vis^ 
miserable  failures  which  have  olttM* 
terised  the  present  Irish  AdmtniaMM*^ 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  having  Mad  ti 
his  exercise  of  "pressure  within  tk^ 
law,"  the  tenants  were  oompellei  t> 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  ea^  tf 
esiabliriiing  an  orgauisatmi  of  fhsMW 
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and  this  org^nisatioB,  which  I  oontend 
was  absolutely  necessary  and  laudable 
under  the  circumstances,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  present  Ohief  Secretary 
has  done  his  best  to  crush.  I  declare 
that  l^e  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  has  been  a  failure  from  first 
to  last.  I  declare  that  in  his  adminis- 
tration of  the  prisons,  and  in  his  action 
towards  public  meetings,  .as  well  as  in 
his  attitude  towards  the  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign, and  the  position  which  he  has 
taken  up  in  regard  to  recalcitrant  land- 
lords he  has  failed  in  every  respect,  and 
he  has  simply  led  the  Government  on 
from  one  disgraceful  failure  to  another. 
At  the  present  moment  after  all  his 
efforts  to  break  down  and  crush  the  Irish 
people,  we  know  that  combinations 
against  the  landlords  have  succeeded. 
Over  and  over  again  in  this  House 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  action 
of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proceedings  of  tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Huntingdonshire  and  his 
syndicate  in  the  South  of  Ireland.  I  do 
not  think  it  is  necessary  to  refresh  the 
memories  of  the  Committee  on  this 
subject.  We  have  too  recently  seen  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  using  the  forces 
of  the  Crown  as  well  as  the  eloquence 
which  he  undoubtedly  possesses  in  up- 
holding the  action  of  that  syndicate 
against  the  unfortunate  tenantry  on  the 
Ponsonby  Estate,  simply  because  they 
had  succeeded  with  the  assistance  of 
the  Plan  of  Campaigpi  in  holding  out 
against  the  injustice  which  was  to  be 
perpetrated  upon  them.  We  have  seen 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeding 
against  these  tenants  as  an  act  of 
vengeance  and  tyranny,  and  we  have 
seen  him  helping  this  miserable  gang  of 
landlords,  who  have  leagued  themselves 
together  with  objects  of  vengeance. 
Can  he  point  to  a  single  feature  of  his 
Government  which  can  be  described  as 
a  genuine  success  ?  When  he  first  came 
into  power  there  did  exist  in  Ireland 
some  measure  of  public  liberty.  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  at  any  rate,  were 
able  to  visit  their  constituencies  without 
running  the  risk  of  getting  the  heads  of 
those  constituents  broken  by  police 
batons,  or  of  themselves  being  arrested 
and  prosecuted.  We  cannot  forget  how 
the  Member  for  North  Monaghan  was 
brutally  treated  by  the  police  on  a  recent 
occasion,  and  yet  we  know  that  no  steps 
have  been  taken  to  punish  the  assailants 


of  that  hon.  Gentleman.  Not  only  hare^ 
public  meetings  been  suppressed,  not 
only  have  the  people  been  batoned,  but 
Irishmen  have  been  sent  to  prison 
wholesale ;  and  scarcely  a  week  passes 
but  that  a  Representative  from  Ireland 
is  either  sent  to  prison  or  is  released 
from  gaol  after  serving  his  punishments 
Indeed,  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  Ir^and  there  reigns  simply 
brute  tyranny,  oppression,  and  coercion  p 
a  condition  of  things  which  constitutes 
the  greatest  mockery  of  the  name  oC 

British  liberty.    • 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  very  much  regret  that  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Irish  Estimates  should 
have  been  delayed  till  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session.  I  do  not  know 
who  is  to  blame  for  it,  but  I  know 
that  it  is  very  much  to  be  deplored  thafe 
only  in  the  middle  of  August  should  we 
have  an  opportunity  of  examining  ths 
Irish  administration  as  a  whole.  Now  I 
am  not  going  to  inflict  a  speech  upon 
this  House,  but  I  do  wish  to  enter  one 
or  two  protests  on  the  subject  of  Irish 
administration,  not  with  reference  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  personally,  but 
with  reference  to  the  policy  which  he  is 
carrying  out  and  for  which  he  isrespon*^ 
sible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  us 
often  attacked  with  ^at  severity  for 
what  is  really  not  his  policy  but  the 
policy  of  ParHament.  Parliament  has 
resolved  that  a  certain  policy  shall  b^ 
carried  out  in  the  administration  of  Ire« 
land,  and  Parliament  has  no  right, 
therefore,  to  find  fault  with  a  Minuter 
who  is  honestly,  capably,  and  ooura* 
geously  carryin|f  out  its  polipy.  It  is 
only  fair  and  just  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  should  say  that.  I 
may  remind  hon.  Gentlemen  of  the 
celebrated  repartee  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
when  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
attacddng  him  on  the  ground  of  the 
illogical  nature  of  the  policy  of  his 
Government.  Lord  Beaconsfield  told  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  complained 
that  he  forgot  that  this  country  was  not 
governed  by  logic ;  it  was  governed  by 
Parliament.  The  Chief  Secretary  does 
not,  however,  follow  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
precedent ;  he  g^vems>by  logic,  but  he 
does  not  govern  by  Parliament.  I  have 
often  admired  the  astuteness  with  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  logically  defends  hie 
position ;  indeed,  he  has  a  logical  answer 
on  every  point  on  which  he  is  attacked. 
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Of  course,  if  human  beingi  were  factors 
in  B  matbematioal  problem  it  would  be 
nil  very  veil ;  but  thej  are  not ;  the; 
are  poseeued  witb  infirmitieB  and  weak- 
aesMB,  aye,  and  excellences,  wbioh 
tft&teamanabip  must  deal  vith,  and, 
fiierefore,  you  cannot  gorem  a  ^reat 
aation  logically,  as  the  right  hon. 
Oeatleman  ia  now  trying  to  do.  The 
attempt  to  govern  Ireland  logically  will 
-oonsequently  be  a  failure.  Now,  what  I 
want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  is  this— there  are  three 
oIbbssb  of  feeling  exiating  at  the  present 
time  in  Ireland  for  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  responsible,  and  which  are 
ftmong  the  moat  deplorable  facts  of  the 
present  sitaatiaD.  The  first,  wbioh  I  do 
net  think  will  be  disputed,  is  that  there 
exists  in  Ireland  a  widespread  diaaatiafac- 
tion  with  the  adminiatration  of  justice. 
We  are  so  familiar  with  the  fact  in  this 
House  that  familiarity  breeds  not  only 
ooDtempt,  but  almost  indifference  ;  but 
outside  the  House  it  is  plain  that  we 
have  in  Ireland  that  which  sxiate  in  no 
other  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Empire  or 
indeed  in  any  part  of  the  world.  The 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Irish 
people  and  their  U6  representatives  in 
the  Houae  of  Commons,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  do  not  believe  that  juetioe  is 
fairly  and  impartially  administered. 
That  feeling  arises  to  a  great  extent 
feom  the  conduct  of  the  Bzecutive  Go- 
▼ernment.  Now,  anExeoutiTe  Oovern- 
ment  can  do  many  things,  it  can  deprive 
the  people  of  their  political  rights,  dis- 
sociate them  from  the  goremment  of 
their  own  affairs,  and  oppress  them  with 
taxation ;  but  in  the  long  run  it  cannot 
deprive  the  people  of  justice.  A  man's 
aense  of  injustice  is  his  keenest  feeling, 
and  this  fact  will  have  to  be  dealt  with 
eooner  or  later.  It  will  be  impossible 
to  go  on  governing  Ireland  with  four- 
fiftha  of  the  people  believing  that  justice 
is  not  fairly  administered,  and  with  the 
Executive  Government,  under  the  super- 
intendence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
sanctioning,  supporting,  and  defending 
the  administration  of  justice  of  whicb 
the  people  so  keenly  and  constantly 
complain.  The  next  sentiment  for  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  reeponaible  ia  the 
patent  hostility  to  the  admini  strati  on  of 
the  law  in  every  part  of  Ireland.  Thia 
antagonism  to  the  administration  of 
the  law  does  not  exist  in  England,  be- 
-sause  the  neoiila  are  in  Hvmnathv  with 
Jtr. 
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the  law,  and  a  different  feeling  wonld 
prevail  in  Ireland  if  the  Kieoatira  Go- 
vernment regarded  the  people  »a  miuli 
as  the  administrators  of  ths  Uw.  It 
may  bo  asked,  how  is  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary responsible  for  this?  Wall,  tlis 
Chief  Secretary  ia  responuble  for  ths 
antagonistic  feeling  in  Ireland,  b«cs&ass 
he  chivalrously  regarded  it  at  put  of 
hia  duty  to  defend  every  man  tIid  ii 
engaged  in  the  administration  of  theUw. 
{^CAm'-i.']  Hon.  Members  oppoHte  chew 
that ;  but  they  would  not  let  a  Hwu 
Secretary  act  in  the  same  way.  Ihejda 
not  look  upon  bim  as  a  Uiaittst  to 
defend  the  administration  of  the  Itw, 
but  to  protect  the  liberties  of  the  peoi^t 
and  to  hold  an  equal  balaace.  Th« 
Chief  liecretary  ought  not  to  take  it  for 
granted  that  out  of  1-2,000  or  14,1X10 
men  engaged  in  the  admiaistratioD  of 
the  law  every  one  is  perfacUj 
trustworthy,  perfectly  wise,  in<l 
blameless  of  any  irregularity— thit 
they  are  invariably  right  ajod  thi 
pablio  are  invariably  wrong.  Du- 
ing  the  last  two  years  in  the  Eoiit 
I  do  not  think  that  I  have  onoe  heud 
the  Chisf  Secretary  admit  that  the  polio 
are  wrong,  yet  they  most  be  nong 
sometimes-  Even  a  Queen's  Constf 
Grand  Jury  of  Tory  landlords  at  thelfll 
Assi ESS  proposed  a  Preseolmeat  cbdmi- 
ing  the  police  for  their  foolish  oniaA 
at  the  time  of  Father  M'Foddan'i 
arrest  I  am  not  taking  ^le  enaO 
connected  with  that  arrest  and  withth* 
unfortunate  m.urder  which  foUoTtJ 
otherwise  than  as  an  illustration  ct  bos 
a  feeling  may  be  created  in  themindi 
of  the  people  that  whatever  is  lud  or 
done  by  the  police,  by  the  Bendsnt 
Magistrates,  or  by  the  Frisona  Bos^ 
will  be  defended  in  the  House  o(  Oom- 
mons.  I  arraign  and  ohalleB|«  ths 
policy  which  the  Chief  Sacrstary  bonou- 
ably,  courageously,  and  chlvalioiulT 
pursues.  Every  man  in  thia  Isnesnj 
engaged  in  the  administration  otjwU 
is  turned  into  a  combatant  in  the  aw 
war  now  going  on  in  Ireland  with  thi 
people  on  one  side  and  thepoliss**" 
Executive  on  the  other.  The  A*^ 
point  for  which  the  Chief  SeeMbQ'' 
responsible  ia  that  the  right  hOD-  UC- 
tleman  has  sanctioned,  and,  I  ^ 
upheld,  a  great  amount  of  offloisl  to' 
respect  for  Parliamentary  gorenB"' 
and  for  the  Members  of  this  Ho** 
The  men  who  are  in  oamoaad  of  V 
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Oonstabulary  and  who  have  the  admin- 
istration  of  justice  in  their  hands  have, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  with  the  sanction  of 
their  official  superiors,  fallen  into  the 
belief  that  the  correct  thing  for  them  to 
do  is  to  show  contempt  for  the  House 
of  Oommons.    If  anyone  is  to  be  dealt 
with  in  Ireland  with   more    contempt 
than  another  that  man  is  a  Member  of 
Parliament.    We    are  sometimes  irri- 
tated and  annoyed  in  this  House  with 
oppositions  and  proceedings  which  we 
do  not  like,  and  there  is,  perhaps,  a  great 
deal  to  justify  our  irritation ;  but  it  is  a 
great  blunder  to  weaken  the  respect  for 
Parliamentary     institutions     in     this 
country,  eTen  when  it  is  done  by  Parlia- 
ment  itself.      It   is    a    serious    thing 
when   any  Department  of  the  Public 
Service  is  allowed  to  do  this.    Such  is 
not  the  rule  in  the  English  Service — 
either  in  the  Militanr  or  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice or  in  the  English    Constabulary. 
The  rule  is  for  every  head  of  an  Admin- 
istrative Department  to  insist  upon  the 
officers  under  his  control  treating  the 
decisions  of  the  House,  and  the  pro- 
ceedings   of     the    House,    and    the 
Members    of   the    House    with    that 
respect— official  respect,  at  all  events — 
to  which  they  are  entitled,  having  re- 
gard to  the  place  they  fill  in  the  Oonsti- 
tution  of  the  Empire.    It  is  dangerous 
to    encourage    a    want  of  respect  for 
Parliament  and  its  Members — ^there  is  a 
menace  in  all  these  things.    In  England 
and  Scotland  we  have  been  safe,  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  caring  not  who 
comes  or  goes.     They  know  that  they 
have  done  Uieir  duty  to  the  Crown  and 
Oovernment,  and -they  say :  "We  have 
never  mixed  ourselves  up  with  political 
Parties— our  destinies  will  be  as  safe 
ivith  one  side  as  with  the  other."    But 
do  jou  think  that  if  these  men  became 
political  partisans,    that  will  be  their 
state  of  mind ;  and  do  you  think  there  is 
no  danger  of  introducine  the  American 
system  into  this  country?    That,  to  my 
mind,  is  one  of  the  rocks  ahead  in  the 
administration  of  Ireland.  I  would  point 
that  out  to  the  Irish  Government  and  to 
those  Civil  servants  who  do  not  seem  to 
lookmany  days  ahead.  TheCivilservants 
pnrsue  an  unwise  policy   in  bringing 
themselves  into  collision  with  one    of 
the  great  Parties  of  this  House.     I  do 
not  wish  to  protract  this  Debate,  or  to 
Introduce  anythingof  a  personal  element 
into   it,  or  anything  which  the   right 
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hon.  Gentleman 
could  regard  as  i 
but  I  feel  it  to 
tiously  holding  tl 
that  whether  you 
there  or  not,  if  y( 
ment  and  peac 
Ireland,  the  peo{ 
satisfied  that  ju( 
tered.  You  mue 
satisfied  with  th( 
law  and  suppoi 
hostility  to  it,  a 
one  branch  of 
Ireland  to  take  p{ 
conflict  which  ii 
show  antagonisn 
in  the  State  by 
has  been  the  w 
the  Public  Servic 
No  doubt  the  p 
Gentleman  is  sa 
of  this  House,  aD 
of  -the  constituen< 
but  granting  all 
armed  with  this 
moral  force  at  hi 
been  wiser  for  '. 
Ireland  if  he  hi 
that  great  Irish 
Drummond,  as  b 
every  individual 
Ireland  as  beiu] 
equal  and  imparl 
law  as  any  p 
Magistrate  in  th 
*Mb.  W.  a.  M 
County,  Ossory) 
ing  from  the  rigl 
has  just  sat  dow 
has  made  that 
Government  wa 
General  Election 
site,  when  befc 
declared  aeainst 
had  they  obtainc 
they  departed  fi 
substituted  for  t 
dared  one  of  viol 
my  object  in  risi 
behalf  of  peace  c 
desire  to  ask  the  < 
on  the  23rd  of  ne 
celebration  of  i 
Larkin,  and  O'B 
reverse  the  polic; 
sued,  and  allow 
fairly  to  express  1 
these  men.  The 
lieve  that  the  m€ 
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cheater  in  1867  were  brave  men,  who 
tried  to  do  their  duty  to  their  country  ; 
that  the  J  were  unjustly  convicted  and 
unfairly  punished.  The  memory  of  these 
men  has  been  cherished  with  affection, 
iand  will  continue  to  be  so  cherished  as 
long  as  Irish  hearts  can  beat.    For  20 
years  the  memory  of  these  men  was 
celebrated  rwithout  opposition  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities ;  but  the  present  Chief 
Secretary,  on  entering  office,  changed 
all  that.    Although  these  meetings  had 
been  of  a  peaceful  character,  he  issued 
proclamations  against   them.      He  did 
80  in   1887,   in  the  case  of  Limerick, 
where  great  irritation  was  caused,  and 
the  police  exhibited  a  violence  which 
was  denounced  even  by  the  correspondent 
of  the  Jrish  Times.    Last  year  meetings 
were  proclaimed  at  New  Boss,  in  the 
County  of  Wexford,  and  at  Kilkenny, 
where,     had     it    not    been    for    the 
action  of  the  Mayor,  bloodshed  would 
have    occurred    in     the     streets.     A 
proclamation     was     also     issued      at 
Waterford,      and     the     priests      and 
leading     inhabitants     of     the     town 
assembled    in    the    Town    Hall,    and 
advised    the    people    not  to  g^ve  the 
police    an     opportunity     for    another 
Mitchelstown.      A     similar    proclama- 
tion    was     issued     at     Cahir,      and 
another    in    the    town  of  Tralee.    In 
the  last-named  town   Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
published  a  proclamation,  every  word  of 
which  was  a  stab  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people  over  whom  J^e  ruled,  because  he 
described  Allen,  Larkin,  and   O'Brien 
as  convicts  who,  in  due  course  of  law, 
had  been  executed  at  Manchester  for  the 
murder  of  Sergeant  Brett.    Now,  what 
X  want  the  Committee  to  apprehend  is 
that  while  these  meetings  1  have  men- 
tioned were    proclaimed,  nothiog  was 
done  to  prevent  meetings  in  Dublin,  in 
Thomastown,  and  in  Athlone,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  obvious  that  the  policy  of  the 
Executive  was  not  uniform.    But  there 
IB  something  still  more  extraordinary 
behind.    In  all  these  towns  where  the 
meetings  were  prohibited,   the  people 
were  of  one  mind  ;  consequently,  there 
would  have  been  no  breach  of  the  law ; 
but    in    the     town    of     Dungannon, 
in    loyal    Ulster,     where  there   is     a 
large    Orange    population,     the  meet- 
ings   were    permitted,    and    a   torch- 
^ht   procession   actually   took  place. 
Why  was  the  meeting  permitted  there  ? 
What  was  the  object  of  the  Chief  Se- 
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cretary  in  permitting  the  torchlight  pro- 
cession  to  take  place  at  Dangaonon? 
Was  it  to  provoke  a  breach  of  the  peace? 
I  cannot  believe  that  that  was  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  intention,  and  I  diould 
like  him  to  explain  to  this  House  why 
he  allowed  that  meeting  to  take  plaoe 
in  Dungannon,  where  disturbancea  might 
have  arisen,  owing  to  the  aDtagonum 
which  prevails  between  NationaUsts  and 
Orangemen,  when  he  prohibited  meet- 
ings in  the  South  of  Ireland,  where  no 
such  hostile  feeling  does  exist.  I  do  not 
want  to  appeal  to  the  humanity  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  think  it  wonld 
be  a  waste  of  words  to  do  that  after  all 
he  has  done  in  Ireland,  and  after  the 
small  amount  of  sympathy  which  he  hu 
shown    for     my     hon.     Friend  (Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien),  who  was  most  croelly 
batoned  by  the  police  the  other  d». 
I  repeat  that  I  do  not  appeal  to  the 
humanity  of   the   right  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  but  I  do  app^  to  his  fedingi 
and  ideas  as   a  philosopher.     Befoie 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  became  a  dii- 
tinguishad  statesman  he  was  not  on* 
distinguished  as  a  thinker  and  as  a 
writer,  and  there  is  one  doctrine  which 
he  has  laid  down  in  this  House  whidli 
seems  to  speak  of  his  better  days,  and 
to  point  to  the  time  when  he  coi^dered 
carefully  what  were  the  rights  of  his 
fellow-men.     The  doctrine  to  which  I 
refer  was  his  declaration  in  this  Hooie 
that  there  was  no  man  in  the  House  of 
Commons  who  more  carefully  regarded 
or  more  respected  the  expression  of  Um 
opinion  of  others  than  he  did.  Now,  Sir, 
I  say  that  the  action  of  the  Irish  peoploin 
celebrating  the  death  of  these  men  by 
processions,  and  by  holding  meetixlgfl^  ifl 
simply  an  expression  of  opinion,  andtheie 
is  no  excuse  whatever  for  interfereace 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown.  Twen^yean 
have  elapsed  since  these  men  wereexeoa- 
ted  at  Manchester.  In  that  period  a  gnat 
change  of  public  opinion  has  oodured; 
therefore,  if  the  Chief  Secretary  really 
cares  for  freedom  of  speech,  and  tor 
freedom  of  opinion  in  Ireland,  Be  vill 
allow  these  peaceable  processions  aod 
peaceable   meetings    to    take  plaoa  ia 
November  next.  He  will  know  twAV 
are  merely  an  expression  of  opioiiototL 
the  part  of  thelrisn  people.  DoMhesip- 
pose  that  bysuppressingthesegathensgt 
he  will  change  the  beUef  of  UiepeopB 
that  the  men  executed  were  martyrs  iiio 
the  directly  opposite  belief  that  they 
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were  conTicts  desemofir  ^®  punish- 
ment that  they  received?  If  he  thinks 
that,  he  must  be  strangely  ignorant  of 
the  feelings  of  Irishmen.  Now,  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
plainly  does  he  intend  to  proclaim  these 
meetings  next  November,  and  does  he 
desire  to  exasperate  the  people  by  pre- 
Tenting  their  taking  place  ?  There  are 
a  large  number  of  Englishmen  who 
have  come  to  look  upon  these  executions 
in  a  very  different  way  from  that  in 
which  they  regarded  them  during  a 
time  of  panic ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  time  will  come  when 
the  historians  of  the  future,  whether 
they  be  English  or  Irish,  will  see  that 
it  was  a  generous  and  self-sacrificing  act 
on  the  part  of  these  men  which  led 
them  to  their  fate.  And  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  as  well  try  to  turn  the 
6un  from  its  course  as  seek  to  reverse 
the  verdict  of  history  which  is  being 
formed  before  his  eyes. 

Mb.  ARTHUB  0'00NN0B(Donegal. 
E.) :  I  think  we  may  be  content  to 
leave  all  considerations  as  to  the  generid 
effect  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
administration  in  Ireland  to  the  calm, 
authoritative,  and  unanswered  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton.  Everything  he 
said  was  unquestionably  truoi  and  very 
little,  indeed,  can  be  added  to  it.  I  am 
not  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thought  it  judicious  not  to 
attempt  an  answer.  I  desire  now  to 
pass  away  from  questions  of  general 
policy  and  to  ask  a  practical  question 
with  regard  to  d  particular  Department 
in  the  office  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
with  respect  to  a  subject  which  peculiarly 
affects  some  of  my  own  constituents.  In 
the  year  before  last  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment was  passed,  entitled  '*  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Fishery  Acts  of  Ireland," 
and  it  provided  that  where  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  fishermen  of  any 
particular  district  petitioned  the  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries  for  the  prevention 
of  trawling,  the  Inspectors  should  be 
empowered  to  make  bye -laws  pro- 
hibiting trawling  within  the  limits 
referred  to  in  the  petition,  and  if  they 
did  not  grant  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioners within  two  months,  then  they 
were  to  forward  the  petition  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  stating  their  reasons  for 
the  refusal.  The  Act  further  provides 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Oouncil 


should  have  power,   on    receiving  the 
petition,   to    direct  the  prayer  of  the 
petitioners  to  be  heard.      Now,    Sir, 
under  that  Act  two  petitions  were  pre^ 
sented ;  one  from  G^way  Bay,  and  the 
other  from  Lough  Swilly.    The  fisher- 
men of  Lough  Swilly,  in  their  petition, 
represented    that    their   industry    was 
being  ruined  by  the  operation  of  a  very 
small    number   of  trawlers,   and  that 
petition,  as  well  as  the  petition  from 
Galway     Bay,    was    rejected   by   the 
Inspectors  of  Fisheries.    There  has  for 
70  vears  been  free  fishing  in  Lough 
Swilly.    Between  1844  and  1869  trawl- 
ing m  Louffh  Swilly  was  prohibited, 
and  during  that  period  the  condition  of 
the    fishermen    there     was     satisfac- 
tory.   But  since  1 869  trawling  has  been 
again  allowed,  and  the  fishing  industry 
has  been  eeriously  injured.      Indeed, 
the    injury      is     so    extensive     that 
whereas  before  trawling  was    allowed 
500  families  Uved  there  in  comparative 
comfort  now  only  300  men  are  engaged 
in  the  industry,   and  they  gain  but  a 
very  precarious  livelihood,   while    the 
mischief  is  doTi<^  by  four  trawlers  em- 
ploying only   14   men.      The    Fishery 
Commissioners    having     rejected    the 
petition,    it   was,    in    aGcotdance-  with 
the       Act,       sent        to      the      Lord 
Lieutenant,    under    whose    directions 
an    inquiry     was    held,     and    with- 
out any    assignable  reason    the    peti- 
tion was  rejected  by  the  Privy  Oouncil. 
The  unfortunate  fishermen  taxed  them- 
selves to  the  uttermost  to  send  up  mem- 
bers of  their  body  to  Dublin  to  give 
evidence,  and  they  also  went  to  the  ex- 
pense of   feeing  counsel.      But    their 
counsel  was  scarcely  heard  before  the 
Oouncil.     Not  one  of  their  body  was 
called  as  a  witness,  and  within  four  or 
five  minutes  the  case  was  disposed  of. 

It  being  Kidniffht,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  mske  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  to-morrow* 

Committee  also  report  Progress. 


COUBSB  OF  BUSINESS. 

On  the  Question  that  Supply  be  fixed 
for  Wednesday, 

Mb,  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :  Having  ob- 
served that  there  is  a  general  feeling  in  the 
House  that  Supply  should  be  brought  to 
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a  dose  at  the  end  of  this  week,  I  would 
BQggesty  with  a  view  to  facilitating  this 
object,  that  the  Committee  should  pro- 
ceed to  take  non- contentious  English 
Votes  for  a  couple  of  hours  to-morrow 
eyening  after  half-past  5  o'clock,  an 
arrangement  which,  I  think,  may  mate- 
rially help  to  shorten  the  Session. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  much  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
suggestion,  which  is  an  exceedingly 
reasonable  one,  and  I  shall  to-morrow 
propose,  therefore,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  House, ' '  that  the  House  do  sit  after 
half-past  5  on  Wednesday  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Supply."  I  understand  it 
will  not  be  agreeable  to  Irish  Members  to 
go  on  after  5  o'clock  with  the  Irish  Votes ; 
but  it  is  exceedingly  probable  that  many 
English  Votes  may  be  disposed  of  during 
the  two  hours  and  a-half  before  8  o'clock. 
As  far  as  possible  these  will  be  non- 
contentious  Votes.  I  therefore  wish  to 
f've  notice  that  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock 
shall  move  the  suspension  of  the  half- 
past  5  o'clock  Rule,  so  far  as  Supply  is 
oonoemed. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town): 
While  offering  no  opposition,  I  hope  the 
proposal  will  not  be  regarded  as  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  future,  and  I  protest  against 
theStanding Orders  being  tampered  with 
upon  such  short  notice. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
would  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  tell  the  House  what  Supply  will 
be  taken,  so  that  hon.  Members  may 
have  some  short  time  to  prepare. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  will  be  quite  prepared 
with  a  speech  on  any  Vote  we  may 
^ake 

Mr.  C088HAM  (Bristol,  W.) :  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to 
take  the  Technical  Education  Bill  on 
Saturday  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  take  it  that  any 
Irish  Vote  that  may  happen  to  be  under 
discussion  at  half-past  5  to-morrow  will 
stand  oyer  until  Thursday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  right  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  it  will  be  desirable 
to  conclude  the  discussion  of  a  Vote 
which  may  be  before  the  Committee  at 
half-past  5,  otherwise  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  withdraw  the  Vote.  There 
should  be  some  little  elasticity  al- 
lowed. 

Mr.  JSr.  JSr.  Fowliir 


Mr.  SEXTON:  If  an  important 
Vote  should  be  under  discussion  at 
half-past  5,  we  should  prefer  to  go  ob 
with  it. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  We  hare 
every  desire  to  meet  the  convenienoe  of 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  and  itet 
business  to-morrow  can  be  made  a 
matter  of  arrangement. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  hope  that  the 
rule  for  the  termination  of  basiDesi— 
or  what  has  come  to  be  considered  the 
rule  for  the  termination  of  business 
under  the  present  GoTemment— will  not 
be  applied  at  half- past  5  to-morrow. 

Committee  to  ait  again  to-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [17th  August]  reported. 

CIVIL   SERVICE   ESTIMATEa 

Class  VI. 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £260,472,  le 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  fun 
neoeesary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  vill 
come  in  coutm  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  31it  day  of  March,  1890,  for 
Saperannuation,  Retired,  and  Companumate 
Allowances  and  Gratnitiee  under  sundry 
Statatee,  and  for  Oompaaaionate  AllowaBeei 
and  Qratoitiea  awarded  by  the  CommiaioDaa 
of  Her  Majeaty's  Treaaory." 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  I  desire  to 
ask  for  an  explanation  in  regard  to  die 
enormous  numher  of  English  prisoir 
officials  who  have  retired  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health.  The  number  is  put  down 
here  at  127  in  one  year,  whflst  the 
corresponding  number  for  Scotland  and 
Ireland  is  only  some  half-dozen.  It  ia 
eyident  that  this  enormous  number  of 
retirements  is  not  a  normal  state  of 
things — that  there  must  have  been  soms 
extraordinary  clearance  of  these  officialt, 
and  I  have  a  right  to  ask  what  tb^ 
clearance  is  owing  to.  We  were  told 
yesterday  that  in  every  case  of  retire- 
ment these  officials  are  examined  by  the  ^ 
public  Medical  Officer,  and  I  want  to 
ask  whether  a  special  officer  has  been 
sent  round  to  the  prisons  to  weed 
out  these  offidals,  or  whetber 
the  duty  has  been  left  to  the  local 
gaol  Medical  Officers?  [Cnn  •/  . 
••  Divide !  "1  This  is  a  most  important 
matter.  Here  we  have  127  pcnaMfflt,  , 
and  I  want  to  know  what  are  the 
grounds  on  which  we  are  asked  to  pay  I 
them  ?  [  Crisi  of  "  Divide ! "]  I  k*^. 
a  right  to  go  into  this  matter  on  behalf 
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of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  I 
desire  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment took  nieasares  to  ascertain  whether 
or  not  these  people  were  entitled  to 
retire  ? 

Thb  secretary  to  thk  TREA- 

SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,   Leeds,  N.):    I 

think  I  shall  be  able  to  satisfy  even  the 

critical  requirements  of  the  hon.  Member. 
I  think  that  if  I  can  show  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  these  retirements — leaving  out 
the  question,  of  cause  for  the  moment — ' 
are  retirements  which  actually  affect  a 
Tcduction  in  the  total  before  us,  the  bon. 
Member  will  admit  that  we  are  better 
off  paying  the  pensions  than  paying  the 
fuU  salaries.    If  these  retirements  had 
been  made  on  account  of  abolition  of 
office  we  should  have  had  to  pay  higher 
pensions.     As  a  matter    of    fact,    the 
phrase  "  ill-health  "  in  connection  with 
prison  warders  is  different  from  what  it 
would  mean  in  the  case  of  other  Oovem- 
ment  servants.      In  the  first  place,   a 
prison  warder  has  to  be  in  very  full 
physical  vigour ;  he  has  to  take  charge 
of  men  not  always  of  the  most  orderly 
or  ruly  character;  audit  is  perfectly 
within  the  proper  meaning  of  ill- health 
when  the  doctor  certifies  that  the  warder's 
fthysical  vigour  and  capacity   are  not 
equal  to  the  arduous  duties  he  has  to 
discharge.    I  explained  on  a  previous 
occasion  that  the  length  of  service  men- 
tioned in  the  Estimates  only  refers  to 
the  time  served  under  Oovemment  after 
the  taking  over  of  the  prisons.    The 
hon.  Member  will  find  that  the  number 
of  warders  and  other  officials  of  corre- 
sponding rank  in    Class  1   is    208  as 
4igainst  343  last  year,  so  that  there  is  a 
total  reduction  of  35,  while  there  is  a 
reduction  in  the    total   strength  from 
1,333  last  year  to  1,225  this  year,  or  a 
reduction  of  108  men.    The  total  num- 
ber retired  in  the  year    1888*89  was 
J  30.     The  staff  of  the  prisons  in  the 
United     Kingdom      represent     about 
i2,500  men,  and  I  believe  that  this  is 
not    much  in  excess    of   the  average 
retirement.     Last  year  it  was  110.    Be 
that  as  it  may,  these  men  have  all  been 
certified  by  medical  men  belonging  to 
4he  State  as  beins  eligible  for  retire- 
ment under  the  ill-health  clause.      I 
believe  that  they  have  been  properly 
jretired,  and  I  think  that  as  their  places 
ixave  not  been  filled  up  the  Committee 
iias  no  reason  to  complain. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  We  know  these 

men  have  important  duties  to  discharge, 

and  that  it  is  essential  that  they  should 
be  maintained  in  a  perfect  state  of 
health  and  physical  vigour.  They  have 
occasion  now  and  then  to  knock  down 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  to  cut  off 
their  moustaches  ;  therefore  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  is  wrong  in 
the  position  he  has  taken  up  in  ob- 
jecting to  the  retirement  of  debilitated 
warders 
Me.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 

wich) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  states  that  warders 
retired  on  account  of  ill-health  receive 
smaller  pensions  than  those  retired  on 
abolition  of  office.  That  seems  to  me  a 
remarkable  official  rule,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  would  be  far  more  fitting 
that  men  retired  on  the  g^und  of  ill- 
health  should  have  higher  pensions 
than  those  retired  on  abolition  of  office. 
Those  retired  on  the  ground  of  ill- 
health. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

2.  *'  That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £7,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  Pensions  to 
Masters  and  Seamen  of  the  Merchant  SerTice* 
and  to  their  Widows  and  Children." 

3.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £65,500,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  in  aid  of  the 
Local  Cost  of  Maintenance  of  Paaper  Lunatics 
in  Scotland." 

4.  "That  a  sam.  not  exceeding  £4,005,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which;will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  in  aid  of  the 
Local  Cost  of  Maintenance  of  Paaper  Lanatics 
in  Ireland." 

5.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £7,658,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1890»  for  the 
support  of  certain  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in 
Ireland." 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  Secretary  to  tlie 
Treasury  indicated  on  Saturday  that  the 
Bill  the  Government  have  prepared  for 
future  settlement  of  this  annual  grant 
would  be  immediately  introduced.  As 
it  has  not  yet  made  its  appearance,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Qentleman  for 
some  statement  on  the  subject. 
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Mb.  JACKSON :  I  hope  to  be  able 
to  give  notice  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  to-morrow. 

Besolation  agreed  to. 

6.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,533,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Oharge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 1st  da  J  of  March,  1690,  to  make  good  the 
sum  hy  which  the  Interest  accrued  in  the  year 
ended  20th  Noyember,  1888,  from  Securities 
held  by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt,  on  account  of  '  The  Fund 
for  the  Banks  for  Savings,'  and  *  The  Fund  for 
Friendly  Societies '  is  insufScient  to  meet  the 
Interest  which  the  said  Commissioners  are 
obliged  by  Statute  to  Pay  and  Credit  during 
■nch  latter  mentioned  year  to  the  Trustees  of 
Sayings  Banks  and  to  Friendly  Societies." 

7.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £939,  be 
^^nted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  certain  Mis- 
oellaneoos  Charitable  and  other  Allowances  in 
Great  Britain." 

8.  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding,  £1,474,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  certain  Mis- 
cellaneous Charitable  and  other  Allowances  in 
Ireland." 

Class  VII. 

9.  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12.639,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March,  1890,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Incidental  Expenses  of  Temporary  Com- 
missions and  Committees,  including  Special 
Inquiries." 

10.  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,463,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for  certain  Mis- 
oeUaneous  Expenses." 

11.  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,348,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
'which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890, 
for  the  Repayment  to  the  Ciyil  Contingencies 
Fund  of  certain  Miscellaneous  Adyancee." 

12.  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,859,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890, 
as  a  grant  in  aid  to  make  good  certain  amounts 
required  to  be  written  off  from  the  Assets  of  the 
Local  Loans  Fund  " 

13.  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,507,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  at  day  of  March,  1&90, 
for  certain  Grants  in  respect*  of  the  Estate  of 
Matthew  O^Reilly  Dease,  bequeathed  for  the 
Boduction  of  the  National  Debt." 

^4.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,885,  be 
**sd  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 


which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  endhig  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890, 
for  certain  Adyanoes  in  Aid  of  the  EmignUifn 
and  Colonisation  of  certain  crofters  and  cottua 
of  the  Western  Highlands  and  Islands  oi  Scot^ 
land,  including  Expenses  of  Administration." 

BByRNUB  Departments. 
15.  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,762,6$3» 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  torn 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pajrment  during  the  yearen^ngon 
the  3 1  St  day  o(  March,  1890,  for  the  Salariesaad 
Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Seryices,  ibo  Kz- 
penses  of  Post  Office  Sayings  Banks,  and 
Goyemment  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the 
Collection  of  the  Post  Office  Reyenue." 

•Mr.  CEL/lNNINa  (Northampton, 
E.):  The  House  will  remember  that 
on  Saturday  afternoon  I  bad  a  notioe 
of  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  refer* 
enoe  to  this  Vote  but  withdrew  it,  id 
order  to  enable  the  Govemmeat  to 
obtain  the  Vote,  the  nnder8tandhi(f 
being  that  I  should  raise  the  question 
I  desired  to  bring  under  the  notice 
of  the  House  on  Beport.  I  wish  to 
draw  attention  to  two  matters — namely, 
the  neglect  of  the  Postmaster  Gbneial 
to  carry  out  any  of  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Select  Gommittee  ap- 
pointed in  1887  to  consider  thequestioa 
of  Sunday  postal  labour,  and  seoondl|, 
the  excessive  hours  of  labour  of  tbt 
telegraph  clerks  of  the  Metropolis 
The  Gommittee  of  1887  recomni«aded> 
with  reference  to  the  question  of 
the  discontinuance  of  Sunday  poiUl 
deliveries,  that  a  system  of  local 
option  should  be  introduced,  with  the 
proviso  that  where  the  postal  ddifWJ 
was  discontinued  there  should  be  a 
window  delivery.  The  Committee  alse 
recommended  that  the  indoor  and  out* 
door  officials  should,  as  far  as  practicaUe^ 
have  every  alternate  Sunday  to  them- 
selves.  These  were  reoommendaiiofii 
of  a  very  moderate  character,  and  the 
second  one  was  in  accordance  with  the 
views  of  the  Select  Committee  of  191U 
What  I  complain  of  is  that  altheagk 
the  recommendations  of  the  Gommittee 
were  moderate,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  has  !•• 
fused  to  act  on  them.  In  No?embef 
last  a  question  was  put  to  the  Fo^ 
master  General,  and  his  reply  cofeted 
the  whole  ground  of  the  reoom* 
mendations  of  the  Gommittee.  i 
win  not  deal  with  all  those  recom- 
mendations ;  but  1  desire  t  j  ask  tto 
right  hon.  G^itleman  one  queeti<»  wita 
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ngud  to  the  ezperimBntB  carried  out 
with  book  and  newspaper  packets 
at  Briatol,  NottiDgham,  and  Wol- 
yerhampton.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rtited  in  his  reply  that  the 
leduotion  of  the  work  to  the  outdoor 
Post  Office  officials  was  counterbalanoed 
by  the  additional  work  imposed  on 
the  indoor  officials.  I  should  like  to 
have  some  further  eiplanatioD  on 
that  point.  He  also  took  exception 
to  our  recommendation  that  window 
delireriee  should  be  substituted  for 
the  present  system.  He  stated  that 
window  delirery  was  dangerous 
and  nncertain;  but  I  would 
draw  attention  to  the  eridenoe  laid 
before  the  Select  Committee  &om  the 
town  of  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  where 
the  ^etem  has  preyailed  for  a  long  time, 
and  where  it  bas  resulted  in  cutting 
down  the  labour  of  Post  Office  officials 
to  a  very  considerable  extent,  beoaose 
whereas  formerly  about  ao  officials  were 
required,  now  only  20  hare  to  be  in 
attendance  on  Sundays.  I  believe,  too, 
that  in  only  one  trifling  inetanoa  has 
there  been  any  danger  to  oorreepondence 
in  eonsequenoe  of  letters  bdog  delivered 
to  a  wrong  person.  Similar  evidence  was 

fiven  with  regard  tu  towns  in  Sootland. 
be  right  hon.  Qentleman  obtained  the 
opinion  of  the  Town  Oouncils  in  eight 
urge  towns,  and  he  stated  that,  on  the 
whole,  that  opinion  was  adverse  to  any- 
thing like  a  discontinuance  of  Sunday 
postal  deliveries  Now,  it  will  be  re- 
membered that  the  Committee  recom- 
mended that  two-thirds  of  the  rate- 
payera  should  have  the  power  to  deoide 
the  point  as  to  whether  there  should  be 
Sunday  deliveries,  instead  of  two-thirds 
of  the  receivers  of  correspondence,  as  is 
now  the  case.  Wo  contend  that  this 
question  of  Sunday  labour  is  a  national 
]uostion,  whi(^  interests  everyone  in  the 
)oanti^,  and  on  which  every  ratepayer 
las  a  ri^ht  to  express  hiaopiuioD.  Now, 
.  am  ohisifly  interested  inUielaet  reoom- 
aendation  of  the  Committee,  because  it 
vaa  owing  to  my  own  action  that  it  was 
idoptad.  That  recommendation  was 
hat  the  indoor  and  outdoor  officials 
bould  have  an  alternate  day's  rest  on 
aadays.  I  was  very  much  struck  by 
la  reply  of  the  right  hon.  C^entleman 
1  that  point.  He  said  that  the  indoor 
iioials  generally  did  only  two  hours 
ork  on  Sundays,  and  in  most  cases 
ley   got   at  least  one  Sunday  oat  of 


every  tluree,  and  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  afford  any  further  relief. 
Now,  I  absolutely  oonteet  that  assertion 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  and  I  find, 
on  refarenoe  to  the  evidence  of  Sir  Arthur 
Blackwood,  that  in  the  town  of  Aber- 
deen the  indoor  officials  are  on  duty 
every  Sunday;  that  in  Belfast  they 
are  on  duty  three  Sundays  out  of  four ; 
that  in  Cork  the  first-class  officials  ore 
on  duty  three  Sundays  out  of  four,  and 
the  second-class  on  every  Sunday ;  that 
in  Halifax  the  officials  are  on  duty 
seven  Sundays  out  of  eight,  and  that 
the  same  proportions  prevail  in  many 
other  towns.  I  venture  to  suggest, 
therefore,  that  this  evidence  does  not 
support  the  reply  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Postmaster  General  gave 
to  a  question  lost  November.  I  think 
it  is  a  great  hardship  that  the 
sorting  clerks  sbould  have  to  be  on  duty 
on  Sunday  after  Sunday.  Z  believe,  in- 
deed, that  in  soma  coses  they  only  get 
one  Sunday  off  in  every  12.  We 
ought  to  bear  in  mind  that  even  if  a 
man  works  only  two  or  three  hours  on 
a  Sunday  the  day  is  practically  broken 
up,  and  it  cannot  be  oonsidered  a  com- 
plete holiday.  I  am  not  bringing  this 
matter  forward  on  Sabbatarian  grounds. 
I  am  putting  it  merely  on  grounds  of 
faimeas,  and  I  think  we  can  fsirly  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  to  advance  ia 
the  direction  I  have  indicated,  and 
which  was  indicated  in  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  giva  these 
men  more  relief  than  they  now  have. 
I  hope  I  shall  bear  from  the  right  hon, 
QenUeman  to-night  that  he  ia  prepared 
to  grant  this  relief.  Now,  I  desire  to 
touch  for  one  moment  on  the  question 
of  rural  messengers.  Sir  Arthur  Black- 
wood, in  his  evidence,  stated  that  of  the 
9,304  rural  messengers  working  on 
Sundays,  2,212  had  alternate  Sundays 
as  a  day  of  res',  and  that  the  remaining 
1,062  were  on  duty  every  Sunday  in  the 
year.  I  should  just  like  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  question  i 
How  much  would  it  cost  to  enable  these 
1,062  men  to  get  a  oomplete  rest  on 
every  alternate  Sunday  ?  In  the  Debate 
last  year  there  was  a  strong  expression  of 
opinion  on  this  point  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  Univeraity — an  opinion 
which  should  carry  great  weight  with  it 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  plainly  the  duty 
of    the    Secretary   to   the  Treasury    to 
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loosen  the  purse  strings  and  provide  the 
moderate  amount  necessary  to  furnish 
this  much  desired  relief.     I   will  not 
quote  the  speech ;  but  if  hon.  Members 
will  refer  to  Mansard  they  will  find  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  gaye  the  strongest 
possible    expression    of     opinion    on 
the     matter.       Surely     out     of     the 
mighty     surplus    arising     £rom    Post 
Office  administration  the   trifling  sum 
of    £3,000    or    £4,000    could    be    set 
apart  for  this  pupose.    I  therefore  hope 
we  shall    have    from    the   Postmaster 
General  some  assurance  of  his  willing- 
ness to  give  wav  on  this  point.      And 
now  I  wish  to  draw  attention  to  some 
facte  which  have  been  placed  in  my 
hands  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  Bamsley  Division  of  Yorkshire  with 
regard  to  telegraph  clerks  in  the  Metro- 
polis, and  on  these  facts  I  have  to  ask 
for  some  explanation   from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.   It  will  be  remembered 
that  some  years  since,  when  Mr.  Fawcett 
wasatthehead  of  the  Department,  it  was 
pointed  out  that  the  clerks  at  the  Central 
Telegraph' Office  suffered  severely  from 
the  long  hours  of  night  labour,  and  as 
a  result  they  were  reduced  from  eight 
to  seven.    Bat  I  am  informed  that  even 
now  some  of  the  clerks  do  day  as  well 
as  night  duty ;  that  they  work  from  10 
a.m  till  3  p.m.,  from  5  p.m.  till  8  p.m., 
and  from  8  p.m.  till  7  a.m.,  or  a  total 
of  19  out  of  every  24   hours.     I  am 
informed  that  the  telegraph  clerks  are 
performing  14  hours  work  a  day — from 
12  at  noon  until  2  a.m.  on  the  follow- 
ing day — with  only  one  hour  during  the 
whole  of  that  period  for  their  meals.    I 
am  also  told  that  the  clerks  who  have 
objected  to  working  these  hours  have 
been  called  upon  to  give  a  written  ex- 
planation.   I  should  like  to  have  some 
information  as  to   the   truth  of  these 
statements,  and  a  guarantee  that  these 
excessive    hours    of   work    for    these 
officials,  if  substantiated,  shall  be  re- 
duced.   I  beg  to  move  the  Motion  that 
stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
''£4,752,653,"  in  order  to  insert 
"  £4,752,453."— (ifr.  Channing,) 

Question  proposed,  *  'That  '£4,752,553' 
stand  part  of  the  Kesolution." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  a  point  of  or- 
der, I  should  like  to  ask,  Mr.  Speaker, 
whether  it  has  not  been  ruled  that  a  re- 
^r.  Channing 


duction  of  a  Vote  cannot  be  moved  on 
Beport  stage  ? 

«Mb.  speaker  :  It  has  never  been 
so  ruled. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  if  he  will  give  us  some  informa- 
tion as  to  the  issuing  of  warrants  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary  in  Ireland  and  theHome 
Secretary  in  England  for  the  opening  of 
the  letters  of  Members  of  Paroa* 
ment  ?  I  would  ask  whether  the  war- 
rants have  been  directed  against  the 
correspondence  of  particular  persons; 
whether  they  are  for  stated  periods  of 
time,  and,  if  so,  for  what  periods; 
what  is  the  date  of  the  last;  and 
considering  the  admission  that  acertaia 
letter  addressed  to  me  was  opened  bj 
an  unauthorised  person,  what  preoantioos 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  taken,  or 
inten&  to  take,  against  the  opening  (rf 
a  letter  in  the  Post  Office  by  a  peiscn 
not  having  legal  authority  P 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  gira 
notice  to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  of 
my  intention  to  direct  his  attention  to  the 
Special  Commission,  and  to  Mr.  Mabe^ 
ley's  conduct  in  connectt<m  with  the 
trial.  We  know  from  the  action  of  the 
Attorney  General  during  the  Pamell 
Commission  that,  althou^  it  has  been 
strenuously  denied  that  such  a  thing 
has  taken  place,  letters  of  Iridli  Mem- 
bers have  been  opened  in  the  Poet  Offiee, 
for  the  Attorney  General  was  aUe  to 
produce  one  addressed  by  Dr.  Kenny  to 
Mr.  O'Kelly.  The  Attorney  General 
could  only  have  obtained  possession  of 
the  letter  surreptitiously.  I  make  so 
comment  on  the  Attorney  Gheneral'aactkm 
as  a  lawyer  in  using  a  document  which 
could  only  be  obtained  burglariously. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did 
not  hesitate  to  make  use  of  the  letten 
improperly  obtained ;  but  that,  of  eoorsei 
is  merely  a  question  of  good  taste.  We 
know  that  this  practice  of  op^ung  letteit 
of  ours  has  been  constantly  going  oi^ 
and  I  think  it  most  desirable  we  shodd 
have  a  clear  understanding  of  what  is 
taking  place  in  the  matter.  For  017 
own  part,  I  have  always  made  it  amle, 
not  only  since  I  entered  public  Hfe»  bat 
before,  not  to  put  anything  in  a  letter 
whichi  would  not  care  to  have  published 
at  Charing  Cross.  Therefore,  I  do  not 
in  the  least  object  to  the  Postmaster 
General  having  my  correspondence 
opened  ^before  him,  provided  he  fa^ 
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wards  it  on  to  me  afterwards   with- 
out unnecessary  delay.    Unfortunately, 
howeyer,  that  course  has  not  been  pur- 
sued, because  letters,  and  letters  even 
contaiDing  cheques  for  large  amounts, 
addressed  to  me,  haye  been  unwarrant- 
ably detained  at  the  Post  Office.    This 
has  not  occurred  for  some  time,  but  still 
it  has  taken  place,  and  only  lately  I 
have  seen  letters  addressed  to  other  hon. 
Members  which  have  been  opened  before 
delivery.    There  is  a  gentleman  in  sub- 
command of  the  General  Post  Office  in 
Dublin,  named  Maberly,  and  the  mo- 
ment the  Pamell  Commission  began  its 
sittings,  Maberly  put  himself  in  com- 
munication   with    Mr.    Soames.     This 
established  what  we  have  had  always 
contended — ^namely,   that   this    was    a 
Oovemment  inquiry,  or,  as  the  Home 
Secretary  puts  it,  a  great  State  trial. 
Members    of    the    Government    have 
apoken  with  two  voices  in  this  matter, 
while  the  Home  Secretary  has  described 
the   Pamell  Oommission    as    a    great 
State  trial,  other  Members  of  the  Go- 
▼emment    have     taken     an    entirely 
different  line,  and  have  said  it  is  not  a 
great  State  trial,  but  a  private  inquiry 
conducted    by    a     private    newspaper 
against  private  individuals.    I  do  not 
know  on  what  ground  the  Postmaster 
General  is  going  te  defend  Mr.  Maberly 's 
conduct,  but  this  I  do  say  that  the  Timet 
could  never  have  got  at  the  contents  of 
any  letter  in  the  Dead  Letter  Office  in 
Dublin    if  the   arrangements  of   that 
office  had  been  kept  absolutely  secret 
from  Mr.  Soames  by  the    gentlemen 
connected  widi  the  Department.    If  the 
Oovemment  were  placing  all  their  re- 
couroes  at  the  disposal  of  the  Timea^  and 
thoroughly  glorified  in  the  transaction, 
I  should  not  attach  the  least  blame  to 
lir.  Maberly  for  going  to  Mr.  Soames 
and  giving  him  lul  the  information  at 
his  mspoMd.     That  would  be  an  in- 
telligible stand  to  take ;  but  when  the 
Government  allege  that  they  have  given 
the  T%me9  no  aid  at  all,  and  when  they 
say  that  the  Attorney  General  who  con- 
ducted the  case  for  the  Tttnes  was  not 
^e  Attorney  General  in  that  case  but 
Sir   B.    Webster  acting    as  a  private 
barrister,  and  that  Mr.  Soames  was  there 
as  a  private  solicitor,  I  want  to  know 
how    they  obtained  their  information 
£rom  the  Dead  Letter  Office.    Speaking 
Tougbly,  Mr.  Maberly  is  a  gentleman 
who  is  known  in  Ireland  as  of  the 


Orange  persuasion,  and  has  replaced 
all  his  Catholic  officials  by  Protestants. 
In  this  case  the  Government,  or  rather 
Mr.    Soames — I  really    do  not  know 
which,  for  they  are  like  the  trinity  in 
unity — served    Mr.    Maberly    with    a 
auhpana  duces  tecum  to  produce  certain 
letters  from  that  office,  and  the  docu- 
ments which  he  had  to  bring  with  him 
must  have  been  specified.     How  could 
Mr.  Soames  have  known  of  Mr.  Ma- 
berly's    existence  or  of  the  evidence 
which  he  could  give  and  the  documents 
which  he  could  produce  from  the  Dead 
Letter  Office  except  from  Mr.  Maberly 
himself?    But    though    Mr.    Maberly 
was  in  attendsmce  at  the  Oourt,  he  was 
never  called,  although  no    doubt   his 
documents  were  examined  by  the  At- 
torney General — or,  I  ought  to  say,  by 
Sir  Eichard  Webster,  because,  of  course, 
he    was  not  Her  Majesty's   Attorney 
General.      Dr.  Jekyll    was   then  Mr. 
Hyde.    Mr.  Soames  was  supplied  with 
all  the  information  which  it  was  in  the 
power  of    Mr.    Maberly   to    produce. 
Dead  letters  are  dealt  with  in  a  par- 
ticular way  if  no  owner  is  found  after  a 
certain  period ;  and  why,  then,   were 
these  particular  letters  kept  so  long? 
In    the    ordinary  course    they  would 
have  been  destroyed.    I  would  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  if  these  were  State 
documents,  and  were  to  be  used  for 
State    purposes,  why    were  they  not 
sent  to  Dublin  OasAe  or  the  Eoldare 
Street  Olub  ?    I  ask  for  information  on 
this    point.     I   ask  what  is  the  rule 
with  regard  to  dead  letters  and  their 
destruction?    I  must  say  that  all  the 
assurances  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man may  give  will  not  satisfy  the  Irish 
Members  as  to  the  non-existence  of  the 
practice  of  tampering  with  our  letters 
in  the  Dublin  Post  Office.     I  do  not 
complain  of  their  examining  our  letters 
for  certain  purposes.    When  they  have 
a  whole  population   against  them  as 
they  have  in  Ireland,  and  when   they 
believe  that  whole  population  to  be 
murderers,  as  they  say  they  do  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  they  mu6t  take  some 
precautions.     I  do  not  object  to  their 
getting    up    and    saying,    ''We    will 
open    the  letters  of  the  whole  86  of 
you.*^'      That     would   be    an    intelli- 
gible and  justifiable    attitude   to  take 
up.    In  one  of  the  Invincible  oases,  I 
forget  which,   it  was  the  opening    of 
letters  which  enabled  the  Govemm^  to 
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get  upon  the  track  of  the  men  connected 
with  the  crime.  That,  I  say,  would  be  an 
inteltieible  position  to  take  up.  But 
what  Xhate  in  the  business  is  that  the  Go- 
yemmentsaytheydo  notdo  this,  and  that 
they  say — "  We  are  a  pure  Gbvemment; 
we  remember  Sir  Charles  Ghraham,  and 
do  not  do  this  sort  of  thing."  They  are 
ashamed  to  acknowledge  in  the  face  of 
Europe  what  they  are  doing,  and  they 
endeavour  to  obtain  the  advantages  of 
the  methods  of  foreign  despotism  with 
the  appearance  of  liberal  and 
enlightened  administration.  It  is  known 
for  a  fact  that  packets  of  letters  were 
constantly  taken  to  the  Castle  by  an 
ojficial,  were  steamed  and  opened,  and 
read  in  the  presence  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant (Lord  Londonderry),  and  after- 
wards forwarded,  or  not,  as  the  Govern- 
ment thought  best.  Now,  what  is  the 
rule  with  regard  to  Ireland  ?  I  presume 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  power  to 
issue  warrants,  and  that  he  does  issue 
them.  So  notorious  is  the  practice,  that 
when  in  the  case  of  the  famous  Mr.  Corn- 
wall, the  Secretary  of  the  Dublin  Post 
Office,  the  gentleman  who  retired  on  the 
ground  of  ill  health,  and  whose  pension 
has  lately  been  voted,  when  we  sub- 
jected bim  to  inquisition  in  the  French 
scandal,  he  said — 

"  The  only  acquaintance  I  had  with  French 
was  when  he  came  to  me  and  gt)t  certain 
letters ;  and  sometimea  (  would  g^ve  him  a 
letter  because  he  never  came  to  me  wiUiout  a 
warrant;  " 

and  yet  at  that  time  Mr.  Fawcett  was 
assuring  us  that  nothing  of  the  kmd 
was  going  on.  In  the  same  way  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  will  get  up  and  say  he  is  not 
aware  of  any  such  practice.  I  do  not 
•appose  that  his  subordinates  come  and 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I 
would  ask  him,  will  he  take  steps  to 
ascertain  from  those  in  the  Dublin  Post 
Office  whether  this  sort  of  thing  is  being 
done?  Let  the  Postmaster  General 
call  them  before  him  and  have  no 
hanky-panky  about  it;  but  say,  **I 
want  to  know  what  is  the  practice ;  I 
want  to  see  the  steamkettle  by  which 
this  is  done."  He  might  also  visit  the 
mail  boats,  which  are  mightily  ^n- 
venient  and  accommodating  places  for 
this  sort  of  thing,  it  being  notorious 
that  letters  are  opened  and  examined 
on  board  those  boats,  and  that  numbers 
of  the  detective  staff  have  travelled  in 
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them  for  the  purpose  of  identifyiaf  dif 
handwriting  of  certain  persons ;  wbib 
in  cases  where  they  did  not  kaowit  ften- 
selves,  they  have  taken  otiier  peoou 
with  them  for  the  same  purpose.    I 
could  name  a  person  who  was  at  ooa 
time    a   Member  of    Parliament,  vbo 
travelled  with  detectives  £rom  DiUii 
for  the  purpose  of  ideotifyiog  the  hand* 
writing  of    Members  of   this  Hoan; 
and  there  oan  be  no  doubt  tfasi  & 
Biehard  Webster  got  the  letter  ef  Dl 
O'Kelly    by    some    similar    kind  of 
metempsychosis.    The  Attorney  GeBOti 
is  sitting  next  the  Postmaster  Oenenl, 
who  may,  perhaps,  consult  his  friend  o& 
the  subject.     What  we    say  is  this  : 
Here  is  the  system  g^ing  on  nov  u  it 
has  been  going  on  for  years.    I  ahooU 
not  object  to  its  g^ng  on  if  the  Qofen* 
ment  would  only  say,  "Wersqriieit 
to  be  done  and  will  oontinae  to  do  it," 
because  in  that  case  the  public  wooldifli 
accordingly.  As  f ar  as  we  are  ooooened, 
it  is  well-known  that  where  any  lettao 
of  ours  are  urgent  and  require  eeoney, 
we  never  entrust  them  to  the  Bntiib 
postman,  and  the  fact  that  the  Fort 
Office  is  not  trusted  is  one  whiektibe 
Postmaster  General  ought  to  take  nodoi 
of  and  be  anxious  to  remedy.   I  piotfli 
also  against  the    way   in   which  tb 
Oatholics  are  treated  in  Dublin.   Dm 
Dublin  Post  Office  is  a  nest  of  Ortnge- 
men  and  Freemasons— gentlemen  wke 
band  themselves  together  for  the  pv* 
pose  of  preventing  the  Oatholics  m 
getting   promotion,   and  who  are,  n 
reality,  an  association  iot  bojcottiog 
Catholics.  Under  all  these  eircamrtssnai 
I  do  think  the  right  hon.  GeatleiBflM 
he   has  the  time,    ought,  doneg  »* 
holidays,  to  pay  the  DubUn  Post  Ofioj 
a  visit  in  onier  that  he  may  ^^^^^ 
these  people  and  find  out  what  is  zwv 

going  on.  ,.,^4t 

♦The  P0STMA8TEB  OBNBBAX' 
(Mr.  Raikes,  Cambridge  UnifSBiJl): 
In  reply  to  the  remfuks  thtt  W^ 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  <^ 
site,  I  may  say  that  I  hare  »» 
inquiries,  as  well  as  experimeniM' 
to  the  subject  introduced  by  the  » 
Member  for  Bast  NorUiampton;  b^ 
after  inquiries,  I  have  found  that  wow 
would  be  rather  increased  *^.f}^ 
ished  if  his  suggestion  were  earned  «»» 
Careful  consideration  has  ^^  .^ 
given  to  the  subject  of  the  deuW 
of  letters  on  Sundays  with  a  new  » 


1857 


S'ippl^^  CivU  {  August  20,  1 889  }        Sn^riee  S$i%mak$.        1 858 


the  possibility   cf    its    being    disoon- 
tinned.    The    Department   put   them- 
selres  in  communication  with  the  eight 
largest  towns  in  England,  and  asked  the 
Town  Oonncils  to  give  their  opinions  as 
to  the  practicability  or  desirability  of 
introducing  that  change.  Six,  including 
liiverpool,    Manchester,    and  Birming^ 
ham,  declared  against  making  any  such 
change    in    the    postal    arrangements. 
Bristol  did  not  express  an  opinion,  and 
Nottingham  was  in  favour  of  the  change; 
but  even  in  Nottingham  the  majority 
was  not  sufficient  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  Member  suggested  that  we  might 
try  the  system  of  window   deliveries. 
After  consulting  the  persons  most  ex- 
perienced in  the  large  towns  of  this 
country,  the  Department  were  forced  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  not  adapted 
to  populous  places  in  this  country.    The 
danger  of  letters   getting  into  wrong 
hands  and  the  gpreat  pressure  are  cer- 
tainly to  be  avoided  in  the  interests  of  the 
public.    In  some  places  there  would  be 
langer  of  the  post  offices  being  mobbed. 
Chis  country  is  not  like  Scotland  or 
Newcastle,   where  the  people  are  not 
ftoonstomed  to  have  their  letters  deli- 
rered  on  Sundays.    The  principle  shall, 
liowever,  be  recognised  in  less  populous 
>laces.     As    regards    giving   postmen 
iltemate  Sundays  off,  a  good  deal  has 
>eeo  done,  and  some  thousands  of  pounds 
ipent.    I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
hat  my  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
(uestion  of  reducing  the  pressure    of 
abour  inside  post  offices  as   well    as 
^ntaide.    As  to  the  hours  of  work  bv 
elegn^h  clerks  in  the  Metrop<»lis,  the 
Lon.  Member  dii  not  give  notice  of  his 
atention  to  bring  that  subject  forward, 
^nd  oonsequently  I  am  not  prepared  to 
aeet  him  at  this  moment.    I  am  afraid, 
kowever,  it  is  a  fact  that  some  of  the 
lerks,  especially  in  the  central  office, 
rork  for  a  longer  time  than  is  desirable; 
ut  the  work  is  generally  overtime  work, 
erformed  by  volunteers  for  additional 
^agee.     But  I  promise  to  look  into  the 
latter.    As  regards  the  serious  charges 
gainst  the  administration  of  the  Post 
office  in  Ireland,  I  can  supplement  the 
atement  which  I  made  on  Saturday 
Y  eaying  that  the  warrants  issued  by 
le  Liord  Lieutenant  for  Ireland  by  the 
!ome  Secretary  for  England  and  Scot- 
nd,    authorising  the  opening  of  the 
tters  of  particular  persons,  are  not 


expressly  limited  in  regard  to  their 
duration.  A  warrant  given  to  intercept 
the  0}rrespondenoe  of  any  particular 
individual  continues  to  run  until  it  is 
cancelled.  But  there  is  not  at  this 
moment  in  England  or  in  Ireland 
any  existing  warrant.  I  believe  there 
has  been  no  warrant  existing  in  Ire* 
land  since  I  have  been  in  office, 
and  in  the  same  period  there  has 
been  only  one  warrant  in  England,  and 
that  had  reference  to  an  ordinary 
criminal  case.  As  regards  Mr.  Maberly^ 
neither  I  nor  the  Department  have  any 
knowledge  of  any  communication  between 
that  gentleman  and  the  representativeB 
of  the  Tim$9.  The  Post  Office  have 
sanctioned  no  transaction  whatever 
between  Mr.  Maberly  and  the  Tim$9 
and  they  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such 
transaction. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Did  the  right, 
hon.  Gentleman  ask  Mr.  Maberly  how 
the  TimM  got  the  book  ? 
«Mb.  EAIKES  :  I  asked  Mr.  Maberly 
with  regard  to  the  question  put  to  me 
the  other  day  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  whether  he  took  or  produced 
any  letters,  and  Mr.  Maberly  assured 
me  that  he  did  not.  I  am  unable  to  see 
how  Mr.  Maberly  could  produce  any 
letters  unless  he  purloined  them.  I  am 
told  that  this  official  is  an  Orangeman* 
That  may  be  so.  But  I  am  also  told 
that  Mr.  Maberly  has  driven  every 
Oatholic  out  of  his  office.  I  can  only 
say  with  regard  to  the  question  put  to 
me  that  Mr.  Maberly's  superior  officer 
has  not  been  removed  from  office* 
This  gentleman  has  been  temporarily 
employed  in  another  branch  of  the  Post 
office,  and  I  have  directed  that  he  should 
be  re-transferred  to  the  position  he  pre- 
viously held.  I  do  not  think  that  the  hoiK 
Gentleman  or  any  one  else  seriously 
believes  there  is  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  dispense 
with  the  services  or  to  disparage  the 
services  of  Oatholic  servants  of  the  State. 
These  gentlemen  are  among  the  most 
trusted  of  Her  Majesty's  servants,  and 
I  should  be  extremely  sorry  if  any  one 
for  a  moment  supposes  that  the  Govern^ 
ment  wish  to  dispense  with  their  ser- 
vices. I  will  make  inquiries  with  regard 
to  t&e  missing  cheque  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  supply  me  with  particulars. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  dead  letters 
have  been  kept  from  the  natural  process 
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ef  desiruction  for  one  moment  longer 
than  they  ought  to  have  been  in  conse- 
quence of  any  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  Times.  If  I  find  there  is  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  that  dead 
letters  haye  been  kept  beyond  their 
proper  time  I  shall  be  happy  to  offer  the 
hon.  Member  the  best  explanation  I 
/Ban.  Then  the  statement  has  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  that  letters  have 
been  taken  in  packets  before  Lord 
Londonderry  durmg  his  Yiceroyalty  and 
opened  in  his  presence.  That  is  a  seri- 
ous statement,  and  the  hon.  Member 
has  made  it  on  his  responsibility  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament.  It  imputes  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  conduct  of  a  very 
flerious  character ;  and  I  tbiok  it  will  be 
my  duty  to  ask  Lord  Londonderry 
whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  such 
a  statement.  The  hon.  Member  has 
made  the  statement  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  I  fully 
believe  it. 
«Mb.  BAIKBS  :  I  understand  that  he 
folly  believes  in  its  accuracy,  and  I 
suppose  he  is  in  a  position  to 
produce  evidence  in  support  of  it. 
Of  course  it  is  not  for  me  to  positively 
4eny  a  statement  as  to  which  I  have  no 
evidence  whatever ;  but  I  perhaps  may 
«be  forgiven  if  I  say  that  it  appears  to 
me  that  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
been  grossly  deceived  in  making  such 
an  allegation.  I  cannot  suppose  it 
possible  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could 
have  been  a  party  to  transactions  of  this 
4K>rt,  which  are  so  entirely  irregular  and, 
I  presume,  illegal.  I  will,  however, 
ma!ke  it  my  business  to  ascertain  from 
jihe  Lord  Lieutenant  whether  there  is 
anything  which  can  give  a  colour  to 
jBUch  a  charge.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
domwall,  that  gentleman  received  no 

fension  and  had  never  applied  for  one. 
will  make  inquiries  as  to  whether  the 
Post  Office  bags  have  been  violated  on 
board  the  Irish  steamers.  Of  course,  if 
anything  of  the  kind  had  been  done,  it 
would  constitute  a  grave  crime ;  and  I 
ahould  be  the  first  person  to  put  the  law 
in  force  if  I  found  any  person  had  in 
any  way  violated  the  sanctity  of  the 
post.  If  any  person  in  England  or 
Ireland  opens  a  letter  without  having 
.the  proper  authority  to  do  so,  he  would 
be  committing  a  grave  crime,  for  which 
be  might  be  severely  punished.  And  I 
ahould  be  wanting  in  my  duty  if  I  did 

Mr.  Eaihes 


not  take  steps  to  punish  any  rack 
offender.  It  may  be  the  case  that  % 
letter  addressed  even  to  a  Member  of 
Parliament  may  be  the  subject  of  i 
criminal  transaction.  I  knownotlung 
of  Mr.  O^Kelly's  letter;  bat  if  any 
person  opened  a  letter  addressed  to  that 
hon.  Member,  or  to  any  other  boo. 
Member,  or,  in  fact,  to  any  subject  of 
the  Queen  in  Ireland  or  England  vith- 
out  a  proper  warrant  from  the  Secretazy 
of  State  in  the  one  instance,  or  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  other,  he  would 
be  committing  a  great  crime  against  tlM 
laws  of  the  land,  for  which  he  might  be 
very  severely  punished.  I  certainlj 
should  be  wanting  in  my  duty  if,  nadar 
such  circumstances,  I  did  not  take  steps 
to  punish  the  offender  if  evidence  wy 
forthcoming  to  enable  me  to  act  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  E.  HARRINGTON  (Kerry.  W.): 
I  wish  to  say  that  last  yeari  oi 
Report  of  a  Vote,  I  brought  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  a  rather  singular  case, 
in  which  three  Catholic  telegraph- 
ists, because  they  were  suspected 
of  cooununicating  information  from  thflir 
office  in  Tralee,  were  removed,  andtbiet 
Protestant  Freemason  Orangemen  bciig 

fut  in  their  place.  This  is  Uie  first  tiotf 
have  ever  ventured  to  raise  the  qMt 
tion  as  between  Catholics  and  no* 
testants,  and  I  now  do  it  simply  in  oidff 
to  enlighten  the  Postmaster  (hasnli 
and  to  enable  him  to  act  in  this  case.  I 
have  been  in  a  National  School  and  havi 
been  reared  with  Protestants.  I  han 
lived  amongst  them  all  mylife,aBdliafi 
never  found  any  caoi^e  of  quanel  witk 
them,  and  I  hope  I  never  may.  Sdl 
the  curious  anomaly  which  I  hav* 
referred  to  has  taken  place,  and  the 
Postmaster  General  seems  t  j  be  otav 
oblivious  of  the  fact  that  the  qnertioaof 
the  religion  of  these  telegraph'ste  vif 
raised.  In  the  town  of  Tralee,  P^ 
testants  are  only  one  in  ten,  and  yet  it 
the  Post  Office  there  are  nov  ^ 
Catholics.  It  is  surely  a  hard thiag^  ^ 
say  that  because  you  mer*-ly  sMf** 
people  of  misusing  their  informatiWi 
you  shall  replace  all  the  Catholics  is  ve 
Post  Office  by  Proteetants.  I  w**PJf 
the  kindly  spirit  in  which  the  n^**"* 
Gentleman  the  Poatmaster  Q«"®'*{J^ 
spoken  to  my  hon.  Friend.  He  ep^ 
to  me  in  a  similar  strain  last  year,  W 
he  has  done  nothing.    It  seems  to  ■• 
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that  the  Poet  Office  as  well  aa  the  police 
officials  in  the  part  of  Ireland  to  which 
I  refer,  are  completely  in  the  hands  of 
Oecil   Boche    and  Oblonel  Turner.     I 
tmet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  he 
ahle  to  grasp  the  facts  of  this  case,  and 
will  ascertain  why  the   three  Catholic 
telegraphists    to    whose   case    I  draw 
attention  were  remoyed   from  Tralee. 
I  do  not  make  any  apology  for  reviying 
this  questibn,  and  a^ing  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  nothing  was  done  to 
carry  ont  his  promise.     I  do  not  want 
to  see  any  change  made  in  the  rules  and 
internal  arrangements  of   Irish  Tele- 
graph Offices  except  such  as  are  fair 
and  eqnitahle.    I  ao  not  wish  to  haye 
friends  in  the  Post  Office  who  can  tell 
me  secrets.    I  do  not  wish  to  see  such 
an  ugly  and  disagreeable  system  at  the 
Post  Office  as  that  would  inyolye ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  think  the  Gk>yem- 
ment  are  setting  a  bad  precedent  in 
allowing  clerks  of  one  religious  per- 
suasion to  be  withdrawn  in  order  to 
make  room  for  others  of  another  re- 
ligious persuasion.    I  would  ask   the 
Poetmaster  Oeneral  to  apply  his  mind 
to  this  case  in  the  spirit  in  which  he 
has  applied  it  to  the  case  mentioned  by 
my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy). 
«Mb.   BAIKES:   I   can    only  speak 
again  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
I  haye  some  recollection  of  the  case  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers,  though 
it  is  not  so  yiyid  as  it  was  12  months 
ago.    This  much  I  remember,  that  the 
telegraph  clerks  were  not  remoyed  from 
the    Post    Office     because    they    were 
Oatholics,  but  because  they  had  been 
persistently  getting  into  what  was  oon- 
aidered  rather  disorderly  company. 

Mb.  E.  HABBINOTON  :  They  were 
replaced  by  Protestants. 
•Mb.  BAIKES:  But  they  remained 
in  the  seryice,  and  there  is  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  rise  to  high  positions. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  they  were  not 
transferred  because  they  were  Oatholics. 
They  were  transferred  because  it  was  re- 

5 resented  to  me  that  they  had  got  into 
isorderly  company.  I  was  not  aware 
before  ti^at  the  three  clerks  who  re- 
placed those  who  were  transferred  were 
P^testants,  but  I  may  mention  that 
one  of  them  has  himself  got  into  dis- 
orderly company  in  the  North,  and  he 
has  been  remoyed  to  the  South  in  the 
hope  that  he  may  do  better  there.  I  can 
only  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 


question  of  religion  does  not  influence^ 
my  action  in  regard  to  the  transfer  of 
officials. 

Mb.  E.  HABBINGTON  :  I  wish  ta 
explain,  llr.  Speaker,  that  last  year  I  did 
not  gather  from  the  Postmaster  General 
that  there  was  any  allegation  of  miscon* 
duct  against  these  men.  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that 
this  is  the  first  time  that  the  allegation: 
has  been  made  against  them. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  desire  the 
House  to  take  note  of  the  fact  that  the 
Postmaster  General  has  not  answered 
me  upon  the  specific  point  I  raised,  and 
I  will  therefore  ask  the  House  and  the 
country  to  draw  their  own  deductiona 
from  that.  I  asked,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, how  Mr.  Soames  got  the  informa- 
tion  which  appeared  in  the  subpcsna 
served  upon  Mr.  Maberly.  He  replied 
that  he  was  not  able  to  giye  the  House 
that  information.  I  asked,  in  the  second 
place,  how  Mr.  Soames  got  the  in- 
formation which  enabled  the  Attorney 
General  to  read  to  the  Special  Oommis- 
sion  letters  written  by  two  Members  of 
this  House.  Again,  he  was  unable  to 
tell  me  what  I  wanted  to  know;' 
and  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  country 
generally  will  appreciate  at  its  fuU 
yalue  the  ignorance  professed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

16.  "  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £484,405, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the 
8am  neceeeary  to  defray  the  Char^^  which  will 
eome  in  conree  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1890,  for 
the  Expense  of  the  Poet  Office  Packet  Service.*' 

Besolution  agreed  to. 

LONDON  COUNTY  COUNCIL   (MONET) 
(No.  2)  BILL.    (No.  367). 

Considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  5. 

•Mb.  BABTLEY  (IsUngton,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  move  the  omission  of  Sub-section 
4  of  this  clause.  I  do  not  intend  to 
make  a  speech.  All  I  will  do  is  to  say 
that  it  seems  to  me  rather  early  in  the 
day  for  the  London  County  Council  to 
wish  a  purchase  a  large  site  for  new 
offices.  I  think  the  matter  might  stand 
over  another  year,  and  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  it  would  be  well  to  allow 
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(hem  to  enter  upon  this  expenditure, 
seeisff  that  the  rates  hare  already  gone 
up  4d.,  if  not  6d.,  in  the  £1.  I  beg  to 
nove  the  omisBion  of  this  sub-section. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
32,  to  leave  out  Sub-aeotion  4. — (Jfr. 
Sarllty.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-seo- 
tion  4  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  JAOKSON  :  I  hope  mj  hon. 
Friend  will  withdraw  his  objection  to 
this  clause.  It  vas-y  beoome  necesaary, 
and  it  certainly  is  desirable,  that  power 
^ould  be  given  to  the  Ooiinty  Council 
to  make  inquiry  a>  to  a  suitable  site. 
The  clause  contains  ample  safeguards, 
I  think,  agaiost  an  improper  expendi- 
ture being  embarked  upon.  Al!  it  will 
enable  the  County  Council  to  do  is  prac- 
tically to  inauire  into  the  matter. 
*Mb.  BAETLEY  :  There  is  no  possible 
difficulty  in  the  London  County  Council 
inquiring  into  the  question  of  sites.  I 
do  not  object  to  their  doing  that  But 
the  clause  enables  them  to  acquire  a 
oite,  and  that  would  involve  the  expen- 
diture of  a  large  sum  of  the  ratepayers' 
^l0aey.  I,  therefore,  think  it  my  duty 
to  press  the  Amendment. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  81 ; 
Koee  30.— (Div.  List,  No.  33S). 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6. 

*8iE  JOHN  COLOMB  {Tower  Ham- 
teta,  Bow,  &o.) ;  la  regard  to  this 
elause  I  should  like  to  point  out  that 
power  is  only  given  to  raise  £313,000 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Thames  Yalley 
Tunnel  Act.  I  think  that  is  an  exceed- 
ingly small  sum,  bearing  in  mind  that 
the  whole  of  Bast  London  is  anxiously 
looking  for  the  completion  of  this  work, 
and  I  should,  thereiore,  be  glad  if  any 
Member  of  the  Qovemment  can  give 
the  Committee  information  as  to  what 
it  is  proposed  to  do  in  regard  to  it. 

*Mr.  BARTLET  :  In  Sub-section  8  I 
think  there  must  be  a  misprint,  for  it 
says  that  the  London  Connty  Council 
shall  have  power  to  borrow  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Metropolis  Streets  Im- 
provement Act  £1,000,  provided  that 
the  amount  does  not  exoeed  £4,300,000. 
What  does  that  mean  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  It  means  what  it 
saysjSir.  Itmeansthat anotherthouaand 
Doundamavbe  borrowed  Drovided  thatthe 


aggregate  borrowings  under  the  Aot  do 
not  exceed  the  sum  stated.  With  regatd 
to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Bsw,  I  may  point 
out  that  the  sum  asked  for  is  that 
which  it  is  estimated  will  ba  spmt 
in  the  course  of  the  current  tt^va 
months,  and  it  was  thought  uuaeceMaxy 
to  ask  for  power  to  raise  more  than 
that. 

Clause    6,   and    remaining    Clansaa, 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  JAMES  BOWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  I  wish  to  more  a  new  daose, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  enable  the  Xoa- 
don  County  Council  to  pay  all  the  eoats, 
charges,  and  expenses  which  may  ba  in- 
cnired  by  them  up  to  the  31  st  December, 
1890,  in  an  inqmry  to  be  ioetitated  wiUl 
respect  to  the  water  supply  of  the 
Connty  of  London.  My  reason  for 
moving  this  clause  is  a  very  simple  ons, 
and  I  need  not  detain  the  House  long  in 
explaining  it.  It  is,  the  CommittM 
will  remember,  the  clause  which,  at  the 
instigation  of  the  London  Connty 
Council,  the  Government  pUoed  in  the 
original  Bill  introduced  thia  year,  bat  it 
was  sabseqnently  omitted  becaase  oi  the 
number  of  Amendments  plaoed  upon  ths 
Paper  in  opposition  to  it  by  hon.  Q«ntlfr- 
men  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Hoose. 
I  am  told  it  nas  been  stated  that  then 
was  opposition  to  the  clause  firam  tUi 
side  of  the  House  also  ;  but  I  tmanol 
ascertain  that  this  is  the  case,  and  I 
must  say  that  were  the  statement  otn- 
firmed,  I  should  express  my  foelingsai 
to  the  objectionable  conduct  paraood  by 
hon.  Qentlemen  on  thia  side  equally  ss  .. 
strongly  as  I  have  expressed  tfaam  is- 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  hon.  MsB- 
bars  opposite.  Now,  this  clause  doesttol' 
give  the  County  Ctoonoil  for  Loadoa 
power  to  purchase  the  water  sn{^ly ;  iti 
simply  gives  them  power,  within  a  littlsi 
over  12  months,  to  make  an  inquiry  inte 
the  whole  question  of  the  watex  aupety, 
which  is  one  of  the  most  seriom  thnfi ' 
withwhichwehavetooontMid.  lamqniMf 
convinced  that  the  people  of  London  vil 
not  allow  simple  monopolists  to  rataial 
the  control  of  Iheir  water  supply  for  aloan 
time  to  come.  I  should  like  to  inform  thd 
Committee  who  were  the  gentlemen  VM 
opposed  the  original  clause.  So  fisr  m 
I  can  ascertain,  they  ware  all,  more  otj 
less,  directly  interested  in  the  Tanovl 
Water    Oomnanies  Hunnlvina-  I^n^ca.1 
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One  is  the  boq  of  the  Gh)yemor 
of  the  New  River  Oompany ;  a  second 
is  the  bvother  of  a  director  of 
another  Oompany,  and  bo  it  ie 
in  every  case ;  and  these  Amendments 
^were  thus  put  forward,  not  in  the  inte- 
rests or  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
liondon,  but  because  hon.  Gentlemen 
-were  afraid  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
wouid  disclose  such  a  state  of  affairs  as 
"would  induce  the  people  of  London  to 
require  their  Bepresentatives  to  deal 
forthwith  with  this  g^eat  question.  I 
think  the  importance  of  introducing  this 
clause  cannot  be  better  illustrated  than 
by  reminding  the  Committee  that  in  the 
year  1878,  when  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  spent  a  sum  of  £6,611  in  con- 
nection with  Bills  introduced  into  Par- 
liament on  the  question  of  the  Water 
Supply  of  London,  they  were  sur- 
oharged  the  amount  by  the  Auditor  in 
auditing  their  accounts  for  that  year. 
In  conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  we  who 
support  this  clause  are  quite  willing  to 
agree  to  the  insertion  of  a  sum  of 
money-^say  £5,000 — as  a  limit  of  the 
expenditure  to  be  incurred  under  it. 

New  Clause  (Expenses  of  inquiry  as 
to  water  supply,) — {Mr,  Jame%  Mow- 
iandtf) — brought  up,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  J.  B.  KELLY  (Camberwell, 
N.):  I  represent  a  Metropolitan  con- 
stituency. I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend  opposite  that  this  question  is  one 
of  immense  importance  to  London,  and 
I  regret  that  the  Government  should 
have  thought  it  right  to  omit  this  par- 
ticular clause.  If  my  hon.  Friend  will 
agree  to  the  insertion  of  a  limit  of 
£5,000  in  his  clause  I  shall  be  very 
happy  to  support  him.  I  think  that 
Londoners  cannot  much  longer  submit 
to  the  present  state  of  affairs  with 
regard  to  their  water  supply.  They 
must  obtain  control  over  it ;  and  if  the 
London  County  Council  will  use  such 
means  as  this  clause  will  place  at  their 
disposal,  they  will  be  doing  a  great  deal 
towards  the  work  which  the  public  will, 
sooner  or  later,  call  upon  them  to  under- 
take. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  34; 
Noes  76.— (Div.  List,  No.  836.) 


Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 
Bead  the  third  time  and  passed. 

BANN  DRAINAGE  [EXPENSES]. 

Order  for  Committee  thereupon  read, 
and  discharged. 

BANN  DRAINAGE  (RE-COMMTTTED) 
BILL.     (No.  344.) 

Order  for  Committee  read,  and  dis ; 
charged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

LEASEHOLDERS    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

(No.  179.) 

As  amended,  considered. 

•Mr.  p.  a.  CHANCE  (KUkenny.  S.) : 
The  object  of  the  clause  which  I  have 
to  propose  is  to  prevent  the  further 
exclusion  from  the  .  benefits  .  of  the 
Land  Act  of  leaseholders  whose  leases 
are  not  really  renewable.  In  some  cases 
leaseholders  hold  under-tenants  for 
life,  who  are  not  certain  of  their  power 
to  lease,  and,  consequently,  covenants 
are  introduced,  that  if  the  leases  granted 
be  bad,  fresh  leases  within  the  lessors' 
power  will  be  granted.  These  leases 
are  not  really  renewable  leases,  al- 
though they  are  technically  so. 


Clause  (Covenants    for  renewal,] 
{Mr.    Chance,)— hrovight  up,  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Motion  madei-and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  bo  read  a  second 
time." 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  not  press  this 
Amendment.  The  Oovemment  cannot 
accept  the  clause,  for  this  reason.  The 
Bill  as  it  stands  in  no  degree  extends 
the  class  of  leaseholders  admitted  to 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1887;  it 
merely  removes  a  flaw  in  the  title  of 
a  limited  number  of  cases.  The  hon. 
Member's  proposal  would,  however, 
bring  in  an  altogether  new  class,  and 
the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
agree  to  that  being  done. 

«Mr.  CHANCE:  I  do  not  admit  that  that 
is  80.  If  the  Gt)vemment  will  not  accent 
the  clause  I  will  withdraw  it,  for  I  wuL 
not  take  the  responsibility  of  wrecking 
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Crminat  Lax  dnd 


{OOUUONSt     Proeidurt  (Inlani)  let.    I8EI 


the  BilL  IImtb  the  publio  to  jad^e  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Qovemment.  I  bee 
leave  to  withdrsir  the  Hotioa  ana 
datue. 


Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
SUFEUNHU&TIOH  [ALLOWANCES,  kc} 


EDUCATION    GBANTB    [CAITHNES8 

AND  SUTHEELAND.] 
Committee  to  ctnuider  of  iltttiiifF  tlieMi> 
ditioni  on  which  uiDual  Puliamgotuj  OnnU 
for  Bdnoation  nuj  be  mads  to  tdioaj*  in  tht 
conntiea  ot  OvUmeaB  sod  Sathsrluid  (Qaam'i 
BeoommendodoD  ngnified)  to-inono*. 

CaiUINAL   LAW  AND    PbOOBDDRB 
(IBELAND)  ACT,  1SS7. 
Betnm  ordered — 
"Qiviag  (I)  a   Statemeot  of  th«  uumtt 
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Amur — Navt — Ihoia — Ibilamd  —  Sootlaxd  —  Paruammt  —  Poor  Law — Post  Onios-*- 

MiTROPOUs  —  Church   op   Eholahd  —  Eduoatioh  —  Crimiital  Law  —  Law  and  Jdstiov 

AVD  Pouoi,  Ac. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Com- 
mittee, 47ft 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection  of 
Childien  Bill,  Committee,  320 

Abbaham,  Mr.  W.,  Limeriek^  W, 

Ireland— fiviotions—Abbeyfeale,  784,  785 
Postmaster  of  Knookaney,  1016 

Abraham,  Mr.  W.,  Glamorgan,  Rhondda 
Supply — ^Science  and  Art  Department,  139ft 
Titbe  Rent-charge  Recovery    Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1112  ;  Committee,  1160 

Abmibaltt — {bm  Navy) 

Admibalty — ^First  Lord  {m$  Hamilton, 
Right  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

VOL.  CCCXXXIX.       [third  series.] 


Admibalty — Civil  Lord  {see  Abhmkad- 
Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  (^mForwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

Advance  Ifotes  to  Seamen  Bill 

/.  Bill  Withdrawn  Aug,  8,  713  [Bill  93] 

Advertisement  Bating  Bill 

Royal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Adyooatb,  The  Lord  {see  Robertson, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Afrioa  (East  Coast) 

Pemba  and  Zangibar,  Slavery  in,  Qoestion, 
Sir  J.  Keonaway  ;  Answer,  Sir  J.  Fergusson 
Aug,  6,  550 
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Apbica  (South  Ooast) 

Zululand^BritUh  Troops,  i^aestiooi,  Mr.  T. 
Ellii,  Mr.  BradUngh  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  Aug,  13, 
1134 

Utibepu — Boundariei,  (^estion,  Mr.  T. 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  Aug,' 12, 1024 

Trial  of  NaUve  Chieft,  Qaestions,  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Herschell,  The  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  Aug,  9,  873 

Aprioa.  (West  Ooast) 

Old  Calabar,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AflEairs  Atig,  9,  906 

AgrieuUural  Department 

Lard,  Adulterated,  Question,  Sir  R.  Paj;et  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Aug,  8,  766 

AiirsLiB,   Mr.   W.  G.,    Laneashire,    N,^ 
LonedaU 

Jervis's  Act,  794 

Ai&D,  Mr.  J.,  Paddington,  If. 

Supply —  Ireland  ~  County  Court  Officers', 
Divisional  Commissioners*,  and  Magistrtites' 
Report,  1448 

Allotments  ^<;J  (««^  Labourers' Allotment 
Act, 

AMBROSE,  Mr.  W.,  Middleeex,  Harrow 
Tithe  Rent-charge   Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1093, 1095  ;  Committee,  1196 

Akstbuthbb,    Ool.  B.  H.  L.,    Sufblkf 
Woodhriige 
Local  Taxation  Licenses,  772 

ArUtratioii  BiU 

e,  Oensidered  in  Committee  ;  Reported  Aug,  8, 
219  [BiU  267J 

As    Amended    Considered;    Order    for   SR. 

Adjourned  Aag,  5,  421 
Read  8«*  and  Passed  Aug.  14, 1248 
/.  Returned  from  Commons ;  Agreed  to  with  an 
Amendment  Aug.  15, 1290  [Bill  97] 

Commons  Amendment  Considered  and  Agreed 
tOilii^.  10, 1455 

Argentine  Repuhlie 

Emigration,  (Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AflEairs  ^u^.  12,  1011 

Abgtll,  Duke  of 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Peti- 
tion, 1 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Committee, 
459.  480,  487.  493,  503,  510,  513,  515,  516, 
517^518,  521,  526  ;  Consideration,  722,  725 


Armenia 
Comular  Reports  and  Papers,  (^oestioa,  Mr. 

Channing ;   Answer.  The  Under  Secretary 

for  Foreign  Affiurs  Aug,  2,  182 
Exiles,  (^estion,   Mr.    Channing;   Antver, 

The  Under  Secretary  for  ForeigD  Affiun 

Aug,  15,  1346 

Moussa  Beg,  (Question,  Mr.  Chamuag ;  As- 
swers,  The  Under  Secretary  for  F^nimt 
AfUin  Aug,  15, 1346 

Turkeg  and  Armenia,  i^nestionf,  ICr. 
Summers,  Mr.  Cochrane-Baillie ;  Aaiven, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  AlEun 
i4i4^.  13,  1140 

Armt 

AdmimstnUi»n,  (^nestioB.  Sir  W.  Bsritslsi; 
Answer,  The  FiNt   Lord  of  the  Tresssry 
Aug,  1,70 
Auxiliary  Faroes— Transport,  Qoestioo,  Ob- 
servations, Lord  Tmro,  Under  Seerttarj 
lor  Wari4ii^.  1,  41 
Volunteers  —   Oloueestershire     Engimmt 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Secretary  for  War  Ateg.  1,  59 

Commiseums,  Royal  ArtiUety  and  Heifsi 
Engineers,  (^estions,  Obeerratioos,  Esrl  of 
Milltown,  Under  Secretary  for  War  Au^.  6, 
425 

Contracts  —  Meat,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbsry; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Am/,  S, 

172 
War     Ofiee,     Question,     Mr.     Hanbsry; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Ang,  13. 

1130 
Egypt'-De/eat  of  tke  Dervishes,   QnsitioBi, 

Colonel  Eyre,  Sir.   W.  Lawsoo,  Sir  t. 

Barttelot ;  Answers,  The  Saerstary  for  War 

Aug.  6,  329 
Military  Operations  against  the  DermskSi,       j 

Observations,    Earl  of    Caraarroo,  Tbe 

Lord  President  of    the    Coooeil,    Ksri 

GranvUle.  Tbe  Under  Secretary  for  Wsr 

Aug,  5.  270 
Future    Policy,    Questions,    Obiervstios^ 

Earl  of  Carnanron,  The  Prime  Miotitar, 

Urd  Herschell  Aug,  12,  993 

OibraUar,  Fever  at.  Question,  Sir  W.  Bartts- 
lot ;  Answer,  Tbe  Financial  Secntery  totbe 
War  Office  ^M^.  8,  771 

India— Contagious  Disease,  Questions,  Kr.  C. 
Bentinck,  Mr.  Stuart  t  Answers^  Tbs  Ssers- 
tary  for  War,  The  Under  Seoetsiy  lor 
IndUilti^.  14,1484 

JreUind 
Barracks,  Dublin,  Question,  Msjor  Rsieli: 
Answer.  The  Secretary  for  Wsr  i«»?. 
15,  1320 
Fourth  Hussars,  Question,  Major  Raaeli  : 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Af* 
15,  1320 
Island  Bridge^Fourth  Eussars,  (^usitios, 
Mr.    Ufone ;    Answef,  The  Seerstsry 
for  War  Aug,  16.  1479 
Medieal    Ogioers^Dr.     Richard    NisksUt, 
Question,  Dr.  Kenny;  Answer,  TfasSse- 
retary  for  War  Aug,  15,  1348 
Malta^Disturbanee  at  Rahato—Osmhut  eftht 
Military,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Aoiwtr, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Aug.  12,  lOlf 
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y^awMl  MawBwvrei,  Qaestions,  Mr.  Tomlinson, 
Mr.  Oossham ;  Aniwen,  The  Seoretarj  for 
Wmr  Auff.  2, 179 

Ofieer$^Horte$ -^  Forage  Rations,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Oanbary ;  Answer,  The  SeoretarT  for 
War^i^.  1,68 

Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bradlauj^h ;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retary for  War  Aug,  5,  323 

Staff  Offictre,  Question,  Colonel  Cotton  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Aug,  16, 
1456 

Staff  Officers  and  Public  Companies,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  G.  Campbell;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  for  War  Aug,  19, 1661 

Ordnance     Department  —  Quns  —  Disabling 

Quns,  Questions,  Colonel  Nolan;  Answers, 

The  Secretary  for  War  Aug,  6,  540 

Manufacturing      Departments  —   Arsenal 

Workmen,    Question,    Colonel    Hughes; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War  Aua,  9. 

893 

lUgiments-^  Third  Leicestershire  RegimetU^ 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Granby;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  War  Aug,  16,  1473 

Review — Aldershot,  Question,  Observations, 
Lord  Brayne,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
War  Aug,  12, 1006 

Army  Estimates 
Half  Pay,  Ac.;  Retired  Pay  and  Gratuities, 
<bc.;  Report  uf  14^.  12,  1116 

Atherlby-Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,N.  IF. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 

Tanner,  Dr.,  Res.  100 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  3R.  344 
The  Lett  Estate,  1766 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 

1178       , 

Attornby-Gxkbral  (see  Webstbb,  Sir 
E.  B.) 

Audit  (Army  and  Navy  Accoants)  Bill 

I.  Read  3**  and  Passed,  Aug,  1 ,  49      [Bill  164] 
Royal  Assent  Aug,  12,  993 


Australian  Colonies 

Western  Australia — Governorship,  Questions, 
Mr.  Clianning,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  G. 
O.  Morgan  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies  Aug.  12, 1019 

Pearl  Fisheries,  Question,  Mr.W.  M'Arthur ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,  Aug,  6,  6i5 

Responsible  Government,  Questions,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  Mr.  Leighton  ;  Answers,  The 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug  8, 
785 

Badbn-Povbll,  Sir  G.,  Liverpool,  Kirk- 
dak 
Gofernment  Publications,  Sale  of,  1123  « 
Inland  Revenue— MetropoliUn  Collectors,  101 7 
Mails  to  China,  via  Canada,  68 
West  Indies^Mail  Contract,  1766 


Balfoxtb,  Lord 

Advance  Notes  to  Seamen  Bill,  3R.  718 
Electric  Lighting  Provisional  Orders  Bill,  2R.  3 
Local  Government   (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  34  ; 

Committee,  465,  471,  490,  493,  502,  505, 

516,530 
Merchant  Shipping  Acts  Amendment  Bill,  2R. 

161 
Poor  Law  Bill,  2R.  163,  166  ;  Committee,  714 

Balfour,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland),  Mhnehester,  E. 

Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  2R.  1610 
Ireland— Agricultural  Statistics,  1187 
Cattle  Disease  and  Dublin  Unions,  1325 
Crimes    and    Outrages— Moonlighting    at 
Kanturk,  1339 
Alleged  Outrage  by  Orangemen  at  Cooks- 
town,  895;  in  Co.  Armagh,  183 
Criminal    Law    and   Procedure  Act — Boj- 
cotting,     Charge    of— Co.    Wexford— 
Mellon,  Doyle,  and  Kavanagh,  75,  782 
Conybeare,  Mr.  553,  798.  799,  903,  914, 
1023,   1128,   1459,    1461,  1462,  1651, 
1669;  Res.  1670 
Cost  of  Defending  Prisoners,  783, 784,  909, 

1022 
M'Geeand  Sayers,  1459,  1461,  1462 
M'Namara,  Mr.  55 
Prisoners  and  the  Press,  904 
Stephen,  Father,  913 
Tanner,  Dr.  185,  1028,  1143;    Res.  92, 

97, 108,  109 
Treatment    of     Members — Whitewashed 

Cells,  67 
Treatment    of    Prisoners — Derry     Goal, 
1459,  1461,  1462 
Evictions— Abbeyfeale,  784,  785 
Battering  Ram — Donegal,  185 
Clongorey  Estate,  1346 
Lord  Clanricarde's  Estate,  547 
Fisheries— Shannon  Drainage,  535, 536 
Labourers'  Dwellings,  1127 
Jiand  Acts— Amen£nent,  1457 
Commission— Cases  at  Attry,  1335 
Cases  from  Stranorlar,  911 
Mr.  Babington,  902 
Mr.  Roberts,  1126 
Mr.  Townsend,  1383 
Fair  Rents,  551, 1010 
Dronin,  1321 
Newry,  1467 
Olphert  Estate,  170 

Templeton  and   Hope  Estates,    1473, 
1655 
Waterford  Union— Kilkenny,  1137, 1349 
West  Wicklow,  535 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Clangorey    Estate, 
1650 
Clanricarde  Estate,  65 
Ponsonby  Estate,  1013 
Law   and   Justice  and  Police — Barry,  Mr. 
Thomas,  1666 
Clare,  Police  in,  1030 
Donegal,  S. — Seisure  for  Rent,  792 
Ennis— **  Bad  characters,*'  910 
Fishermen — Alleged  outrage  by   Police, 

900 
Fitzsimon,  Margaret,  1472 
Gal  way,  John,  Case  of,  and  Police  Protec- 
tion. 1328 
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ZulykMd^BriUtk  Troops,  O 
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Under  Seoretery  for  t' 
1124 

Utibepu-'Bouitdari 
Ellii :  Annnr,  " 
tb«  GoloDiei  ^' 

Trial  of  yaHv 
iioniy  Lord  *  -.--^ 

the  Color* 


Aprioa  (V 
Old  Col 


I   ^^^  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  Caveniry 
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^'^jttotingt, 


Mollaogh, 


Dablio  iUteB— 
^\  Iteftulting  Col- 

2!3IririK»r«,  1660 

^Ro(iirn,CA5 

fJTjIrCiea,  172 
'''^^ll^islfjifUtnite— Antrim,  1651 

^^a^mUOaO,  1031 

•^iSiHSon— aoyal  Unifortity,  1329 
^j^TJr^d  Catholioi,  1474,  1475 
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god  fforboon — Fonit   IMer,  59,  544, 

^  £jiv^BaltinglMS  Union,  534 
Danhn^g^J  Union — Nonpayment  ot  Poor 
Bale,  169 
Ptuon-Derrj  Gaol,     1010,    1031,    1142, 

1461,  1482,  1668 
friioni  Vote,  1769 
Bojal  Doblin  Soolety,  1471 
Troatee  Savingt  Bank— Lima? idj,  1009 
loterpretatioa  Bill,  2R.  871 
l^bt  Railwaja  (Ireland)  Bill,  Bunding  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Ret.  126:  Coniideration, 
1704.  1708,  J711,  1712,  1716,  1726.  1727. 
1728. 1731, 1735,  1788 
Parliament — Busineu  of  the  House,  554,  914, 
1288 
Members  of  (Charges  and  Allegations)— The 
Special  Commission— > Witness  Tracj,  1653 

Sack  Drainage  Bill.  1661  ;  Res.  744;   Con- 
sideration,  762 ;  dR.  764 

Soppiy  (Ireland)  — Chief  Secretary's  Offices, 
^.  1816,  1819, 1820,  1821.  1825,  1830 

Coontjr  Coort  Offloers — Divisional  Commis- 
sioners and  Magistrates  Report,  806,  807, 
834,  835,  836,  837,  838.  840.  842,  843, 
844,  845,  846,  847,  917,  918,  919,  980, 
981. 1431,  1432, 1433,  1434,  1435,  1438, 
1439.  1440,  1449 

Land  Commission,  1770, 1778,  1780,  1786, 
1787,  1799,  1800 

Lord  Lieutenant's  Hoatebold;  1807.  1808 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  580,  581,  582, 
583.  584,585,  587,  588,  618,  621,  622, 
623,  624,  625,  629,  630,  635,  680,  693, 
696,  697,  865,  870 

Sunday  Closing  (Ireland)  Bill,  1708 

Tithe      Rent-charge    Recovery    Bill,     Com- 
mittee, 1287 


>c:' '^Jl.S."8nlUB,"l782 


iteinage  ( Ee-Committed)  BUI 

.'Tirdsr  for  Committee ;  Bill  Withdrawn  ilii^. 
20,  1866  [Bill  344] 

Baan  Drainasre  (Ezpenses) 

Order  for  Committee  Read  and  Discharged 
Aftff.  20. 1860 
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Babino,  Mr.  T.  C,  London 

Coinsfco  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Committee,  1241 

Council  of  India  Bill.  2R.  232 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  ISO 

London  County  Council  Money  (No.  9)  Bill, 
2R.  987 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee,  266 

Babban,  Mr.  J.,  Tort,  W.B.,  OU$y. 

Supply  —  Ireland  —  Oonnty  Court  Officers*. 
Divisional  Commissioners',  and  Magistrates' 
Report,  1433 

Barrow  Drainage  Bill 

c.  Order  for  Resuming  Adjourned  Debate  :  Bill 
Withdrawn  Avg,  12. 1120  [Bill  259] 

Babtlbt,  Mr.  Q.  0.  T.,  laUngtoti,  N. 

London  County  Council  (Money)  (No.  2)  Bill, 
Committee,  1862,  1863 

Babttelot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Summx, 
N.W. 

Army  Estimates^  Half-pay  and  ftetired-pay, 

1119 
Army  and  Navy  Administration,  70 
Egypt— Defeat  of  the  Dervishes,  330 
Gibraltar,  Fever  at,  771 
Tiihe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,   Order  for 

Committee,  1052, 1053,  1070  ;  Committee, 

1233 

Baxticakk,     Mr.    A.    A.«     Camb0nffeUt 
F$ehham 

London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 
3R.983 


Beach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  Hicks 
(President  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Bristol,  W. 

Board  of  Trade — Journal,  66 
Lard,  Adulterated,  766 
Contracts— Bull  Rock  Lighthouse,  1015 

Boiler  Explosion — Inquiries,  56 

labour  Sutistics,  60 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  132,  133  ;  Pririlegs, 
1226  ;  Consideration,  1677,  1678,  1679. 
1682 

Maritime  International  Conference,  60 

Merchant  Shipping — O)lottr  Blindness,  171 
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T,  Right  Hon.  Sir.  M.  Hiokm^  eont. 
merchant  Sliipping  (PiloUge)  Bill,  Con«i<ler- 
ation,  1644 
Merohant  Shipping  (Tonna^)  Bill,  541 
Railwa/t-^AeoidenCs  and  Mail  Bagi,  63 
Clasaifioation   of  the    Railwajs  and  Canal 

Traffio  Aet,  549 
Kantork  and  Newmarket,  58 
Keith  Janetion—Gollision,  1035 
Ratee,    Charges,    and    Classiflcation,  770, 

1764 
Regulations,  51 
Regulation  of  Railways  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.  321  : 

Committee,  422, 423,  424,  639,  640,  641 
Supply — Temporary  Commissions,  1606 
Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill,  Consideration,  880 
Teehnieal  Instmetion  Bill,  2R.  992 
Tithe  Rent-oharge  Reeovery  Bill,   Order  for 
Committee,  1088,  1089, 1092 


Bbadbl,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Essex,  Chelmnford 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recofery  Bill,  Committee, 
1174 

Bbauohamf,  Earl 

Eoclesiastioal  Business  Fees,  1005 

Beaufot,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Lambeth,  Ksnning- 
ton 
Importation  of  Sheep  and  Cattle,  324 

Bbntikck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  ^yhite- 
haven 
Army — India — Contagious  Disease,  1484 
Supply— National  Gallery.  1515 
Westminster  Hall,  791 

Bbthell,    Oommander   G.    R.,     York, 
E.R,y  Solderness, 
Tithe  Rent-oharge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1176 


BioGAK,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,  fF. 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  132 ;  Consideration, 
1676,  1692,  1697,  1703,  1715,  1719,  1723, 
1734,  1725,  1729,  1733,  1735,  1737,  1738 

Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  748 

BlBKBECK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Coinage,  The,  1477 

Importation  of  Sheep  and  Cattle,  324 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease— Cattle  imported 
from  Holland,  1475,  1476 

Pleuro-pnenmonia — Compensation  for  Slaugh- 
ter, 1476 

Blanb,  Mr.  A.|  Armagh.  8, 
Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Pi'ooednre  Act — U'Gee 
and  Sayes— Derry  Gaol,  1458 
Tanner,  Dr.  Res.  123 
Fair  RenU-Newry,  1466 

Olphert,  169 
Land  Law  Amendment,  1456,  1457 

[e<mt. 


Blahb,  Mr.  A.—eoht. 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Fishermen, 
Alleged  Outrage  on,  by  Police,  899 
Morrison,  Wm.,  an  Orangeman,  Charge  of 
Assault  against,  170 
Magistraoy—Capt.  Preston,  R.M.  1455 
Orangemen,    Alleged    Outrage  by,    in    co. 

Armagh,  183  ;  At  Cookstown,  895 
Poor  Riate.  Non-payment  of— Dnnfanaghy 

Union,  169 
Post   Oflloe— Female    Telegragh     SerTioe, 
1487 
Supply — Ireland — Lord   Lieutenant's    House- 
hold, 1804 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary,  595,  866 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1187 

Blundbll,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Lafieashtre, 
8.  W.,  Inee 
Supply — Ireland — Resident  Magistrates,  968 

Board  of  Agricnltore  Bill 

I,  Returned  from  Commons  Aug,  1, 

4.  [Bill  125] 

e.  Royal  Assent  Aug,  12,  993 

Board    of    Trade  —  President    [^see 
BsACH,    Bight   Hon.    Sir   M.    E. 

HlOKS) 

Board  of  Trade 
Contracts — Bull  Bock    Lightheuse,   (Question, 
Mr.  T.  W.  RubmU  ;  Answer,  The  I'l-esident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  12,  1014 

Lard,  Adulterated,  Question,  Sir  R.  Paget  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of   the    Board   of 

Trade  Aug,  8,  766 
Journal,  Question,  Mr.  U.  Vincent ;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Auff, 

1,66 

BoiUr  Explosions  Aet 
Inquiries,  Question,  Mr.   Summers  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  1, 
56 

Bradlaugh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Afrioa^Zululand— British  Troops,  1126 
Army — Gloucestershire  Engineer  Volunteers, 
59 

Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers,  823 
Building  Societies — Star  Bowkett,  901 
Bury  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  887,  888 
Council  ot  India  Bill,  2R.  226,  261 
Dorchester  Savings  Bank,  1019 
Hours    of   Labour    in    European    Countries 

Return  1050 
India^ Bengal— Lower   Provinces— Constttu<* 
tlon,  1351,  1852 

Budget,  1485 

Cbandalin  Maharani  of  Rewa,  1323,  1324 

CouncU  of  the  Empire,  1321,  1823 

Foreign  OfBoe,  1131 
Labour  Statistics,  59 
Malu— Disturbances  at  Robato,  1012 
Marriages  (Basutoland,  &o.}  Bill,  3R.  231 
Mavy— Contracts,  60 

H.M.S.  «<  Snlun,"  1755 

ieont. 
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BAtroD*,  Klgfat  Hon.  A.  J.— eoal. 

InqoMt,  R«r<ual  to  hold  id,  1339 
Krane,  Thomu,  1605 
Kia>«lk,  JobD,  Cbm  or,  133T 
MarkaU,  CoaibUilei  biildiog  at,  lUl 
UorrUon,  William,  an  Orangemen,  Charge 

oT  Avaalt  AgainM,  ITO 
PoliM,  AU«god  AmulC  by,  11S3 
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Shiaa,  TiiuoUijr,  Caaa  of,  1660 
Tallagbt— Polke  and  Prifat*  Meeting*, 

U3t 
Walib,  Michael,  IBST 
I.igbt  Rallirari — Bailieborongh,   Mnllangh, 
Kelli,  and  CloDM,  793 
Catan,  1130 
Local  Goiernment  Board — Dublin  Rale*  — 
Mr.  PilkiDgton  and  a  DghuUing  Col- 
leetor,  1313 
Holfwood  Poreihare,  1312 
Lnnalia  Aijlami — Qorernon,  1660 

Inipeotorof  Lunaof,  591 
Magiitraoj — Rei.  ISIS 

Reaident  MagiatrBlai— R«lurn,  5S5 
Preaton,  Capt.  14S5 
Roche,  Mr.  Cecil,  172 
Roman  Catbolie  Magiilrale—  Antrini,  IS51 
Hcdioal  PeniioDi,  1031 
National  Edgoation— Rojrnl  Uni'eraitj,  1339 
Ornngemen  and  Oatholiei,  H71,  I1T3 
Pitr*  and  tlarbonrt— Fcnit   I'ier,  S9,  5U, 


PriK>iii -Derrj   Gaol,     1010,    1031,    1113, 
USI,  1163,  IS68 

Priaoni  Vole,  1789 

Roja!  Dublin  Soeietr.  UTI 

Traatee  Satinga  Bank— Lima i  id;,  1009 
ImerpreCatJon  Bill,  3R.  871 
Ught  RailwajB  (Inland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 

mittH  on  Tradt,  Eei.  ISHi  Coneidv ration, 

1701,  1T08,  1711,  ITia,  1710,  1736,  1737. 

1738,  1731,  173<,  1738 
Parliament— Buiineu  of  the  Hoaae,  SSI.  014, 


Ballantihe,  Mr.  W.  H.  W.,  Cvmtry 
Na*7,  R.M.S.  "Saltan,"  1733 

Bann  Srainage  (Be-Committed)  Bill 
«.  Order  for  Committee:  Bill   ffithdran  ia;. 
30,  1866  [Bill  3(1] 

Bans  Srainagfl  (Expeiues) 

e.  Order  for  Cammittee  Read    and   UiNbarged 
Avg.  30,  1860 

Bariiio,  Mr.  T.C,  London 

CoiDRKO  (Li^bt  Gold)  Hill,  Committee,  llll 

Councilor  India  Bill,  Sft.  333 

Light  Railway*  (Iretand)  Bill,  SUnding  Cos- 

mittee  on  Trade,  Rea.  130 
London  Connt;  ConnoU  Mone;  (No.  3)  Bill, 

2R.  eS7 
Mofablo  Owallioga  Bill,  Committee,  HI 

Babbak,  Mr.  J.,  York,  W.S.,  Otlif. 
Sapplf  — Ireland  — OoBDty   Court    OSmii'. 
Divisional  Comminiooera',  and  Uagimilea' 
Report,  1133 

Barrow  Drainage  Bill 
e.  Order  for  Raaumlng  Adjourned  Debate  i  Bill 
WUhdrawn  Avg.  19,1130  [Bill  !fiS] 

Babtlbt,  Mt.  O.  C.  T.,  ItUngUm,  N. 
London  Conntr  Couooil  (Honej)  (No.  S)  BiH, 
Committee,  1862,  1863 

Baettblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  8ma, 
N.W. 
Army   E at imatee— Half-pay  ■nd  RetiKd-paf, 

1119 
Army  and  Nary  Adminietntion,  70 
EgTPt— Defeat  of  the  Dervisbae,  330 
Gibraltar,  Ferer  at,  771 
Tiibe  Reni.«barge  ReeoTory  Bill,  Ordn  far 

Committeo.  10S3,  10S3,   1070  ;  Coniailllc<, 
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Bbaoh,  Right  Hon.  Sir.  M.  Hiou—  cout. 
Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotnge)  Bill,  Consider- 
ation, 1644 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  541 
Railways — AoeidcDts  and  Mail  Bags,  53 

Glasaification    of  the    Railways  and   Canal 
TraflSo  Act,  549 

Kantark  and  Newmarket,  58 

Keith  Junction—Collision.  1035 

Rates,    Charges,    and    Classification,  770, 
1764 

Regulations,  51 
RegnUtion  of  Railways  (No.  3)  Bill.  3R.  331  ; 

Committee,  433, 433.  434,  689,  640,  641 
Sopplj — Temporary  Commissions,  1606 
Taff  Vale  Railway  Bill,  Consideration,  880 
Technical  Instmctlon  Bill,  3R.  993 
Tithe  Rent-charge  BecoTory  Bill,   Order  for 

Committee,  1088,  1089, 1093 

Beadbl,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Essex,  Chelmnford 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1174 

Bkauchamp,  Earl 

Ecclesiastical  Business  Fees,  1005 

Beattfoy,  Mr.  M.  H.,  Lambeth,  Kenning- 
ton 
Importation  of  Sheep  and  Cattle,  324 

Bbntinck,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  iVhUe- 
haven 
Army — India— Contagions  Disease,  1484 
Supply— National  Gallery,  1515 
Westminster  ilall,  791 


BxTHBLL,    Oommander    O.    E.,     York, 
JE.It,y  Holderness, 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1176 

BiQOAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  CavaHy   W, 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  133 ;  Consideration, 
1676,  1693,  1697,  1703,  1715,  1710,  1733, 
1734,  1735,  1739,  1733,  1785,  1737,  1788 

Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  748 

BlRKBEGK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Coinage,  The,  1477 

Importation  of  Sheep  and  Cattle,  324 

Foot  and  Mouth  Disease— Cattle  imported 
from  Holland,  1475,  1476 

Plenro-pneumonia — Compensation  for  Slaugh- 
ter, 1476 

Blank,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8, 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Pifocedure  Act — M'Gee 
and  Sayes — Derry  Gaol,  1458 
Tanner,  Dr.  Res.  133 
Fair  RenU-Newry,  1466 

Olphert,  169 
Land  Law  Amendment,  1450, 1457 

[cent. 


Blare,  Mr.  A. — eoTtt. 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Fishermen, 
Alleged  Outrage  on,  by  Police,  899 
Morrison,  Wm.,  an  Orangeman,  Charge  of 
Assault  against,  170 
Magistracy— Capt.  Preston,  R.M.  1455 
Orangemen,    Alleged    Outrage  by,    in    co. 

Armagh,  183  ;  At  Cookstown,  895 
Poor  Ilate.  Non-payment  of— Dnnfiinaghy 

Union,  169 
Post    OflBoe — Female    Telegragh     Service, 
1487 
Supply — Ireland— Lord   Lieutenant's    IIousc- 
hold,  1804 
Rojnl    Irish    Constabulary,  595,  866 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recoyery  Bill,  Committee, 
1187 

Blvndsll,  Colonel  H.  B.  H.,  Latheashire^ 

8.  W.,  Ince 
Supply— Ireland — Resident  Magistrates,  968 

Board  of  Agriculture  Bill 

U  Returned  from  Commons  Aing,  1, 


4. 
e.  Royal  Assent  Aug,  13,  998 


[Bill  135] 


BoABD    OF    Trade  —  President    [see 
Beaoh,    Right   Hon.    Sir    M.    E. 

HlOKS) 

Board  of  Trade 

Contracts— Bull  Meek  Ughthouse,  (^uesiion, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Rusaell ;  Answer,  The  I'resideni 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  A%kg.  13,  1014 

Lard,  Adulterated,  Question,  Sir  R.  Paget  ; 

Answer,  The  President  of    the    Board    of 

Trade  Aug,  8,  766 
Joumalt  Question,  Mr.  U.  Vincent ;  Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Au^. 

1,66 

Boiler  Explosions  Act 
Inquiries,  Question,  Mr.   Summers  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  I, 
56 

Bbadlavoh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 
Africa— Zululand— British  Troops,  1136 
Army — Gloucestershire  Engineer  Volunteers, 
59 

Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers,  823 
Building  Societies— Star  Bowkett,  901 
Bury  Corporation  Bill,  8R.  887.  888 
Council  of  India  Bill,  3R.  336,  361 
Dorchester  Savings  Bank,  1019 
Ilours    of   Lahour    in    European    Countries 

Return  1050 
India— Bengal— Lower    Provinces— Constitu<* 
tion,  1351,  1853 

Budget,  1485 

Chandnlin  Maharani  of  Rewa,  1833,  1334 

Council  of  the  Empire,  1331,  1333 

Foreign  Office,  1181 
Labour  Statistics,  59 
MulU— Disturbances  at  Robato,  1013 
Marriages  (Basutoland,  &o.)  Bill,  3R.  331 
Mavy— Contracu,  60 

H.M.S.o  Saltan,"  1755 

Icottt, 
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Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.-^cont, 
Sack  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  747  ;  Co&sideration, 

751,762,764,  769,760,703 
Supply-  British  and    Natural    History    Mu- 
seums, 1407,  1418 
Ireland— Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  624 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1210 

OuANGSLLOB,  The  Lord  (m^  Halsbuby, 
Lord) 

Chanobllob    of    the    Exohequbb    {see 
GoscHBN,  Kight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Chakming,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Northampton^  B. 

Armenia — Consular  Reports  and  Papers,  182 

Exiles,  1346 

Mottssa  Bey,  1S46 
Australia  (Western)— Go vernship,  1019 
Maritime  Conference,  1021 
Movable  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee,  266 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  916 

Supply,  1422 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House — 
Res.  1608 
Railways— Collision  at  Keith  Junction,  1026 
Regulation  of  Railways  (No.  2)  Bill,  2U,  223, 

224;  Committee,  421,040 
Supply — British  and    Natural    History    Mu- 
seums, 1416 

Embassies    and    Missions    Abroad,    1662, 
1669,  1672,  1674 

Post  Office,  1642,  1643 ;  Report,  1848 

Public  Education,  660 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  2B.  991,  992 


CharitieB  Kecoyery  Bill 

;.  Bill  Withdrawn  Aug.  8,  713 


[BUI  164) 


Charity  Commissioners 

Broughall  Charity  and  the  AUotmenti  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Jetso  CoUings ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Uwther  Aug.  16,  1341 

ChrisVs  Hotpitaly  Question,  Mr.  Mundella; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  ol  the  Council, 
At^,  6,  642  ;  Question,  Mr.  Causton  ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  CJonncil 
Aug,  15, 1336 

Denbighshire  Charities^  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Ellis;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther /lii^.  12, 
1032 

St.  Katherine's  Sospital-^rhe  Master,  (^WM- 
tion,  Mr.  Fenwick;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  Aug.  8,  767 

Unpaid  Charity  Rent  Charges,  QaesUoD,  Sir 
W.  Foster ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  Aug.  0, 026. 

Ohildbrs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Edin- 
hurgh,  8. 
Western  Australia  Constitution  Bill,  t6 

Children  Insurance  Preyention  Bill 

»•  Bill  Withdrawn  Aug.  8,  872  [BiU  246] 


Ohina 

Canadian  Pacijic  Route  to  Hang  Kong,  Qses- 
tion.  Sir  G.Campbell:  Answer,  The  Secre- 
Ury  to  the  Treasury  Aug.  16,  1338 

Mails  via  Canada,  Qnestiona,  SirG.  B«dei- 
Powell  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  The  Under  Seeretary  for  th« 
Colonies  Aug.  I,  68 

Civil  Establishments  {Royal  Commission) 
Copy  Ordered  and  Presented  Aug.  16, 1588 

Civil  Establishments 
Treasury  Minute,  Quettion,  Mr.  Piekersgill; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Aug.  16,  1354 

Civil  Service 
Ponton,  Mr.  Chas. ^Conservative  Regiatretio* 
Agent,  Question,  Mr.  Laboochere  :  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Awg.  15, 
1337 

Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and   Procedure  Aet— 
Gonybeare,  Mr.,  Res.  1670 
Light   Railways   (IreUnd)    Bill,   Standisg 
Committee  on  Trade,  Res.  130 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouse— Seetek 

Estimates,  1662 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  CommUter,  211 
Regulation  of  RaUways  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.  211 
Scotland— Mails  to  Thurso  and  Wick,  1480 
Schools  in  Caithness  and  Sutherland,  Pa;- 

ments  to,  1363 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1637, 1574 

Supply— IreUnd — IlospitaU  and  Infinnarief, 
1602,  1603 

Learned  Societies.  1619 

Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  other  Allow- 
ances, 1604 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1607 

Payment  to  Civil  Coutingences,  1613 

Post  Office,  1626, 1039,  1613 

Savings'  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  De- 
ficiency, 1603 

Science  and  Art  Department,   1387|  1387, 
1399 

Scotland^Crofters'  Colonisation,  1613 
National  Gallery,  Ac.  1386 
Public  Education,  1273,  1283, 1881 

Superannuation  and  other  Allowances,  1500 

Unifersities  and  Colleges,  1620»  1521, 1531, 
1626 

Clabkb,    Sir   E.    (SoUoitor  OenenJ), 

FlymosUh 
Supply— British  and  Natural  liiitory  MaievB* 
1416,  1416|  1419 

ft 

Oliffobb  of  Ohvoleioh,  Lord 

PreTention  of  Oruelty  to  and   I'roteotioii  of 
Children  Bill,  Committee,  304 

OoBB,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwick,  S.E,  S^h 

Harrow  Weald  Drainage  Scheme,  1744 
Labourers'  Allotments  Act— Baoboty  Oei0«» 

1329, 1831 
Navy— H.M.Si  •*  Sultan,"  1753 
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Cochrank-Baillie,  Hon.  C.  W.  A.  N., 
.    St.  Faneras,  i^. 
London  County  Council  Money  (^fo.  2)  Bill, 

2R.  990 
Turkey  and  Armenia,  IHl 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  BUI 

e.   Considered  in   Committee;  R.P.  Atig,  13, 
1216  [Bill  321] 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug. 

14, 1287 
Considered  m  Amended,  Read  3®*  and  Passed 
At4g.  16,  1862 
/.  Read  1**  Aug.  16, 1455  [Bill  233] 

Coinage  Light  Gold  (Expenses) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  Aug.  2,  210 

Uesolutions  lleported  and  Agreed  to  Aug.  5, 
348 

CoLLuras,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesley 

Labonrerd*  Allotments  Act 

Broaghal  Charity  Trustee,  1341 
•    Wea(bonme  Union — Sussex,  1840 

CoLOMB,  Sir  J.  0.  B.,    Toiver  Ifamlets, 
Bow,  Sfe. 
Lea,  RiTer.  174,  900 
London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 

Committee,  1663 
Nary — Chief  Engineers  and  Accountants,  767 
Lieutenants,  1030 
Line  of  Battle  Ships,  1332 
ManoeuTres — Publication  of  Information  by 
the  Press,  1358 

Colonies  —  Secretary    of    State    {•$$ 
Knutsfobd,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  (w* 
DE  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

Merchandize  Marks  Act,  Question,  Mr. 
Mnndella;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  ^u^.  0,  012 

CoMMiNs,  Dr.  A.,  RoBeommon,  8. 

Sock  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  746,  752,  758,  762 

Companies   Claoses   Consolidation  Act 
a888)  Amendment  Bill      [Bill  187] 

/.  Read  2**  and  Commit^  to  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House  Aug.  5,  270 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug  6, 

531  [Bill  187] 

Read  8*  and  Passed  Aug.  8,  739 
Rojal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Contagioua  Biseasaa  (Animah)  Act 

DUeated  CaUh,  Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go? em- 
inent Board  Aug.  6,  539 
DudHn  Onions,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  Mi  Healy, 
Mr<  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Auff.  15,  1824 

leont. 


Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Jct^oni. 
Foot   and    Mouth   Disease — Cattle   Imported 
from  MoUandy  Questions,  Sir  E .  Birkbeck  ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  Chamberlain,  Aug.  16, 
1475 
Importation  of  Sheep  and  Cattle,  Questions, 
Sir   E.   Birkbeck,   Mr.  Beaufoy;  Answers, 
The  Vice  Chamberlain  Aug.  5,  324 
PleurO'pneumoniaf   Address  for  Returns  Aug. 

2,268 
Plearo-pneumoniot  Question,  Major  Rasoh ; 
Answer,  Thu  Vice  Chamberlain  Au^.  6, 
533 
Compensation  for  Slaughter,  Question, 
Mr.  El.  Karqubarson  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  15,  1354  ; 
Questions,  Sir  E.  Birkbeck ;  Answers, 
The  Vice  Chamberlain  Aug.  16,  1476 

Conway,  Mr.  M.,  Zeitrim  If., 

Elementary  Teachers,  1349 
Ireland— Service  and  Art  Department,  1350 
Supply— Ireland — Iloyal  Irish    Constabulary, 
868 
Public  Education,  359,  421,  644 
Science  and  Art  Department,  13d7»  1388, 
1391 

OoEBBT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow,  E. 

Ireland ~G re)  stones  Harbour,  180,  181 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill 

e.  Order  for  Committed  ;  Read  and  Discharged  ; 
Bill  Withdrawn  Aug.  2,  286         [Bill  12] 

OoRRY,  Sir  J.  P.  Armagh,  Mid. 

Ireland — Arrests  for  Drunkenness,  Res.  1319 
Naval  Reserve  Drill  Battery— Belfast,  1343 

OossHAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  JS. 
Ireland  —  Derry  Gaol  —  Sanitary  condition, 

1032 
Light  Railway  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
1672,  1696,  1705,  1710,  1733 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Res.  130 
Navy— H.M.S.  '*  Sultan,"  908,  1753 
Manosuvres,  180 
I'arliament— Business  of  the  House,  915, 1499, 

1843 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 

189 
Supply 

Ireland — Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  1811 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  598 

Public  Education,  388 

Science  and  Art  Department,  1390,  1396 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  2R.  1257 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 

Committee,  1069,  1104,1106;  Committee, 

1151,1175,1202 

Cotton  Cloth  Factories  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported ;  Re- 
Committed  Aug.  5,  424  [BUI  294] 
Considered    in    Committee   Aug.    12,    1120 

[Bill  866] 
As  Amended  Considered  ;  Read  8*  and  Passed 
Aug.  14, 1287 
/.  Read  1**  Aug.  15,  1289  [Bill  227] 


(  INDBX) 


Cotton  Cloth  FactoriflB  (Eipeniet) 
Considered  in  OommitlM  Aag,2,  363 
Kei.  Reportsd  and  Agreed  to  Aug.  G,  662 

CoiTOK,  Col.  E.  T.  D.,  Che*hire.   Wirral 
Annj— SUff  Onoeri,  U8S 

Council  of  India  Bill 

«.  3  R.  Delwt*  Beaunted ;  BUI  SmuI  2"  Aag.  2, 
231  [BUI  3BI] 

Countf  Conrta  Act  (1886)  Amendment 
Bill 

e.  Orderad  ;  Rekd  l"*  Attg.  I,  160    [Bill  363] 

Connty  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill 
Ml«dS*>Dd  PttK^Aug.  1,37      [Bill  104] 
c.  lords'  AmeDdmcntB  Coniidarad  and  Agrasd  to 

Aug.  13,  1120  [Bill  86ft] 

/.  Retoraad   from   CoiDmoni   with  AoeadmanU 
Agreed  to  witb  A mendmenti  Ax^.  IS,  1380 
LBill  1041 
ComnonB'AmeadinenliCoaiidere^aad  Agreed 
lo  Aug.  IS,  1454 

Conrt  of  Session  and  Bill  Chamber  {Bcot- 
lanA)  aerks  Bill 

/.  Report    trom    Slasdiog  Committee  for    Billi 
Keliting  10  Law  and  Re-Committpd  Aug.  1 
[Bin  IDS] 
Conaldered  in  Comniittee  and  Reported  Avg. 

6,  831  [Hilt  1S3] 

Read  S-  and  Pasnd  Aug.  8,  733 

GouBTNEX,    Hr.   L.    H.    (Chairman  of 
Oommittee  of  Ways  and   Means, 
and    Deputy    Spe^er),    Comurail, 
£odmin 
Arbitration  Bill,  Oommittee,  330 
Borj  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  880,  886,  8S3 
Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Commit te«,  133T, 

1338,  133B,  1240 
Light  Rail trafi  (Ireland)  Bill,  Conaidaration, 

nas 

Horable  DweUlng)  Bill,  Committee,  26S 
Parliament— Rules  and  Ordan  ol  Dehata,  802 
Standing  Ordera  reUting  to  PriTate  Bills, 
Ro*.  1318,  13IS,  1316 
Prioos  of  Wales's  Cbildran  Bill,  Committee, 

141,  ISO,  151,  191,  203,  218,  SIS 
Snak  Drainage  Bill,  Rea.  711,  T4T,  7SS,  750, 
762 
.    Taff  Vale  Railwaf  Bill,  Consideration,  ST7 
Tithe    Renl-Bbarge  Recorerr  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1071  ;  Committee,  1337,  1338, 
1329,  114T,  1158,  1159,  1160,  1104,   I18S, 
1180,  1187,  1307,1209,1210,  1211,  1312, 
1218,1313 
Sapplf — Gmbaaaiaa    and     Hiasioaa    Abroad, 
1S74 
Ireland  —  Chief  Seeretarr'a     Oflhies,    Ao. 
1824, 1625, 1828,  1827,  1S30 
Land  Commiaaion,  1 786 
Lord  Lientenant's  Boasehoid,  1809,  1810, 
1811 

a,  831,  SSfi,  SS8, 813. 8i3,  843, 


CODBTHIT.    Mr.   U.  L. —  colli. 

Pauper  Luuties,  laoo 

Rofsl  Irish  CoDatabularj.SSS,  QI1,II», 
633,  623,  635,  SSS,  634,  71 1,  712 
Poet  Offioe,  1033 

Sootland  — Panper  Loiutias,  1600 
Saperaanutiaa  and  other  Atlowkaoaa,  tM7, 

1600 
Temponi?  CommiaaiaDB,  ISOfl 


Oox,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Cliu-e,  S. 

Criminal    Uw    and     PmoadBr*    Aet  - 
M'Namara,  Ht.  Sfi 
Treatment  of  Memben  —  Wbil««M 
Cells,  07 
Knnis,  Bad  Chanetoi*  la,  «te 

Poit  omae,  I64S 
HagiatraoT — Mr,  James  Byrne,  SH 
Polloe  in  Clara,  1029 

Shannon    Drainage  Worka    and    FiitatM 
535,  S36 
Snppl/ 

Ireland— Coontr  Court  OtBeen,  DiriMal 
CommiaaiocMra  and  Magiatnta^  M; 
Report,  1433 
Ro}*!  Irish  Conitabolarf,  838,  870 

Craio,  Ur.  J.,  !fewauU«-tipeit-Tfiu 
Ufbt  Railaaja  (Iiriand)  Bill,  ConaidsMMa,    ' 
1602,1393;   SUnding  OoBiniUaa  MiTiaic, 
Res.  131 

CaV'^si'^  Viscount,  JSmwmAn-*,  S.B-, 
Darwtn 
Supplr-Poblio    EdnoatioD,    40«,    40«,   III. 

4l3 
Teohoioal  Instmotioa  Bill,  2S.  1284 


Granbboue,  Viaooont  (Lord   Presidsst 
of  the  Conndl) 
Egjpt— Uilitarj  Opwatiooa  agaioat  Iba  hr- 

Tishes,  371 
Intermediate    Eduoatioa    (Wales]    BUI,  A 

427 
Loeal     OoTarament    {Seotland),    BDI,   0»- 

mittee,  473 
Prerention    of  Craeltr  to  and  Piolaatiog  tl 

Children  BiU,  (3osuBittn,    274,  W,  W> 

310 

Cbatfobd,  Earl  of 

Elaetrioal    Lighting  ProviaioDal  Ordan  (»<- 

Iropolit}  Inqnirjp,  R«a.  1313 
Eleotrio  Lighting  PnTiaional  Ordare  [X*.  1 

Bill,  3EI.  129i 

CnU 
Bitlurbaneei    in,    Qaeation,    Ur.    SaB>*>; 
Answer,  The  Under  SeeraUry  for  tm>f 
Ablra  Aug.  3, 174 

CwLLT,  Mr.  D.,  Mago,  AT. 
Light  RsUnr*  U(*>>'d)  Wll,  Stuiiq  <>■• 


OR! 
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Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  {Ireland) 
Act,  1887 

Return  Ordered  and  Presented  Aug,  20, 
1868 

Criminal  Procedare  (Ireland)  Bill 

(?. Ordered;  Read  l»*  iit^.  13,  1145  [Bill  375] 

Cbobs,  YiflooUnt  (Seeretaiy  of  State  for 
India) 

Govt  of  Criminal  Appeal,  1300,  1809 
Bocletiastieal  Business  Fees,  1005 
India-^Diamond    Harbour    Division    of   the 

Pegnnnahs— Distress,  40 
Parliament  —  Business   of  the  House,   Res. 

1200 
PreTention  of  Cruelty  to   and  Protection  of 

Children    Bill,    Consideration,    720;    3R. 

876 

OueUff  to  Animals  Act 

Babbit  OourHng,  Questions,  Mr.  Buohanan ; 
Answers,  The  Home  Secretary  Aug.  9,  906 

Cruelty  to  Children  (Preyention)  Bill 

{.  Report  from   Standing   Committee  for  Bills 
Relating  to  Law  Aug,  1,  4  [Bill  160] 

For  further  Proceedings  see  under  new  Title, 
*'  Prefenlion  of  Crueitj  to  and  Protection 
of  Children  Bill " 

Curreneif 

Coinage,  The,  Questions,  Sir  E.  Birkbeek,  Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  l^zchequer  Aug,  16, 
1477 

CuttOfM 

Liverpool  OJUert,  Question,  Mr.  J.  McCarthy ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Aug.  8,  771 

Ctprub 

Question,  Mr.  Fenwick  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  fbr  the  Colonies  Aug,  8,  768 

Oemt  and  Relict,  Question,  Mr.  S.  I^ighton  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  Aug,  1,  54 

Dakltoq,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Dept/ord 

IreUind — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Tanner,  Dr.  Res.  106,  107 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 
190 

DABLuro,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stobmovth,  (Solici- 
tor General  for  Scotland),  JBdinhurgh 
and  SL  Andrew* $  UniveriiHes 
Supply— Scotland— Unifcrsities,  1383, 1384 

Davey,  Sir  H.,  Biookton 

Irelind--Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot^ 
Tanner,  Dr.  Res.  117, 1^0 


Db  Liblb,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  LeteeeUr'- 

ehire,  Mid 

Education — B.oyaI  Commission  Report,  911 

Supply— Public  Education,  421 
Westminster  Hall,  807 

Denman,  Lord 

Court  of  Criminal  AMcal,  1310 
Local  Qofernment  (Scotland)  Bill,  3R.8e 
rarliament^BusincM  of  the  House,  Ros.  1990 
Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and 
OAoe  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Rod,  Second  Report  from  Select  Committee, 
Considered,  1996 
Sock  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  1458 

Ds  Worms,  Baron  H.  (Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Oolonies),   /^t^- 

pool,  Eaet  Toxteth 

Africa    (South)— ZuluIand^British    Troops, 
1194 

Usibepu — Boundaries,  1094 
Australia  (Western) — Go?emorship,  1019 

Pearl  Fisheries,  546 

Responsible  Gofomment,  786 
BriUsh  Guiana— Constitutional  Reform,  559 
Canadian  Mails,  56 

Ceylon— Commission  on  ETlctions,  Ac.  1191 
China— Mails  vid  Canada,  68 
Colonics— Merchandise  Marks  Act,  919 
Cyprus — Administration,  768 

Gems  and  Relics,  54 
Demerara,  Portuguese  Riots  at,  1656 
Jamaica — Sugar  Cultifation,  587 
St.  Vincent,  Colony  of,  50 

DiLLWTir,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swaneea,  l}non 

Interpretation  Bill,  9R.  1948 
Judicial  Rents  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.  659 
Parliament-i  Business  of  the  House,  1843 
Tithe   Rent-cbarge  Reco?ery  Bill,  71,  186 ; 
Order  lor  Committee,  1498 

DncsDALE,  Baron  B.,  HerU^  Hiiehin 
County  Councils  and  License  Duties,  1746 

DixoN,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham^  JSdghaetw 

Supply— Public  Education,  409,  409 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  9R.  160, 991 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land 
(Ireland)  BUI 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  !«•  Aug.  15, 1451     [Bill  379] 

Drainage  Separation  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Read  V^  Aug,  90, 1770      [Bill  368] 

I>uirRAyEK,  Earl  of 

ProTcntion  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection  of 
Children  Bill,  Committee,  980,  991,  300, 
301 


{INDEX) 


Dtsb,  Eight  Hon,  Sir  W.  H.  (Vice 
Presiaeiit  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  OQ  Education),  ^ent,  Dart- 
ford 

Charitf  Cammluionsri-  IJnpaiil  Cbtritf  Rent 
Chargae,  ges 

Kdaoacion— C brill' «  llMplUI,  543,  1336 
ElemenUr;  Tuohari,  1349 
Joint  Comiaittee,  1033 
LUogar— VolDotu7  Edaeation,  183 
Monbls  Dwclllngi,  7TS 
Nmioiul  Sohool— ColatarworCh,  1743 
Primarj' Sobooli — Eioapttonil  Cbildnn,  896 
Pablia  Eleinenlarr  Sehooli,  ITSl 
Saienoe  aod  Art  Department — Ireland,  ISBO 
Sebooli  Aaoonnnodation.  333,  78^ 
Sobool  Fee>,  1741 
Sbort  Sight  and  Elemsiitarr  Sohoola,  779 

lolcrmediatB  and  Taebnieal  Eduoation  (Walei) 
Bllla-Webb  VanioD,  183 

Tacbuioal  katmetion  Bill,  3R.  157,  991,  13B0 

iinpplj— Pablio  Eduoation,  3(9,  3ST,  319,  386, 
430,431,  S4S,  648 
Soienoe  and  Art  Deparlmenl,   1389,  1390, 
1391, 139S, 139B 

Salt  India  {tei  India) 

Kcclniattical  CommitiioMri 

Ereiaiiailicai  Butineit  Fei$,   Keturn   ordered 
Aug.  13,  lOOS 

EdaeattQH Department  {England andWaltg) 

Jl-iard  SchooU,   Turin  Street,  and  Iht   Peliee, 

Quealion,   Mr.   PickengUI  :    Anawar,   The 

Uome  Seoretarj  Aug.  8.  713 
t'aiial  HoaU  Act  (1877),  Queations,   Hr.  Ste- 

pbena;  Aniwera.The  Pieiident  ol  the  Local 

GoTemiMDt  Board,  The  Vice  Preaidsnt  of 

the  Council  Aug.  8,  777 
ChrUfi  Sotpitet,  Qaeatioo,  Mr.   UundellA  : 

Anawar,  The  Viee  Preiident  of  the  Council 

Aug.  6,  S43  ;   Queaclooa,  Mr.  Cauatou  ;    An- 

swera,  The  Vice  Pnaidont  at   tho  Council 

Aug.  IS,  133li 
EUiaentary  Teathcii,  (^ueation,  Mr.  Conwaf  : 

Anawer,  The  Vice  Preiident  ol  the  Council 

Aug.  IS,  1349 
JaiiU  EdueatioH  ComHiiUw,  Qneation,  Mr.  T. 

Ellia;  Aoawer,  The  Vioa   Praaident  of  the 

CunncU  Aug.  13,  1033 
LUmgar—y^vnlary  Edaeatian,  UaeaUon,  Ur. 

T.  Ellia;    Anawer,  Tha  Vloe  Prsaidant  of  the 

Council  Aug.  3,  1S3 
yatiamd  SehMl—CoUUrwarth,  Qaoaticn,  Mr. 

U.  Stvwut ;  Anawer,  The  Vice  Preiident  of 

the  Oonnoil  Aug.  30,  1742 
Primary    Hehooli,  Breeplional    Childnii    in, 

(tneition,  Dr.  Farqaharaon;    Aaiwer,  The 

Vice  PrMldcntoftbaCouDCiljliv.  9,  896 
Pttblic  Eltmtnlary  5iAod1(,  Queationt,  Mr.  11. 

T.  Wilaon  :  Anawera,  The  Vice  Preiident  ol 

the  Council  Aug.  30,  ITSl 
JUyat  Otmmiiiion  Report,  Qjieationi,  Mr,  Do 

Liale;  Anawcn.The  Fint  l.ordot  theTrea- 


BdueaticH  Deparlmtnt — cent. 
SeitHM  and  Art  DiparlauHt,  ItdeUioo.  Mr. 
Gonwar ;    Anawer,  The    Vice    PmiJeat  of 
the  Oouneil  Aug.  16,  1350 

Seho^  Fmi,  Qneation,  Mr.  H.  Stawart ;  Ai- 
awer,  The  Vice  Pmident  of  tha  Cowei] 
Aug.  30,  1743 

Shertiight  and  EUatentary  Sdunit,  Qawtioa, 
Dr.  Fanjohnnon  ;  Anawer,  The  Vice  Pnn- 
dent  orttaeCoanoll  Al^g9,^^9 

VblunMry  SehaoU—Aeeemmodatioii.  Qoeatiao. 
Mr.  S.  Leighton  ;  Anawer,  The  Viae  Pttn. 
dmt  of  the  Council  Aug.  S,  3)3 ;   iiy.  B, 


Edutalion  OranU  ( Caiihuttt  and  Sathtr- 
land) 
Inatruotlon  to  Committee  Aug.  30,  1S68 

Eduealional  Endoa>inent*  {Scotland)  Alt 
Qneation,     Mr.     H.    Elliot ;      Anawer,    Tke 
Speaker  Ht^.  30,  1741 


Educational  Endoiemend  {Scotland) 
Petition  for  an  Addrcaa  Preaented  Atif. 


1,1 


EOYPT 

BritUh   Subjtci:   <tuealion,    Sir   W.   KaAr: 
Anawer,  The  Under  Sacrelarj  for  Fot«i(L 
AOkin  Aug.  S,  540 
Egyptian  tfovomunl,  Uoeaiioo,  Mr.  GoarliT : 
Anawer,   The   Firat  Lord  of  tlw  TroaiaiT 
Aug.  0,  549 
Militarg   Operaliont,   Obaerratioiu,   EaH  tl 
CamarTOD,   The    Lord    Praaidaot  «f  ike 
Coaoeil,    Earl    GranTilla,     The    Dedir 
Secretar?    for    War   Aug.  5,  370;  Hftt- 
tiona,  Colonel  V.^n,  Sir  W.  Lavaon,  Sir 
W,  fiartlelot:  An9Wi?n,Ths  Sccntarrte 
War  .di'^.  6,333 
Future  Policy,  Uueationi,  Ohierriitiaiii,  1^ 
of  CarnaiTon,  The  Prime  Mioiitrr,  LoH      i 
Uerecbdl  ..Juf .  13,993 


/.  Road  PAug.  1,3 

Electric  Lighting  (Provinooal  Ordin 

[Ko.  3]  Bill 
I.  Read  3>  and  Paiaed  Aug.  IS,  1394 

Eltelrieal   LigUifg    PmittMuU    Oriin 
{Xitrt>polit)  Ingmry 
Motion  that  Hinntai  of  EeideBee,  ie^  b*  lad 
before  the  Uooae  Aug.  15,  ISIt 

£LQiir,  Earl  of 


ELL 


FAO 
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FAO 


FEE 


JESluot,  Hon.  H.  F.  H.,  Ayr»hire^  N. 

Eduoational    Endowments    (Scotland)    Act, 
1741 


Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  Eusheliffe 

Jodioial  Renti  (Iraland)  Bill,  Ret.  652 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  72 
Railway  Accidents  and  Mail  Ba^,  ffl 
Sopplj — Ireland— Magistrates,  844 
Royal  Irish  GonsUbulary,  628,  863 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Merionethshire 

Africa— Znluland— British  Troops,  1124 

Usibepu,  1024 
Charity  Commissioners— Denbighshire  Chari- 
ties, 1022 
County  Electors.  790 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Reports— Index,  178 
Education— Joint  Committee,  1023 
Goyemment  Departments  (Transfer  of  Powers] 

Bill,  70 
Intermediate  Education  (Wales),  Res.  1220 
Intermediate  and  Technical  Education  Bills— 

Welsh  Version,  183 
Interpretation  Bill,  2R.  1248 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  914 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House, 
Res.  1505,  1507 
Supply — Science  and  Art  Department,  1387, 

1394 
Technical  Education  (Wales)  Act.  1668 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  2R.  091 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,   Order  for 
Committee,  1055, 1067,  1083,  1114;  Com- 
mittee, 1147,  1161,  1178,  1180,  1184,  1185, 
1190,  1233 
Wales— Llangar — Voluntary  Schools,  182 


Emigration 

Argentine  Republic,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Ilealy ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  Aug.  12,  1011 

Emigration  and  Immigration  {Foreigner*) , 
Report  Brought  up  and  Read  Aug.  8,  765 


E8Si.BM0NTy  Mr.  P.,  Aherdeemhtre,  E, 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,   Committee, 

187, 193.  194 
Scotland— Ashbourne  Act,  72, 184 


Expiring  Laws  Continuance  fiill 

<•.  Ordered;  Read  1*^  Aug.  13,  1220  [Bill  376] 
Read  2o  Aug.  16,  1509 

Etre,  Colonel  H.,  Zineolnshire^  Oains- 
borough 

Defeat  of  the  Dervishes,  329 

Factories  Acts 

Inepectorehipt^Mr,  Oeo,  Bateman,  Question, 
Mr.  H.  Stewart;  Answer,  The  Home  Sec- 
retary Aug.  15,  1320 


Factors  Bill 

e.  Considered  as  Amended ;  Read  3***  and  Passed 

i4ff^.  2,  230  [Bill  310] 

I.  Returned   from   the  Commons  Aug.   5,  260 

I  Bill  122] 
Commons'     Amendments     Considered     and 

Agreed  to  Aug.  9,  874 
Further  Amendments  Madcilti^.  15,  1290 

Fabquhabsok,  Dt.'R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W, 

Education  —  Primary  Schools  —  Exceptional 
Children,  896 

Short  Sight  and  Elementary  Schools,  779 
Merchant  Shipping — Colour  Blindness  among 

Seamen,  171 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  329,  914 

Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Dorset^  W, 

Pleuro-pneumonia — Compensation  for  slaugh- 
ter, 1364 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1201 


Fbnwiok,     Mr.      C, 
Wwnsbeeh 


Northumberland, 


Cyprus,  768 

Government  Contractors  and  Workmen.  760 

Inspector  of  Mines  Report,  1135 

Royalty  Rents — Commission,  1354 

St.  Catherine's  Hospital— The  Master,  767 

Ferousson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  NE. 

Africa^Old  Calabar,  906 

Pomba  and  Zansibar,  Slavery  in,  550 
Armenia— Consular  Reports  and  Papers.  182 

Exiles,  1346 

Moussa  Bey,  1347 
Berlin— British  Embassy,  1657 
British  Guiana  and  Brasil,  Frontier  between, 

553 
Crete,  Disturbances  in,  174 
Egypt— British  Subjects,  540 
Emigration  to  the  Agentine  Republic,  1011 
Foreign     Affiairs — Diplomatic   and    Consular 
Rsports,  Index,  179 

England  and  the  Triple  Alliance,  1658 
Foreign  OflBce  List,  1469 
International  Labour  Conference,  1650 
Maritime  Conference,  1021 
Morocco— Alleged  Outrage,  793 

International     Conference     and    Consular 
Courts,    176 
Newfouodland^St.   Pierre  et  Miquelon   and 

the  French  Qovernment,  177 
Persia— Shah's  Visit,  538 
Slave  Trade  Conference,  329 
Supply— Embassies    and     Missions     Abroad, 

1527,  1532,  1533,  1534,  1535,  1536,  1537, 

1539,  1543,  1545, 1546,  1547,  1570,  1572 
Turkey  and  Armenia,  1140 
United  States^ Behring  Sea  Fisheries —Seixure 
of  British  Schooner,  175 

Consular  Charges,  1326 
Venexuela— Philip's  Vessel.  781,  1659 

Panama  Gold  Mine  Company,  537 
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FOB 


FOW 


Field,  Admiral  E.,  Susiexy  £a»thume 

NaTjr^Belted  GraiBorf,  1466 
Portugese  Riots  at  Demerara,  1656 
Supply — Ireland  Magistrates,  Res.  824 
Tithe  Rent-ohaige  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1102, 1103,  1104 

FiNLAT,  Mr.  R.  B.|  InvenMSBy  Sfo, 
Scotland— OaledoDian  Canal,  780 

FiBTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Dundee 

London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 
2R.  089,  900 

FiTzaBRALD,  Lord 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.  37 
Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  1297,  1301,  1310 

Fitzgerald,  Dr.  J.  O.,  Longford^  8. 
Ireland  —  Derry  Gaol  —  Sanitary  Condition, 

1032 
Supply— Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary,  860 

FiTZOBBALD,  Mr.  B.  y.  p.,  Cambridge 
Metropolis — Omnibus  Horses,  907 

FitzWygram  OeneralSirF.  W.,  Hants, 

Fareham 
Supply— National  Gallery.  1516 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 
Ireland 
Law  and  Jnstioe  and  Police — Barry,  Mr. 
Thomas,  1666 
Constables  Bidding  at  MarkeU,  1652 
Galway,  John,  Case  of— Police  Protection, 

1327 
KinseUa,  John,  1327 
Stotute  of  Edward  IIL  1661 
Land  Act,  1010 

Liscarrall,  Money  Order  Office  for,  58 
Magistracy— Roche,  Mr.  Cecil,  R.  M.  171, 
172 
Resident  Magistrates — Return,  555 
Moonlighting  at  Kanturk,  1340 
Poosonby  Estate,  1012 
Townsend,  Mr.  Horace,  1333 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 

1698 
Merchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 1644 
Public  Works  Loans  BUI,  2R.  1511 
Railways— Kanturk  and  Newmarket,  57 
Supply — British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
1410 
Ireland— Land  Commission,  1788 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  1808,  1809 
Pauper  Lunatics,  1600, 1601 
Resident  M^trates,  968,  973 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  656 
Superannuation  and  other  Allowances,  1595 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Galwag,  Connemara 
Ireland— Postal  Facilities  in  Boffin  and  Shark, 
1024 


FosBBs,  Lord 

Local  Gofomment  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  34 

Foreign  Apfairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  Affairs — Under  Becreta^  of 
State  {see  Fbrousson,  lUght  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Affairs 

Berlin  —  Brititk  Rmbastg,  (Questions,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seere- 
tary  for  Foreign  Affairs  Ang,  19, 1667 

Diplomatie  mmd  Consular  Reports  ^  Index, 
Question.  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The 
Seoretarj  for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug,  ^,17% 

England  and  the  Triple  AUiiince,(lomkMiu, 
Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretarj  for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug.  19, 1658 

Foreign  Ofiee  List,  Question,  Sir  G.  OampbsU  : 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Forsifo 
AiEairs  Aug,  16,  1468 

FoRTESouBy  Earl 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  2R.  441 
Poor  Uw  Bill,  2  R.  167 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and   ProteetioD  of 
Children  Bill,  Committee,  304 

FoRWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  OrmsUrk 

Navj— Training  Ships,  1124 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derby,  lUtesione 

Charity    Commissioners  —  Unpaid   Chsrtty 

Rent  Charges,  895 
Egypt— British  Subjecto,  540 
Ireland—Criminal  Law  and  Prooednrs  Act— 

Conybeare,  Mr.  553 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Uoass,  554 
Supply— Bioyal  Irish  Constabularj,  535,  5SS 

Fowler,  Eight  Hon.  H.  H.,  Woher- 
Hampton,  F, 

Coinage,  The,  1478 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aei— 

Tanner,  Dr.  62  ;  Res.  87, 102 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  73, 1491, 
1824 
House  of  Commons — Admission  of  Strangert, 

74 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the   Hoote. 
1501 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and   Protection  of 
Children    Bill,     Consideration    of    Lord's 
Amendments,  1284 
Supply 
Ireland— Chief  Secretary's  Office,  Ac,  lS$i 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  576,  580.  561, 
582,  483,  584,  td6 
Tithe  Rent-cha[iwe  RecoTciy  Bill,  Order  tor 
Committee,  1062,  1070,  1110;  Conwttfc, 
1169,  1193,1200,  1206 
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FowiJDti  Sir  B.  N.,  London 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Committee,  1238, 

1242 
Conneil  oflodia  Bill,  2EI.  242,  245 
Parliament^Businen    of  the    Hoote,   1288, 
1421 
Sittings  and  Acyoarnmenti  of  the   House, 
Res.  15M 
Supply  —  Embassies  and   Missions   Abroad, 
1566 

Fbaseb.  General  0.  C,  Lambeth,  I/, 
Army  Estimates^Half-psy  and   Returo.pay, 
1119 

Frasbr-Maojohtosh,  Bfr.  C,  InverneM- 

shire 
Seotland— Post  Offioe— Mails,  541,  542 


8oeuHe8  Act,  1875 
Report  from  Seleet  Committee  Au§,  6,  55^ 

Friendly  Soeieiies 
SeUet    Committee,    Question,     Mr.    Norton ; 
Answers,    The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Aug.  8,  795 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  F.,  We$t  Ham,  N. 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Proeedure  Act, 
Dr.  Tanner,  Res.  102, 103 

Gaujoway,  Earl  of 
Looal  Government  (Seotland),  Bill,  Committee, 

525 
PreTontion  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection  of 

Children  Bill,  Committee,  293 

Gabdneb,  Mr.  H.  JEisex,  Saffron  JFalden 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  73,  796, 

798 
Supply— Public  Education,  420,  848*  650 
Tithe  Rent>charge  Reco?ery  Bill.  71  ;  Order 

for   Committee,  1035,   1036,  1041,    1095, 

Committee,  1150,  1158,  1176,1196,  1205, 

1214,  1235,  1496 

Gebob,  Mr.  8.,  Stockport 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 

139 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recofery  Bill,  Committee, 
1199,1209 

Oeneral  Police  and  Improyement  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill. 

e.  Read  2»*  Aug,  6,  651  [Bill  252] 

Considered  in  Committee;  Read  8^  and 
Passed  Aug.  13, 1219 

I.  Read  1«*  Aug.  15,  1289  [Bill  228] 

Read  2**  and   Committed   to  Committee  of 
whole  House  Aug.  16, 1454 

GxBMAinr 

Beriin^British  Rmboieg,  Question,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Aflkirs  ilMg.  19, 1657 


QihraUar 
Fever    at,     Qnettion,   Sir    W.    Barttelot ; 
Answer,  The   Financial  Secretary    to  the 
WarOffioeilf^.8,771 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P..  Louth,  S. 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Treatment    of   Members— White-washed 
Cells,  67 
Tolice  Reports,  55 
Supply 
Ireland— Chief  Secretary's  Office,  Ae.  1838, 
1830 
County  Court  Offlceri — Divisional  Com- 
missioners  and    Magistrates — Report, 
1446 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  1810,  1811 
Resident  Magistrates,  960,  980 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary,  5^8,589,  613. 
621,  622,  623,  624 

Gladstoitb,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Fdin* 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian 

Prince  of  Wales*s  Children  1)111,  Committee, 
191,  200 

Gk>LD8W0BTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Sdmmer' 
smith 

Indian  Forest  Department,  1663 

« 

GK)BST,  Sir  J.  E.,  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India)  Chatham 

India— Army— Contagious  Disease,  1484 
Bengal,    Lower    Provinces,    Constitution, 

1351,  1352 
Bombay  -  Burma     Trading     Corporation, 

1480 
Chandalin  Mahtranl  of  Rewa,  1823,  1324 
Civil  Engineers,  1744 
Council  of  the  Empire,  1322,  1323 
Crawford  Case,  1479 
Excise  Duty,  1014 
Factory  Labour,  1663 
Foreign  Office,  1131 
Forest  Department,  1663 
Hyderabad — British  Resident— Mr.  ilowell, 

M69 
Telegraph  Department,  916 
Tjphoid,  1337 

GosoHEN,  Bt.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  iS^^.  0$or§e^s^  Han- 
over Square 

Civil  Establishments — Treasury  Minute,  1354 
Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Committee,  1216, 

1242.  1245,  1246 
County  Councils  and  License  Duties,  1747 
Currency— Coinage,  The,l477»  1478 
Inland    Revenue     Department — Stamps   and 

Stores  Department,  1347 
Ireland— Limavndy  Savings  Bank,  1132, 1333 

National  Teachers'  Organisation,  1751 

Seiiure  for  Rent— Donegal,  S.  539 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 

137.  138,  145,  146.  188,  197,  198,  205,  213, 

215,  217  ;  8R.  333 


{INDEX} 


GotOBBN,  Rt,  Hon.  G.  J. — «mt. 

Poblia  Work!  Loan)  Bill,  SR.  ISU.  1SI2 
Sappljr— UnlTeraitisa  *Dd  Callegaf,  1S3S 
TnutM  S»»infi  BmIii— Di»rolieit«r,  ItlT 
llIuMil«it«lir,  1182 

GouBLKY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  SundfrUmd 

Bahiing   Sm   Fisheries— Seiiara   of   Britiih 

Sohooner,  ITS 
Egjptian  Qoienuaeiit,  SiV 
Muttime  InternationBL  Conferenoe,  60 
NaTj— H.M.S.  "  Rodney,"  H.M.S. "  Elk,"  68 

Oovtmmtnt  DepartmmU  (ZVaw/er  of 
Povjeri)  J^ovistonal  Order  Bill 
(tueition*,  Mr.  RoiTDtTM,  Hr.  T.  E.  Ellji; 
Aniweri.  The  Pivaident  of  tha  LomI 
Goternmept  Bonrd,  ^u^.  1,  09:  Qum- 
t  ion  I,  Mr.  Bobhoaie;  An*wert,  Ths  Praii- 
dent  of  tbe  Looal  GoTSTnment  Board  Aug. 
to,  U«8 

Govetimmi  Departmmts 
C(mtraet»rt    and    WarUme*,    QoeaUoD,    Mr. 
Fenwiok  ;  Auwer,  A  L«rd  of  the  Tn«iiirf 
Aug.  S.  Ttn 


Oovtmrnent  D»parim»nt  Stewritut 
RttnrDi  Ordervd  and  Preaented  Aug.  8,  873 

Govemmtnt  Publieationt 

Foreign  Ofiu  LitI,  Queatiooi,  Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell ;  Anawera,  The  Uoder  Sterttxij  for 
Foreign  Aflkiri  Aug.  16,  1168 

Sail  a/,  Qaeition,  Sir  6.  Baden-PoiraU ;  An- 
swer, The  SeoreUrr  to  the  TrensurT  Aug. 
13,  1123 


Gkay,  Mr.  0.  W.,  Eutx,  MdUm 
Parliament— Dnaineai  of  the  tlcnae,  T»7 
Titiie   Rent-«har(o  Recofarj   Bill,  Orimr  far 


Halsburt,  Lord  (Lord  ChanceUor) 
Court  ofCrioimal  Appeal,  1301 
Interpretation  Bill,  3R.  3S 
LanaoT  Acta  Amendment  Bill.  OonwderatiM. 

721  , 

PreTention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protwrtioo  of 

Children  Bill,  Committee,  STI,  ST7,  SM. 

303,308,  311,  SlJt.  816,318 
Priiate  Billi   [Alteration  of  UamoruidaBi  af 

Anooialion],   Conaideration  of  SeleM  Com- 

mjttee'a  R^dK,  1393 

Hahiltok,    Eight    Hon.   Lord   Q.    F. 
(First    Lord   of    the  Admiralty), 
Middltux,  Ealing 
Nk,j —Chief   Engioear*   and    AooMnt«BU. 

197 
Contraota-SbipfcniUing—The  «  Blanhaia." 

60 
Gana  in  Barbette,  DIiabling.TTB 
IJeotenanta,  1030 
ManmoTrBi — Poblioation  of  InfbrvwtioB  bf 

the  Ptsm,  1SS3 
Reaarre  Drill  Battny-^elbM,  ISil 
Retiew,  ei 

Preai  Aoeommodation,  W 
Shipg— Belted  CraiHn,1166 

Decoration  bf  OfBeeri,  1321 

li.H.8.  "Elk,"  81 

H.M.S."  Medea,"  69 

H.M.S."  Rodney,"  51 

H.M.8.  "  Snltan."  77B,  791,  »0B.  I7M 

n.M.S."  Victoria,"  69 

Una  of  Battlelhipi,  1332 
Shipbuildini;  on  the  Fojie,  03 


Qeahah,  ] 

Bow  OeuM 

FriMo  of 

118,  ISI 


anANBT,  I 

Army— Tl 

Typhoid  1 

1717 


Egypt — 

Dorriih 

Poor  Law 
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lUmoouKT,  Ri|^ft  Hob.  Sir  W.  G.  V.— mmI. 
Svpplj — Inland— Coaniy  Gonri  Oflloera— 
DtTUional  Commissioaera  and  MaglstratM^ 
Report,  1438,1440 
Tithe  Rent-obaifo  RecoTerj  Bill,  1355, 
1856,  1858,  1860,  1861,  1487 :  Order  for 
Gommittee,  1048.  1044,  1045,  1057,  1070, 
1089,  1009, 1461, 1408,;  Gommittee,  1148, 
1154,  1155,  1157,  1164,  1165,  1167,  1170, 
1171,  1174,  1175,  1177,  1170,  1181,1184, 
1185,  1186»  1187,  1188,  1191,  1303,  1304, 
1211,  1813, 1314, 1838,  1239,  1338, 1334 

Habbingtok,  Mr.  E.,  JSTenyt  ^ 

IreUnd— Fenit  Pier,  545 
JadieUlRenU  (Ireland)  Bill,  3a.  1319 
Light  RailwaTtJIreland)  Bill,  Steading  Gom* 

mtttee  on  Trade,  Rei.  133 
Supply— British  and  Nataral  Hiitory  MuMiimi, 

1409 
Ireland— Magietratet,  919  ;  Rea.  807,  835, 
843, 844,  845 

Rojal  Irith  Constabalarj,  615,  634,  687 
Poit  Office— Report,  1860, 1861, 1863 


HABBnYGTOHi  Mr.    T.  0.,  JDMin  Har* 
hour 
SnppIv^Royal  Irish  Gonttebulary,  685, 637 

HA.BBI8,   Lord    (Under    Secretary   of 
State  for  War) 

Army— Aldershot  Rerlew,  1007 
Aosiliary  Forees— Transport,  45 
Gommissions—  Artillery  and  RoyalEngioeers, 
426 

Egypt— IfUitarr  Operattoni ,  373 

Habbis,  Bfr.  M.  Oalwaff^  B. 

Bopply— Ireland— Lord  Lienteaant't   Home- 
hold,  1811 

HATBBir,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrm,  8. 

loland  Rerenue  Department,  1347 
Ireland— Snb- Land    Commission   at    Bfobill, 

1751 
Sttck  Drainage  Bill,  1660  ;  Res.  745 

Healt,  Mr.  M.y  Cork 

Ireland^ Law  and  Jastioe  and  Police 

Barry,  Mr.  Thomas,  1666 

Keane,  James,  1665 

Walsh,  Miehael,  1666 
JadioUl  Rente  (IreUnd)  Bill,  Res.  653 
Supply — British  and  Nataral  History  Maseum, 
1430 

Ireland— Land  Gommission,  1780, 1799 
Royal  Irish  Gonstebnlary,  679,  680 
Tithe  Rent-obarge  Reoovery  Bill,  Gommittee, 

1175 

HxALY,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Zon^/ord,  If. 
Anstralia  ( Western)— OoTemorsbip,  1019 
Griminal  Law  and  Prooedure  (Ireland)  Bill, 
IR.  1145 

VOKOOOXXXIX.  [THiBDBiBnu.]  icont. 


HiALT,  Mr.  T.  M. — eon/. 
Emigration  to  the  Argentine  Republio,  1011 
Expiring  Laws  Continaenoo  Bill,  3R.  1509 
Intermediate  Edneation  (Wales),  Bes.  1220 
Interpretetion  Bill,  3R.  870 
Ireland— Gattle  Disease  and  Dnblin   Unions, 
1334, 1325 
Gommission  of  the   Peaee^Mr.  J.  Bryne, 

898 
Griminal  Law  nnd  Prooedare  Act 
Gonybeare,  Mr.  904 
Prisoners  and  the  Press,  905 
Tanner,  Dr.  1029, 1148, 1760 
Treatment  of  Prisoners  In  Ddrry  Goal, 
1463 
Inny  Drainage,  1037 

Land  Gommission — Athy,  Gases  at,  1334, 
1335 
New  Rules,  1763 
Law  and  Justice  and  Pollee 
Barry,  Mr.  T.  1643 
Green  Street  Goortbouse,  1333 
Walsh,  Miobael,  1756 
Bdagistraoy- Mr.  J.  Bryne,  898 
Post  Office,  Dublin— Dead  Letter  Offiee, 
1137 
Mr.  Maberley  and  the  Special  Gommission, 
1138 
Prisons— Derry  Goal,  1143. 1760 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  1036 
Ulster  Ganal,  1664 
JudicUl  Rente  (Ireland)  Bill,  3R.  1318 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Symons,  G.-^ 

Bodmin  Gaol,  1 457 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Oonsideration, 

1692,  1695,  1697 
ParlUment— Business  of  the  House,  914, 1217| 
1388,  1844 
Members  ot  (Charges  and  Allegations)— The 
Special    Commission  —  British   Museum 
Officials,  1654 
Sittings  and  Aiiyoummente  of  the  House, 
1505, 1507 
PubUc  Works  Loans  BiU,  3R.  1511 
Stetutes— Revised  Editions,  1765 
Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  743 ;  Gonsideration, 

753,  763 
Snpply^Brltish  and   Natural  History    Mu- 
seums, 1402,  1417,  1579, 1580 
Ireland— County  Court  Officers— Divisional 
Gommisloners  and    Magistrates,    842, 
813,  910,  921,   936,  937,   979,  980; 
Report,  1440 
Land  Gommission,  1770,  1780 
Royal  Irish  Gonstebnlary,  098,  713,  869 
Post  Office— Report,  1651, 1852,  1858,  1859, 

1803 
Superannuation   and  other    Allowances^- 
Report,  1846 
Tithe  Reot-charge  Recovery  Bill,  1359, 1361 ; 
Gommittee,  1313,  1313, 1215, 1232 

Heathootx,  Oaptain  J.  H.  E.,  Stafford* 
ikire,  N.W. 
Building  Societies^Starr  Bowkett,  901 

Hbaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 
Supply— Miscellaneous  Chariteble  and  other 
Allowances,  1604 
PostOffice,  1614, 1634 
SuperanDuatloQ  and  other  AUoiranoes,  1596 

dX 
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Hbbsohsiji,  Lord 
,  Africa— ZalnUnd—NktiTa  Chiefi,  81S 
CoDDtj  CoDrt  AppMUa  (IreUnd}  Bill.SR.  37 
Cosrt  of  Orimiiul  Appul,  1308 
Egjpt — MiliUrr  Op«r«Uooi — Fottm  Polioj, 

1001 
Looal  GoTenimeDt  (Scotlud)  BUI,  CommittM, 

403 
PreTention  of  Crotltf   to  and    Proleollan  of 

Gbtldnn  BUI,  Committee,  2T3,    3U,  31S, 

379.  3SS,  291,  393,  300,  303,  300,  30S,  SOB, 

310,  Sll,  313,  913,  SU,  310,  310,  917,  930; 

OoDBidention,  71S,  710,  717,  71B,  719,  730, 

731  ;  3R.  870,  670,677 
Private  Bills   (Alteration  of  Menanndiim  of 

Aaiocimtian],  Conddcntion  of  Saleot  Ccnrn* 

mitttee'i  Report,  1391 

Hill,  Mr.  A.    8.,  Stafordthim,  King- 
twinford 
Behriog  SeM  Flihariet— "  Blaok  Diunond," 

Selinrt  of,  7S« 
Parliameot  —  BnaioeH  ol  the   Boom,    M3, 
-7B7 
Tiihe   Rent-obarge  R«ooTerr   Bill,  Ordir  for 
Ckimmittee,  1010,  1017)  CommittM.  1M7, 
1103.1103,  1170,  1107,  1302,  1303,1311, 
1333,  1380 
VeneioeU— Panama  Gold  Mine  Companj,  S3S, 
637 


SB,  Ht.  H.,  Somerwi,  E. 
Government      Depftrtmenti      (Traoifsr      of 

Powen)  Proiiiiooal  Order  Bill,  1167,  113S 
lotsrpreUtion  Bill,  3R.  1318 
Tithe   Bint-oharge  RefWTerr   Bill.  Order  for 

CommitCea,  1060,  1006 ;  Committee,  1391 

HouE  Depabthsnt — Seoretar;  of  State 
[««#  Matthivb,  Right  Hon.  H.) 

HouK  Dxf  AATifSNT — Usdor  Secretary  of 
State  ((M  WoBTxxT,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuast-) 

Bep  Indmtrg 
Select  CommittM  Nomimted  Aug.  3,  187 

HowBii,  Mr.  &.,  Betknal  Grtm,  N.E. 
Lav  and  Juitioe  and  Poliae — Hiuter,  Samuel, 

Caae  of,  1183 
Minaa— loapeotore'  Reporti,  il30 
Parliament— BaeiDau  of  the  Boaw,  1199 

Sittingi   and    Adjouramenti  of  the  Home, 
Rm.  1C03 
Statulee— Roviied  Editioni,  1765 
Truelee  Sairlngt  Bankt— Doreheiter,  1017 

Limaiadr,  1191 

Maceleifield,  1189 

HoTLB,  Mr.  J.,  LanauMrf,  8.E.,  Stg- 
Burj  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  890 


Hozir- 
Bupi 


HuoHBs,  Colonel  E.,  Wooiwieh 
Araennl  Workmen,  SV3 
Poat  Ofke— Meiropolilso  PmIomb,  SB3 
Woolirioh  Poet  0Dm,8B1 

HoitTEK,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Ahtrdten,  N. 
Light  Rkilwafi  (IraUnd)  Bill,  Cooaidantm), 

1091 
Prinoe  of  WalM'*  ChildrM  Bill,  CoMnitlM, 

191 
8oo(Uod-Poit    Offlce— Telegraph     Staff  at 

Aberdeen,  1608 
Sopplj— Poet  OfDM,  1036     - 
SeotUnd— Pablia    EduMtion,    1S71,  IISI, 
1303,  1S7S 
Uaiveraittei,  1333,  1381 
Titbe  Renl-cbar|e  RaooTerr  Bill,  CommittK, 


HcMTKB,  Sir  W.  G.,  Saehu^,  Central 
Connail  of  IndU  Bill,  IR.  335 

'HmmxT,  Msrqnew  of 

Local  GoTemment  (SootUnd)  Bill,  311. 
83,  81 ;  Committee,  133, 131,  ISO,  493,  MS. 
003,  SOS 

iLLnraiTOBTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 
Ligbt  Railwaji  (IreUnd)  Sill,  Standing  C«m- 

mittee  on  Trade.  Rea.  133 
ParlianMnt— Sittlagi  and  Adjownmenta  •fib* 

Booaa,  Rea.  1001 
Snppir — Scotland — Pablio  Ed  section,  IITI 

Ihdu— Secretary  of  State  (t**  Ckw, 
Tiaconnt) 

Ihbu— Under  Secretary  of  State  {m 
QoBBT,  Sir  3.  E.) 


tarj  for  War,  Tha  D  nder  Seeretwr  tor  !•*» 

Avf.  16, 1181 
Bmgal—LinetrPrtvittet—Con^iUliti'A—*- 

tlooa,  Hr.  Bradlaagh  ;  ADavera,  Tba  Oadet 

Seoretarj  for  India  Aug.  15,  1301 
Bombay-Svrma    Trading    Ctrperttit*,   Ad* 

dreaa  for  Ratnrn  Aug.  30, 1711 
Somiai/.Burviah   Trading  CoryaralMa,  QtM- 

tion,  SirR.Lethbridge;  A  newer,  Tha  Uad« 

Seoretarj  for  India  Aug.  16,  1180 
Budget,  ^eetlon,    Hr.    Bradlaogb  ;  Abimt, 

The  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treanur  Afg  1*. 

H8S 
Chmdalin  XtAaraniaf  Rtmt,  QnMtloM,  Hr. 

Bradlinth  ;  Anavera,  The  Under  SeeWar; 

for  India  Aug.  IS,  1333 
Ciiii7  Enginiert,  Qneation,  Hr.  T.  G.  Talb«t : 

Anairer,  The  Under  Seoretarj  for  India  ^1- 

30,  1711 
CotuteU  of    tht    Empirt.    Qnertlent,   Mr. 
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Crawford  Cau^  Qaestioo,  Sir  R.  Lothbridf  e  ; 
Aniwer,  The  Under  SeereUry  for  India  Aug. 
16, 1479 

Decern  Minei  CommiltM,  Question,  Sir  0. 
Campbell;  Aniwer,  The  SeereUry  to  the 
Treaiory  Atig,  13, 1133 

Dimmondffaftour  Dtntim  of  tko  P$gwmiah$, 
DiHrets  tn,  i^eetion,  Obeerrationi,  Lord 
Stanlej  of  Alderlej,  The  Seeretary  for  Indi* 
Aug  1, 37 

EteUe  Duty,  (^eetion,  Mr.  Oeine ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretuy  for  Indin  Aug,  12, 
1014 

Faetorg  Labour,  QaesUoo,  Mr.  J.  Haolean ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary  for  India 
Aug  19,  1663 

Foreign  Ofiee^  Qaestion,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Seoretary  for  India  Aug, 
13«  1131 

Forui  Department,  Question,  Mr.  Golds- 
worthy  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary  for 
India  Aug.  19,  1663 

Hyderabad^BritUh  Residont,  Mr.  Sowell, 
Question,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Seoretary  for  India  Aug,  16, 1469 

Telegrc^  Dipartment,  Questions,  Sir  R. 
Lethbridge ;  Answers,  the  Under  Seoretary 
for  India  Aug  9,  913 

Tgphoid,  Qaeetion,  Sir  G.  Campbell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretaiy  for  India  Aug.  15, 
1387 

Tnturanee  Companiee 

Fraudulent  Claim,  Attff$d,  Questfon,  Dr. 
Oameron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adfooate 
Aug  16,  1468 

IntermediaU    and    Teehnieal    Education 
( JFalee)  BiUe 

Wdsh  Veriion,  Question,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  An- 
swer, The  Viee  President  of  the  Conneil 
Aug,  2, 183 

Intermediate  Education  ( Walee) 

Motion  for  an  Address  Withdrawn  Aug,  8, 

764 
Motion  for  an  Address  Aug,  13, 1220 

Intormodiato  Xducation  (Walos)  Bill 

/.  Read  1«*  Aug,  1,  5  [Bill  201] 

Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House  Aug,  6,  427 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug,  8, 

721 
Read  3**  and  Passed  Aug,  9,  874 
Royal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Intematumal  Labour  Congrccc 

Questions,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Bradlaufh; 
Answers,  The  Under  Seoretary  for  Foreign 
Ailiiirs  Aug.  19, 1650 


Interpretation  Bill 

f.  Debate  on  3R.  Resumed;  Read  3>  and  Passed 

Aug.  1,  36  [Bill  921 

e.  Read  !*•  Aug,  2,  267  [Bill  364] 

2R.  Deferred  Aug,  8,  870 
Debate  on  2R.  Kecumod ;  Read  2*^  Aug,  14, 
1247 

AgrieuUural  SiatUtiei,  Question,  Mr.  Chanoe: 
Answer,  The  Chief  SeereUry  Aug.  13, 1137 

Armg — Dublin  Barracks,  Qoestioo,  Major 
Raseh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  for  War 
Aug,  15, 1320 

lekmd-Bridge  Barraeki  and  Fourth  ITitf.' 
iare,    Qaestion,    Mr.    Lafone ;    Answer, 
The  Seoretary  for  War  Aug.  16, 1479 

Dr,  Richard  MeholU^  Question,  Dr.  Kenny  ; 
Answer,  The  Seoretary  for  War  Aug.  15, 
1848 

Board  of  PuUic  JTorki^Oeneral  WilUam 
Sankeg,  Question,  Dr.  Kenny;  Answer, 
The  Seoretary  to  the  Treasury  Aug.  6, 
551 

Phmnix  Park,  Band  in.  Questions,  Mr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Seo- 
retary to  the  Treasury  Attg.  20, 1752 

8t  8tephen*s  Onen  Fubitc  Park-^DubHn 
WorJnng  3f€n*s  Club  Band,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Seoretary  to 
the  Treasury  Aug,  5,  828 

Cattle,  Dieeated,  Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe ;  An- 
swer.  The  President  of  the  Local  Go?em- 
ment  Board  Aug,  6,  539 
Dublin  Unions,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seczetary  Aug.  15, 1324 

Crime  and  Outrages 

Orangemen,  Alleged  Outrage  i^^Cookstown, 
Questions,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seoretary  Aug,  9, 895  ;  Co.  Armagh, 
Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  Aug,  2,  183 

Moonlighting  at  Kanturk,  Questions,  Mr. 
Maoartney,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug.  16,  1339 

Criminal  Law  and  Proesdure  Act 

Boveoiting  in  Wtxford — Charge  against 
Mellon,  Doyle,  ana  Kavanagh,  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug,  1,  7i  ;  Aug,  8,  781 

Conyheare,  Mr.,  Questions,  Sir  W.  Foster, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Sec- 
retary Aug,  6,  553  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Mae 
Neill,  Dr.   Kenny,  Mr.   W.  McArthnr; 
Answers,    The    Chief    Seoretary,     Mr. 
Speaker  Aug,  8,  798;    Qjestions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,    Mr.     W.     McArthur,      Dr. 
Kenny,    Mr.    T.  M.    Ilealy;     Answers, 
The    Chief    Secretary    Aug.    9,     903; 
Question,  Mr.   Mao  Neill;    Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug,  9,  914;  Questions, 
Mr.    Mao   Neill;   Answers,   The    Chief 
Secretary  Aug.  12, 1023  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,   Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  W.  Mae- 
donald.  Dr.  Kenny  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug,  13, 1128  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
M' Arthur ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 

3X2  [eont. 
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ImmAWB—Crlndital  Late  and  PrtMdurt  Aet— 

Aug.  le,  1U18 ;  (liwatioDi,  Mr,  W. 
M'Artbnr  ;  Aniwer,  The  Cbief  Ssorstarj 
Aug.  le,  ISSO  ;  QunIidd,  Mr.  Mm  Neill, 
Aniwar,  Tba  Cbiaf  SMrelarr  Avg.  19, 
1669  ;  Motion  for  Adjoannnant  ^  tha 
Hoa«e  Aug.  19,  1669 

Cett  of  JHf ending  Priunart,  QauLioD>,  Mr. 
O'Doherty,  Mr.  S«i(oa  ;  Antveri,  Th« 
Chigf  SscreUrj  Aug.  S,  TS3  ;  QnMtioDi, 
Mr.  O'DohBrtj:  Aniwerf,  Tbe  Chief 
SeoreUr;  A\tg.  9,  909.-  Qacilian,  Mr. 
O'Dohvrtr:  Answer,  Tbe  Chiof  Seora- 
iKTj  A«g.\2,  1031 

^•Qei  and  S(JMI— TVwfmwt  vf  FHiBtttrt 
■'»  Dnry  Gtiol,  Qantioni,  Hr.  Btane,  Dr. 
KcDoj,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  nealy; 
AiMwar*,  Tb«  Chief  SMrebtrj  Aug.  16, 
1458 

Iflfamara,  iSr.  66 

Triloneri  and  the  Pr»u,  Qoeitionl,  Mr. 
W.  M'Arthar,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ue>lf,  Mr. 
Mao  Neill ;  Aniwsn,  Tbe  Chief  Searetar; 


ItKLon—Laitd  AeU—eMt. 

Fair     Stnlt,      Qaeetion,      Ur.        0«i««: 

Aolver,  The  ChW    Seoratur   Atlg.  S, 

Efil  :  (JiieBlioD,  Mr.    FItdii  ;    Anavor, 

Tha  Cbief  SeoraUrrJup.  12,  1010 
I>refNtH,  QBHtioD,  Mr.  NoUn;    Absww, 

Tha  Chtaf  SeoraUrr  Aug.  IS,   1331 
Xitiemif,      Qaaalioiu.      Mr.       Chaoca ; 

Aoswarf,  The  Chief  Secretarr   Amf.li, 

ItSS 
JV#wry,    Qaeiticml,     Hr.     BUne,      Ur. 

Maoartner ;  Aaawer,  Tbe  Chief  Smtc- 

Ur;j4iv.  IS,  1466 
Olpherl  EitaU.  Qnestione,  Mr.  BIwm,  Mr 

MahonajF ;  Aniwera,  Tba   Chief  Seen- 

tat7  Jug.  3,  169 
TtmpUttn  and  Hop*  EmUUm,   Qoaatioa, 

Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;    Aniwar,    Tba    Chief 

Saeretarj    Atig.   16,  IITS  :  Amg.    It, 


La»d  Commiuion—AliM,  Caiet  at,  Qmi- 
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iMMLAsm^Zandhrd  and  Tutani'^^eoni. 

Ltrd  Clanruarde'i  AtaU,  Qaettiom, 
Mr.  S.  I^fefre;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeoreUrj  Aug,  1,  65;  Question,  Mr. 
Saxton  ;  Answer,  The  Soltoitor  General 
for  JreUnd  Aug,  6,  828;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefefre ; 
AntwerB,  The  Chief  SeoreUrjr  Aug,  6, 
546 
Fomanby  JbUUs^  Qnestions,    Mr.    Fljnn; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretar/  Aug.  12, 

1012 

Law  and  JuHUa  and  Police 

Barry f  Mr,  T.,  Case  of,  Qoestions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Uealy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Aug,  10,  1648;  Qaestions, 
Mr.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug.  10,  166C 

Clara,  Poliet  in,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeereUrj  Aug  12, 1020 

Ihnogal  S.'-Seiaure  for  Rent,  Qaestion, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exoheqaer  Aug,  6,  6SB ;  Qnestlon, 
Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Sec- 
retary Aug,  8,  701 

2>runiann$ss,Arraiti/or,  Motion  for  Retam, 
Aug.  15, 1310 

E'tnii,  '*  Bad  Charaeters*'  in,  Qaestions,  Mr. 
Cox,  Mr.  S.  LefcTre;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seoretorj  Aug.  0,  010 

Fiihermen—AUeggd  Outrage  by  the  Polite, 
Questions,  Mr.  Blane  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  SecreUrjr  Aug.  0,  800 

FitaaimonM,  Margaret,  and  Butiee  of  the 
Police,  Question,  Mr.  Mahony;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug.  16,  1471 

Oalvcay,  John,  Gate  of,  and  Police  Protection, 
Questions,  Mr.  Flynu;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug.  15. 1523 

Oreen  Street  Courthaute,  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  llealy ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Aug.  15,  1334 

Inquest,  Rcfuial  to  hold  an,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Sec- 
reUry  Aug.  15, 1320 

Judge,  Constable^  Alleged  Ateault  hg  the 
Police,  Question,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug,  13, 
1122 

Keane,  James,  Questions,  Mr.  M.  Healy; 

Answers,  The  Chief  SecroUry  Aug,   10, 

1065 
Kinsella,   John,    Case  ojT,    Question,  Mr, 

Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug, 

15, 1327 

Markets,  Constables  Bidding  at.  Questions, 
Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Aug.  10, 1652 

Morrison,  JFm.,  an  Orangeman,  Charge  of 
Assault  against,  Question,  Mr.  Blane ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug,  2,  170 

FoUce  Reports,  Qaestions,  Mr.  M'Cartan, 
Mr.  Gill ;  Answers,  the  Chief  Secretary 
Aug,  I,  54 

Rtvising  Barristers,  Questions,  Mr.  M*Car. 
tan  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug, 
10, 1052 

[cont. 


Ibblakd — Law  and  Justice  and  PoUeC'^eoTit. 

Sherlock,  Mr, ^Payment  of  Witnesses,  Quet. 
tion,  Mr.  O'Uanlon ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug,  16,  1404 

Shine,  Timothy,  Question.  Mr.  Carew ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug,  10, 
1660;  Question,  Mr.  Carew;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Aug. 
20,  1708 

StattUe  of  Edward  IIL,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Aug,  10,  1051 

Tallaght -- Police  and  Private  Msetinas, 
Question,  Mr.  Murphy;  Answer,  The 
Chiet  SecreUry  iltt^.  13,1134 

Walsh,  Michael,  Questions,  Mr.  M.  Healy  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  10, 
1000;  Questions.  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy; 
Answers.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land Aug.  20, 1750 

Light  Railways  —  BaiHeborough,   MuUagh, 
Kelts,  and  Clonee,  Question,  Mr.  D'Han- 
Ion ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug. 
8.703 
Cavan,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon :  Answer 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug  13,  1130 

Light  Railways  Bill  {see  Light  Railways  [Ire- 
land] Bill). 

Local  Oovemment  Boards  Dublin  Rates—Mr. 
Pilkington  and  a  Defaulting  Collector, 
Questions,  Dr.  Kenny ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  Aug.  15, 1343 
Hotywood  Foreshore,  Nuisance  at.  Questions, 
Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
Ury Aug,  16,  1345 

Lunatic  Atylume,   Oovernors  of,    Questions, 
Mr.  O'Keelfe ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
Ury ^tf^.  10,  1050 
Inspector  of  Lunacy,  Question,  Dr.  Kenny ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug,  0,  551 

Magistracy,  Motion  for  Return,  1310 
Fyme,  Mr.  J.,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealy, 
Mr.  Cox ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Aug.  0,  808 
Bauratly,  J.  P.,  Mr.^Crotsmaglen,  (lues- 
Mr.    0*Uanlon;   Answer,   The    Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Aug.  20, 1757 
Resident   MagisiraUt 
M*Bermott,  Question,  Mr.  Kilbride ;  An. 
swer.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Aug.  14,  1221 
Preston  Capt.,R.M,,  Question, Mr.  Blane  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug,  10, 
1455 
Return,  Questions,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton; Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Aug, 
0,665 
Roche,  Mr,   Cecil,  R.M.,  Questions,  Mr. 
Flynn ;  Answers,  The  Chiet  Secretary 
Aug.  2, 171 
Roman    Catholic   Magistrate     at   Antrim, 
Question,  Mr.  Tuite  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug,  10, 1051 

Medical  Charities  AcU— Medical  Pensions, 
Question,  Mr.  Pickerton ;  Answer,  'Ibe 
Cuief  Secretary  Aug,  12,  1020 

[cont. 
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NatumcU  Bdu$€Uum 

Mim$Ur  Fri&ndt^  School,  (loBtiion,  Mr.  R. 
Power ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasarjr  Aug.  13, 1144 

Ifatumal  Toaehert,  Qaestion,  Mr.  D.  Salli- 
▼an  ;  Answer,  The  Ghanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
oheqaer  Aug.  20, 1751 

Royal  Univwnty,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  15, 
1328 

Seienee  and  AH  Doparttnenty  Question ,  Mr. 
OonwAj  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  Aug.  15,  1350;  Questions, 
Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The 
Seoretarj  to  the  TrcMury  Aug.  10, 1645 

yicwal  Renerve  Drill  BcUUry,  Belfatt  Question, 
Sir  J.  Corry ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Aug.  15, 1343 

Navigation  and  Drainage 

Inng  Drainage,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Aug.  12.  1027 

JJUter  and  Tyrone  Canals,  Questions,  Mr. 
Jordan;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Aug.  18  1136 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Jordan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Atig.  10, 1468 

UUter  Canal,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  0*Brien, 
Mr.T.  M.  Uealy,  Mr.  A.  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Aug. 
10,  1663 

For  Bann,  Barrow,  Shannon,  and  Suck 
Drainage  Bills,  tee  under  their  respeotiTo 
titles 

Orangemen  and  Calholia,  Questions,  Mr. 
Tnite,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug.  16,  1473 

Piert  and  Harbours 

Fenit  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  Mahony;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  1,  58;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Mahony,  Mr.  E.  Harrington  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  6, 
543 

Oregstones  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Wm. 
Corbet;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Aug,  2,  180 

Newcastle  Pier,  Question,  Mr.  M*Cartan  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
Aug.  20, 1745 

Poor  Law 

BaiUinglass  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Byrne ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  6, 
584 

Dunfanagky  Union — Nonpayment  of  Rates. 
Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Aug.  2,  160 

Post  Office 

Boffin  and  Shark — Postal  Faeilities,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Foley  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  ^u^.  12,  1024 

Carlow  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  ToBtmaster  General  Aug.  0, 

leonU 


Ibilakd— Fm^  Q^Sm— cont 

DMin^Dead  Letter  Office,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  PoaU 
master  General  Au:y.  13, 1137 

Mr.  Maierley  and  the  Special  OssMMsian, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton;  Answers, The Poetmaster General 
Aug.n,  1138 

Opening  of  Letters,  Questions,  BCr.  Sex- 
too;  Answers,  The  Home  Seoseterj 
Aug.  15, 1850 

Bnnis  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Oox  : 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug, 
10,  1640 

Enniskiilen,  Postmatter  of,  QuestioD,  Mr. 
W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  Sexton  : 
Answers,  The  Postm^ter  General  Aiag. 
8,788 

Kilrane,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Aug.  8, 78  J 

Knoekansy'-^Posimaster,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Geae- 
iml  Aug.  12,  1016 

Lisoarrall,  Money  Order  Offiee  for,  Qnaetion, 
Mr.  Flynn;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
Genend  Aug.l,5S 

Loan  Fund  Boards,  Question,  Mr.  0*00- 
herty ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Aug.  1,  64 

Newcastle,  Question,  Mr.  O'Hanlon ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  Aic^«  1% 
1465 

PrtfOMt 

Derry  Gaol,  Chaplains,  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M'Carthy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Aug.  12,  1010 

Sanitary  Condiiion,  Questions,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton, Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Mao  NeUI,  Dr. 
Fitsgerald,  Mr.  Cossham  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Aiy.  12,  lOSO  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Seoretary  Aug.  16,  1481 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  SecreUry  Aug.  10, 1668  ;  Qoes- 
tions,  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr.  M'Cartao. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land Aug,  20,  1750 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Au^.  20, 
1740 

Death  of  M' Gee,  Questions.  Mr.  Sextos, 
Mr.  W.  M< Arthur,  Mr.T.  M.  Hesly ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Awg. 
13,  1141  ;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  GenersI  for 
Ireland,  Aug.  14, 1221 

Downpatrich  Oaol,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Ovtan, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Sotieitor 
General  for  Irdand  Aug.  20, 1750 

Prison  Treatment  —  JThitewashed  CeUs, 
Questions,  Mr.  O'Keelfo,  Mr.  Sexton ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  IrefaMid 
Aug.  5,  327 

Prisons  Vote,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  Lefovie,  Mr. 
Sexton ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Scmitsiy 
Aug.  20, 1760 

[denf. 


i 


I 


IRE 


JAG 


{SESSION     1889} 
339' 


JAG 


JUD 


RegiHrffof  Deeds  qfie$,  Qaertion,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
«ury  Aug,\2,  1026 

Ro^al  Dublin  Society,  Question,  Mr.  Mahonj  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug.  16,  1471 

Raual  Irish  Consiahulart/,  Mead  Cotutable 
McDonald,  Qaestion,  Mr.  M*CarUn ;  An- 
swer, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  iltur. 
30, 1746 

TruUee  Sauinge  Bank—Limavady,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  McCarthy  ;  Answer.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Aug.  12,  1009;  Question,  Mr.  J. 
M«Carthy  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezehaquer  Aug,  15,  1S83 

iBAicg,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newington,  fTalworth 
Local  Rates,  Aids  to,  550 

IflAAcsow,     Mr.    F.    WooTTow,    Tower 

Eamhte,  Stepney 
Borough  Boundaries,  774,  1465 
London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill. 

2R.  990  ' 

Navy— H.M.S.  "SulUn,"  779 
Tjphoid  Ferer  in  the  West-end  of  London. 

1748 

Jacksok,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leede,  N. 

China— Canadian  Pacific  Route  to  Hone  Konc. 
1338,  1339  • 

Mails  vid  Canada,  68 
Customs — Liverpool  OflBces,  771 
GoTemment  Puhlications,  Sale  of,  1123 
India— Deocan  Mines  Committee,  1132 
Inland  RoTcnue  —  Metropoliton   Collectors, 

1017 

lutermediate  Education  (Wales),  Res.  1220 
Ireland 

Board  of  Public  Works— Phosniz  Park  Band 
Stand,  1752 
St.     Stephen's    Green    Public     Park- 
Dublin  Working-men's  Club  Band,  321 
Sankey,  General  Wm.  552 
Customs  House— Belfast— Probate  Rcfflstry, 
1647 
.     Evictions— Battering  Ram— Donegal,  331 
Fisheries— Shannon  Drainage,  327,  535 
NaTigation  and  Drainago— Inny  Drainage, 
1027 
Ulster  Canal,  1664 

Ulster  and  Tyrone  Canals,  1136, 1468 
Piers  and  Harbours — Greystone  Harbour. 
181 
Newcastle  Harbour,  1746 
Seafield  Fishing  Harbour,  74 
Registry  of  Deeds  Office,  1027 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1646 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
1729 

London;  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 

2B.  988,  989,  990  ;  Committee,  1863 
Lott  EsUte,  1767 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  727, 915, 
1033, 1217 
Sittings  and  Adjournment   of  the  House, 
Res.  1508 

[pont. 


Jaoxsoh,  Mr.  W.  h.-^eont. 

Members   of  (Charges  and  Allegations) — 
The      Special      Commission  —  British 
Museum  Officials,  1654 
Publication  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  1756 
Public  Works  Loan  Bill,  2R.  1511 
Suck  Drainage  Bill,  Consideration,  756,  757, 

759 
Supply — Britishand  Natural  History  Museums, 
1405,  1406,  1407,  1413,  1414;   Report, 
1577,  1579,  1580 
Ireland— Hospitals  and   Infirmaries,  1602  ; 
Report,  1847 
Pauper  Lunatics,  1601 
Learned  Societies,  1519 
Miscellaneous,  Charitable,  and  Other  Allow- 
ances, 1604 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  1607 
National  Gallery,  1512 
Safing  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  De- 
ficiencies, 1603 
Superannuation     and     other    Allowances, 
1594,  1596,  1597,  1598,  1599 ;    Report, 
1845 
Temporary  Commissions,  1606 
Unifersities  and  Colleges,  1520,  1522 
Technical  Education  (Wales)  Act,  1668 

Jaicaioa 

Sugar  EsiateSf  Return  Ordered  Aug.  14,  1221 
Sugar  Cultivation,  Question,   Mr.  A.  Pease  ; 

Answer,    The    Under    Secretary    for    the 

Colonies  Aug,  6,  537 

James,  Right  Hon.  SirK.,  Bury,  Lanea- 

ihire 
Bury  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  884,  887,  888 

Jeffreys,   Mr.    A.   E.,  Rants,   Basing^ 
stoke 
Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTcry,  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee^  1064  ;  Committee,  1177 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8, 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 

141 
Supply — Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  637 

Jordan,  Mr.  J.,  Clare,  W. 

Ireland— Postmaster  of  Enniskillen,  789 
Seafield  Fishing  Harbour,  74 
Ulster  and  Tyrone  Canals,  1136,  1468 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 
1703 

Jndicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill 

/.  Read  1*»  Aug,  1,  5  [Bill  202] 

Read  2*  Committed  to  Standing  Committee  on 

Law,  Ac.  Aug.  5,  321 
Reported  and  Re-Committed  to  Committee  of 

Whole  House  Aug  6, 427 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug. 

8,  721 
Read  3»*  and  Passed  Aug,  9,  874 
Royal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Jndicial  Bents  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  Read  I***  Aug.  6,  652    [Bill  368] 
Order  for  2R.;  Adjourned  Atig.  13, 1218 
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Law  and  Justice  and  Poliee-^eont. 

Statement*     by    Frisonert,     Queition,    Mr. 


LET       LOO 


Swetenham  ;    Answer,  The  Home  Soore- 
iarj  Aug.  S,  781 

SymoHMt  Oeo, — Sodmin  Gat^,  Qaesiionf,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Ilealy,  Dr.  Kennjr ;  Aniwen,  The 
Under  Secretary  lor  the  Ilome  Department, 
Aug.  16, 1457 

Lawbenob,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool  Aher- 
eromhy 
Snpplj^Fttblio  Edoeation,  893 

Lawsok,  Sir   W.,    Cumberland^   Cocker^ 
mouth 
Egjpt— Defeat  of  the  DeryUhee,  330 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8L  Faneraa^  W. 
London  County  Council  Monej  (No.  3)  Bill, 

9R.  081,  982,987,939 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  797 
Sittings   and  Adjournments  of  the  Uonse, 
Res.  1608 
PiMtmen,  City,  181 
Sopplj'National  Gallerr,  1513, 1518 

Lra,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry,  8. 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill,  2R.  1511 
Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill,  1768 
Supply  ^Embassies   and    Missions    Abroad, 
1551 

LsAMT,  Mr.  E.,  Sliffo,  8. 

Snpply^Ireland^Magistratet,  835,  836,  848 

Leaseholders  (Ireland}  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug, 
17,  1644 
Considered;  Read  ^  and  Passed  Aug,  90, 

1866  L^^^  179] 

Lbfevbb,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 

furd,  Central 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Tanner,  Dr.  Res.  115,  117 

Ennis,  «  Bad  Characters"  in,  910 

E  fictions— Lord  Clanrioarde's  Estate,  64, 
547,  548 

Prisons  Vote,  1769 

Supply 
Ireland— Chief  Seoretory's  Offices,^.  1811, 

1819  1821 
Land  (Commission,  1786, 1787, 1793 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbnlary,  61«,  629 

LKiOHToir,Mr.S.,  8hropihire,  Otwestry 

Anstralia  (Westerns-Responsible  GoTcrnment, 
786 

Cyprus— Gems  and  Relics,  54 

Education  —  Voluntary  Schools  Accomoda- 
tion—Luton, 322,  785 

Supply— Public  Edncaiioo,  381,  386 

Tithe  Rent-charge.  Recovery  Bill,  71 ;  Com- 
mittee, 1148,  1202,1203,1232;  Order  for 
Committee,  1498 


LsTHBBiDOE,  Sir  B.,  Kensington,  JT. 

Council  of  India  Bill.  2R.  245,  262 
India— Bombay-Burma     Trading     Corpora- 
tion, 1479 

Crawford  Case,  1479 

Telegraph  Department.  915 
Kensington,  Nuisance  at,  1463, 1464 
London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 

2  R.  986.987 
Supply- IndUn  PosUl  Facilities,  1625 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N, 

Sspply- Ireland— Land  Commission,  1793 

Lbwisham,  Bight  Hon.  Yisooont  (Vice- 

Ohamberlain  of  the    Household), 

Lewisham 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act— Foot  and 
Mouth    Disease— Cattle    imported   from 
UoUsnd,  1475,1476 
Pleuro-pnenmonia,  534 
Compensation  for  Slaughter,  1476 
Importation  of  Cattle  and  t^heep,  325 

Lieeniing  Law 
Maneheeter  Brtwtter  8e$iieni,  Question,  Mr. 
Maolure;    Answer,  The  liome    Secretary 
Aug,  13, 1133 

LigMkoutee  and  Lightehipe 
Board  of  Trade  Gontraeti^Bull  Rock  Light- 
haute,    Question.    Mr.   T.    W.     Russell: 
Answer,   The    President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  Aug,  12, 1014 

Light  Eailways  (Ireland)  Bill 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Res.  Aug,  1, 

Prifilege  —  Proceedings    in   the   Committee 

Aug,  14, 1222 
Considered;  Read  9"  and  Passed  Aug,  19, 

1672 

LiMBBiOK,  Barl  of 

'Electric  Lighting  Profisional  Orders  (No.  9) 

Bill,  3R.  1294 
Electrical  Lighting  ProTisional  Orders  (Metro- 
polis) Inquiry,  Res.  1313 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art 
lialional  Fortrait    OalUrg,   Question,    Mr. 
Whitmore ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  Aug,  1,51 

Llewellyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  y. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1033 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 
1232 

Local  Government  Act 

Borough  BoundatieM,  Question,  Mr.  Isaac- 
son ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
GoTernment  board  Aug.  8,  774 ;  Aug,  16, 
1465 

[jBoni, 
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C&mttg   Ceaneilt 

IdUtnu  Dulit4,  QnettioTi,  Baron  Dlaw- 
dkle ;  ADiwsr,  Tha  Chinoallor  oF  tb* 
EiabMiMr  Aug.  30,  ITiS 
Ifffrtkumitrland,  Qnaitioni,  Hr.  Bnrt ; 
Aaaven,  Tbe  Pmidsiit  of  the  Local 
GoTeromsnt  Board  Aug.  IB,  1184 

Camty  Sltdert,  Qaeitioo,  Ur.  T.  Ellii  ; 
AiMwar,  The  Preaidsnt  of  tha  Local 
Gotemment   Board    Aug  8,  TSO 

Oftrhtad  Wtret  and  Spittd  Wirt  Fm-.i, 
Queitiona,  Sir  G.  Cnmpbell  ;  Anivers, 
The  Preiidenl  of  the  Looal  GoTernmeDt 
Board  Atig.  B,  T8S  ;  QnsatioDt,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  ;  Anaver,  The  PrceideDt  oF  the 
Looal  GoTgrumgat  Boardluf.  15,  1311 

IiOOAi.  (JovKWfMBHT  BoAED — President 
{let  EiTOHiB,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

Looal  (JorxBinaNT  Boabd — Seoretar; 
to  (mLoNG,  Mr.  W.  H.) 

Lteal  Otwmmtnt  Board 

Marroui  Wtati  Drainage  Sehemt,  QneitioD, 
Hr.  Cobb  ;  ADawer,  The  Preeideat  of  the 
Looftl  GonrnmeDl  Board  Atig.  30,  1T41 

Zeco^  RaM,  Aidt  to,  Qaeatioo,  Hr.  laaaoi ; 
ADiwere,  The  Prendent  of  the  Iiooal  Gonrn- 
ment  Board  Aug.  S,  lifiO 

MMoile  BwtlUnfft,  Qneitiaai,  Mr.  Stepheoe  ; 
Aaiwers,  The  Prendent  of  lb«  Looal 
QoTammeut  Board,  The  Viee  Pretideat  oF 
the  Con  DC  11  Aug.  B,  776 

River  Lta,  Qaattion.Sir  J.  Colomb  ;  Aniwer, 
Tbe  Preajdent  of  the  Looal  Gorernineiit 
Board  Aug.  2,  171  :  Ai^.  9,  900 

T^laid  Fever  in  fA«  Wett-md  of  London. 
^neitioiia,  The  Marqnle  of  Granbj,  Mr. 
Jiaacaon  ;  Aniwars,  'I'he  Preaideot  of  Ihe 
Local  Go*erDment  Board  Aug.  SO,  ITII 

Local  Govemm«nl{SeotlaHd)  Bill 

7%«  Sargh  of  Vytart,  Queitioo,  S[r  G. 
Campbell ;  Aniwer,  The  Lord  AdTOoato  Aug. 
1,03 


Loeal  OoTemment  (Scotiand)  Bill 


Loeal  Taxation  Lietiuu 
lituing  ^  ig  Foil  Ofif*.  Qaeation,  Hr.  D. 
Tbonuw ;  Anavar,  The  Postmaalar  Geaatal 
2,  ITS  ;  Qnntion,  Colonel  AnHiMlMr  : 
Aniwer,  The  Preaident  of  the  Loeal 
Ooremment  Board  Aug.  3,  773 


London  Connty  Conneil  (Koney)  Bill 
Order    for    3tt.  Read    and    Diaobarfod :  Bill 
WithdnwD  Aug.  e,  612  [BiU  966] 

London  Connty  Conneil  (Konc^)  (So-  S) 

BiU 
Read  I°*  Aug.  6,  SlS  [Bill  367] 

Read  2°  Aug.  »,  081 
Conaidered  in   Committee ;  ReportKl  :  Bead 

r*  and  PaawKl  Aug-  3D,  IB63 

LoKD  ACTOOATB,  The  (h#  Bobbbtsok, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Libdtknant  of  Isblaitd  —  (%ia( 
Secretary  to  the  (jm  Baltoub,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.) 

LoBD  pBEBmENi  OF  THB  Oohhoh.  (*m 
Obanbhooe,  Yisoonnt) 

LoBD  Feitt  S£ai.  C'm  CADOOAa,  Eari) 

LoTHiAM,  Uarqaesa  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 
Jadioiai  Faoton  {SootlaDd}  Bill,  SB.  SSI 
Loeal  GaremmeDt  (Sootland)  Bfll,  SK.  S; 
Committee,  161,  156,  16S,  161,  166,  Ml, 
170,  171,  173,  171, 170, 176,  481,  18l,  lU, 
188, 188,  4»0,  193, 163,  600,  603,  604, »«, 
613,  S16.  618,  619,  620,  6)1,  616,618; 
C  ootid  era  ti  on,  723,  733,  735 


Unirenitie*  (SootUnd)  Bill,  3Et.63ti  Coai' 
mitlee,  736,  730,  781,  733.  7S3,7S«.7n: 
AmendmentJ  Reported,  874 

IjowTEBB,  Mr.  J.  W..  CumhorlaMi.  Pmh 
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Lnnaey  Acts  Amendmeat  Bill    [Bill  9] 

k  Ratorned  from  the  Gommonfl  ;  Agreed  io  Aug, 

Commoiit'  Amendments  Considered  Aug,  B, 

731  [Bill  199] 

Report  from  Committee  Agreed  to,  Ao,  Aug, 
8,7S9 
e.  Moeaage  from  the  Lords  Aug,  8,  766        \ 

Lords'  Amendments  Considered  At^,  13, 1035 
I.  Returned  from   tlie    Commons  witli  Amend- 
menu  Aug,  12, 1008  [BUI  109] 

Lunacy  Bill 

/.  PrMented  ;  Bead  U*  Aug,  15, 1389    [Bill  336] 

MoA&THUB,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall  Mid, 

St.  AuiteU 
AastraliA  ( Western >^Constitatlon  Bill,  76 

Pearl  Fisheries,  545 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act — 
Conybeare,  Mr.  799,  903,  904. 1458,  1461, 

1650 ;  Res.  1669 
Prisons— Derrj  Gaol.  1141 
Morooco-^International  Conference  and  Con- 

solar  Courts,  176 
Newfoundland — St    Pierre  et  Miqnelon  and 

the  Frenoh  Go?ernment,  176 
Parliament«*6osiness  of  the  House— Supply, 

1431* 
Supply— Embassies   and    Missions   Abroad, 
1547 

Magabtnet,  Mr.  W.  O.  £.,  Antrim^  8, 

Ireland— Fair  Rents— Newry,  1467 

Moooliirhting  at  Kantork,  1339 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  BUt,  SUnding  Com- 
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PosUl  Ordera— Designs,  1663 
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Ireland— Derry  Gaol,  1759 
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Land  Commission,  1655,  1763 
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Newoastle  llarboar,  1745 

Police  Reports,  54 

Revising  Barristers,  1653 
Parliament— Members  of  (Charges  and  Alle- 
gations}— Special  Commission  — Witness 
Tracy,  1654 
Supply— Ireland— Land  Commission,  1794 

MoOabtht,  Ifr.  JuBTDT,  Londonderry 
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Customs — Liverpool  Offloers,  771 

Ireland— LimaTady  Savings  Bank,  1009,  1838 

Londonderry  Gaol,  1010 
KaTy— Sbipboildiog  on  the  Foyle,  63 

MoDoKALDy  Dr.  B.,  Ro$$  and  Cromarty 
Scotland— Assanlt  at  Dingwall,  lOli 
Supply— Scotland— Public    Education,    1980, 
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Maodonald,  Mr.  W.  A.,    Quoen^i   Co,, 
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Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act— 
Conybeare,  Mr.  1139 


Kaodovald,  Mr.  W.  K.—eont. 
Supply— Ireland— Chief  Secretary's  OflSoes,  <bo. 

1838 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  653 

MoKkwna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  8. 

Light  Railways  (IreUnd)  Bill,  Oonsidermtibn, 
1690,  1707 

MoLabbw,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  ChesMro,  Grows 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  Committee, 

906,  209,  317 
Regulation  of  Railways  (No.  3)  Bill,  3R.  227 

Maclean,  Mr.  P.  W.,  Oxford,  Woodstock 
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India— Factory  Labour,  1663 

Maolitrb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Laneashirs,  S.E., 
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Licensing  Law— Manchester  Brewster  Sessions, 
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Maonaohtsn,  Lord 

Settled  Lands  Act  Amendment  Bill,  2R.  168 

Mao  Nbii*l,  Mr.  J.  G.  8.,  Donsgst,  8. 

Colony  of  St.  Vincent,  49 

Council  of  India  Bill,  3R.  340,  341,  343,  345, 

353,  361 
Ireland— Clangorey  EsUte,  1650 
(Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act 
Conybeare.  Mr.  533,798,799,  903,  914, 

1023,1128,1669 
Prisoners  and  the  Press,  905 
Stephens,  Father,  913 
Tanner,  Dr.  61 
Treatment     of    Members— Whitewashed 

Cells,  66 
Derry    Goal— Sanitary    Condition,    1032, 
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Battering  Ram— Donegal,  185,  330 
Markets,  Constables  bidding  at,   1653 
Parliament,  Members  of  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)—The  Special  Commission- Witness 
Tracy,  1653 
Supply 
Ireland -Chief    Secretary's     Offloes,    ho, 

1826,  1827 
County  Court  Offloers—PiTisional  Com- 
missioners and  Magistrates,  965  ;  Re- 
port, 1434, 1435 
Und  Commission.  1791,  1800 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Household,  1803, 1808 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  565,  629,  630, 
633,  635 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Dublin  University 

Ireland 
Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act 
Tanner,  Dr.  61,  1760  ;  Res.  84. 85, 86. 87 
Treatment   of     Prisoners— Whitewashed 
Cells,  337 
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to  A.«g.  e,  730 
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Mather,  Mr.  W.,  Ltneuhin,  GtrlMt 
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006 
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man.  1330 
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SaWatiOD  Army— Whitohnroh,  1SN 

SeaaioDi  R«liar  Act,  778 
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M$i%eal  FiraeMion^n  {Oreai  Britain  and 

Swiiurland) 
0.  Address  for  Copj  of  Corrotpoadenee  Aug.  10, 
1498 

M$dical  Praetitionen^  Unqualified 
QmsUod,  Mr.  Cautton;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  GoTemment  Board  Aug,  16, 
1470 

Merehandiu  Marks  Act 

ColomeM,  Qoestion,  Mr,  Mandella ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Seoretarj  for  the  Colonies  Aug, 
9,912 

MfTchant  Shipping 

Cohur  BUndncMi  among  Seamen,  QaesUons, 
Dr.  Farqobarson  ;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  3,  171 

IntemaiioneU  Maritime  Conftrenee,  Qaestlon, 
Mr.  Goarley;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Aug.  1,  00  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Channing ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  Aflkirs  Aug.  19, 1031 

Untied  States — Consular  CAor^^f  .Qaestion,  Mr. 
0.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre« 
tarjr  for  Foreign  Affairs  Aug.  16, 1320 

Herchant  SUpping  Acts  Amondmont 
Bill 

t.  Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Standing  Com- 
mittee for  Bills  Relating  to  Law,  Ao.  Aitg. 
2,101  [Bill  191] 

Reported;    Re-Committed   to   Committee  of 

the  Whole  Hoase  Aug.  0,  42A 
Committee  on  Re-Commitment ;  Report  Aug, 

9.873 
Read  3>*  and  Passed  Aug.  12,  1008 
e.  Lords'  Amendment  Considered  and  Agreed  to 
.    Aug.  10, 1310  [Bill  339] 

Xerchant  Shipping  (Pilotage)  Bill 

e.  As  Amended  Considered  Aug.  17, 1048 

[Bill  312] 

Merchant  Shipping  {Pilotage)  Bill 
Qnestion,  Mr.  W.  Sinclair;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  2, 180 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill 

2.  House   in  Committee   on   Re-Commitment; 

Reported  Aug.  2, 108  [Bill  174] 

Read  3'  and  Passed  Aug.  0,  631 
Returned  from  Commons  with   Amendments 

Agreed  to  Aug.  10,  i  289 

Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Seaton ;  Answer,  The  Preaident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Aug.  0, 540 

Metropolis 

Keneington,  Nuisance  ai,  Question,  Sir  R. 
Lethbridge ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Homo  Department  Aug.  10|  1103 

[eont. 


MeiropoUs^wni, 

Omnibui  Horses,  Questions,  Mr.  P.  Fltigerald, 
Mr.  O'Qanlan  ;  Answers,  The  Home  Secre- 
tary Aug.  9, 907 

SoeialisU  Meetings,  Question,  Mr.  0.  Graham  ; 
Answer,  The  Home  Secretary  Aug.  9, 
173 

Typhoid  Fever  in  the  West-end,  Questions' 
The  Marquess  of  Granby,  Mr.  Isaacson; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
TradeXti^.20, 1747 

Whiteehapel  Murder,  Question,  Mr.  Pioliers- 
gill ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  Aug.  0, 043 

Metropolitan  Police 

Shorediteh  Vestry  Meeting,  Questions,  Mr.  J. 
Stuart;  Answers,  The  Homo  Secretary 
Aug.  2, 183 

Turin  Street  Board  School,  Questions,  Mr. 
Picliersgill ;  Answers,  The  Home  SecreUry 
Aug,  8,  773 

liiLLTowK,  Earl  of 
Army — Commissions — Artillery     and     Royal 

Engineers,  425 
PreTontion  of  Cruelty  to  and   Protection  of 

Children   Bill,  Committee,  274,   279,   293, 

300,  300,309,310,311,310;  Consideration, 

716,  710,  718,  720 

Mines 
Inepeelors*  Reporte,  Questions,  Mr.  Fonwiek, 
Mr.  Uowell;  Answers,  The  Home  Secretary 
Aug,  13,  1135 

Mining  Rents  and  Royalties 

Commisiion,  Questions,  Mr.  Fenwiok,  Mr. 
Oldroyd ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Aug.  15,  1354 

MiNTo,  Earl  of 

Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  35 ; 
Committee,  447,  452.  462.  463,  404,  405, 
470, 471,  485,  489,  493,  499 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  -fftny's  Co.,  Birr 

Regulation  of  Railways  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.  220 
Supply  —  British     and    Natural     History 
Museums,  1412 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1532, 1533 

1534,  1551 
Ireland— Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  1002 

Pauper  Lunatics,  1001 
Public  Education,  386 

Montagu,  Mr.  8.,  Tower  Samlets,  White- 
chapel 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Committee,  1210 

MoNTBOBB,  Dake  of 
Local  GoTcmment (Scotland)  Bill,  Committee, 
495, 502,  510 
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HoBGAN,  Bight  Hon.  Q.  0.,  Denbigh" 
ihire,  E. 

Ught     Railwijt     (Ireland)    BUI,  Standing 

Committoe  on  Trade,  EUs.  196,  127,  130 
,  .  Parliament—Botinaif  of  the  Hooae,  706 

Sittings  and  Adjoummenti  of  the   House, 
Res.  1503 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  SR.  335 
Tithe  Rent-Charge  Reeorery  Bill.  71,  1350 ; 

Order  of  Committee,   1050,    1083,    1495  ; 

Committee,  1151,  1152,   1150,  1164,1168, 

1177,  1198, 1211,  1235 

MoBQAN,  Mr.  L.,  Carmarthm 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recover j  Bill,  Committee, 
1156, 1183 

MoBGAK,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battenea 
Australia  (Western)— GoTcmorship,  1020 
Post  OfBoe  Savings  Banks  and  Government 

Stocks,  180,  896 
United  States^Consular  Charges,  1326 

MoROAK,  Mr.  W.  P&iTOHABDy  Merthf/r 
Tydvil 
Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTcrj  Bill,  Committee* 
1200, 1210 

MoBLET,  Earl  of 

Parliament—OflBoe  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parlia- 
ments  and  OflBoe  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of 
the  BUck  Rod — Second  Report  from 
Select  Committee,  Consideration,  1205 

PriTate  Bill  (Alteration  of  Memorandum  of 
Association),  Consideration  of  Select  Com- 
mittee's Report,  1202 

UniTersities  (Scotland)  Bill,  Committee, 
732 

MoBLET,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  NeweaitU-upan- 
Tyne 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoilse,  73 

MOBOOOO 

AUegtd   (hUftag$^  Question,     Mr.    Newnes; 

Answer,   The     Under    BecreUrj    for   the 

Colonies  Aug,  8,  703 
InternatUmal  Conference  and  Comular  CourU, 

Question,  Mr.  Wm.  M*Arthur ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afbirs  Aug,  2, 

176  ' 

Movable  Dwellings  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee,  R.P.  Aug,  2,  263 

[BiU  316] 

Mowbray,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  E.,  Oxford 

Univeriitff 
'   Supply— UniTcrtiUet  and  Colleges,  1524 

MtJHDBiiA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 

BrighUide 
Christ's  Hospital,  542 

•Merchandise  Marks  Act,  912 
iment^Budness  of  the  House,  707 


MvMDBLLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.^^mt, 
Pre?ention  of    Cruelty  to  and  Proteciioa  si 

Children  BUI,  Res.  1085 
Regulation  of  Railwajs  (No.  2)  BUI,  Oosi- 

mittec,  424 
Supply— PuhUo  Education,  357. 406, 411,  41S, 

413,416,417,421 
Technical  Instruction  BiU,  2R.  091 

Mttbfhy,  Mr.W.  M.,  Dublin,  8L  PsirieFi 

Ireland'  Phoenix  Park,  Band  in,  1752 

Tallaght— PoUce     and    Prirate   Meetiogi 
1134 
Light  RaUways  (Ireland)  BiU,  Consideraaci, 

1607 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  014 

Standing  Orders  RelaUng  to  Prifate  BiBi, 
Res.  1314,  1315.1316 
Public  Works  Loan  Bin,2R.  1512 
Regulation    of  Railways  (No.  2)  Bill,  Coih 

mittee,  423,  424^  630,  641 
Supply^Ireland — Hospitals    and  Inflrmsriis 
1601 

National  Gallery,  1516 
Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTery  BiU,  Committss, 

1237 

Napieb  ahd  Ettbiok,  Lord 

Local  GoTemment  (Scotland)  BiU,  OommitUt, 

452,  456,  461.  476, 482.  486, 487 
Unifcrsities  (Scotland)  BiU,  Committee,  731, 
732 

Navt 

Administration,  Question,  Sir  W.  Barttelot ; 
Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Tressvy 
Aug,  1,  70 

Chief  Engineeri  and  AeeounUmtt,  QoesUoo, 
Sir  J.  Colomb  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Aug.  8, 767 

ContraeUShipbuilding,  "  The  BUiJmmr 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaagh  ;  Answer.  Ike 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Aug,  1.09 

Gun$  in  Barbette,  DieabUng,  Qaestiee, 
Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Aug,  8,  770 

lAeutemtnU,  Question,  Sir  J.  Colomb;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Aug. 
12, 1030 

Manosuvree  ^Military  Forces,  Questions,  Mr. 
TomUnson,  Mr.  Cossham:  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  War  Aug.  2, 170 

Publieaiion  of  Information  by  the  Prtttt 
Question,  Sir  J.  Colomb  ;  : Answer.  Tbt 
First  I^rd  of  the   Admiralty  Aug.  \b, 
1353 

Reserve  DriU  Battery-^ Bdfaa,  QuesUon,  Sir 
J.  Corry  ;  Answer,  the  First  Lord  of  ike 
Admiralty  Aug.  15,  1343 

Review,  Question,  Mr.Hanbury;  Answer,  Tl« 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  A^g.  1, 64 

The  Frees,  Questions,  Mr^  T.  W.  BmmO; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Adminl^ 
Aug.  8, 702 
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Skipi—B^Ud  Cfruitfr$t  Question,  Admiral 
Field  ;  Aniwer,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Aug.  16,  1466 

Deceralion  by  Ofiesr$  at  their  own  Expense, 
Qaestions,  Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admtralt/  Aug.  15, 
1924 

M.M.S.  "Medea/'  H.M,8.  *' Vieteria," 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Hanbary;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Aug.  1,  60 

S.M.S.  "  Rodney;'  B.M,8.  "  Elk,*'  Qoea- 
tion,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  Aug,  I,  6^ 

S.M,S.  <*  Sultan;'  Question,  Mr.  Isaacson  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Aug,  8, 779 ;  Qnestions,  Mr.  E.  Robertson  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, Mr.  Speaker  Aug,  8,  798 ;  Qnes- 
tions,  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Mr.  U.  Cossham  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Aug,  9,  908 ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Ballantine, 
Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  H.  Cossham,  Mr.  E. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Bradlangh;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug,  20, 1752 

Line  of  Battle  SMpe,  Questions,  Sir  J. 
J.  Colomb ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  ilti^.  15,  1882 

Shipbuilding  on  the  Foyle,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  McCarthy:  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  Aug,  1,  63 

Training  Ships,  Question,  Mr.  Bound; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
Aug,  18,  1124 

NSWI^UITDLAKD 
St,   Pierre  et    Miguelon    and    (he   French 
Oovemment,  Question,  Mr.  W.  M' Arthur ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Aflhirs  Aug.  2, 176 

Newites,  Mr.,  Ca/nhrtdgef  Newmarket 
Morocco^ Alleged  Outrage,  793 
Tithe  Bent-charge  Reoorery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  10U9 

Noble,  Mr.  W.,  Haetingi 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Tanner,  Dr.,  R.  117 

NoLAir,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  if. 

Army— Disabling  Guns,  510 
Estimates — Half-pay  and  Retired-pay,  1119, 
1120 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Aot^* 

Tanner,  Dr.,  1027 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,   Res.  126,  127, 128, 129  ; 
ConsideraUon,    1707,    1718,    1717,    1718, 
1725, 1735 
Kayy— Guns  in  Barbette,  Disabling,  779 
Ships*  Deoorations  by  Officers,  1324 
•  Parliament—Siltinge  and  Adjournment  of  the 
House,  Res.  1504,  1507 
Suok  Drainage  BUI,  Res.  743,  750 ;  Consider* 
ation,  757,  762,  8R.  763 


NoLAir,  Mr.  J.,  Louth,  N. 

Ireland— Fair  RenU— Dronin,  1821 
Labourers'  Dwellings,  1126 
Sub- Commission,  1126 

NoBTHOoTE,    Hon.    Sir  H.   Stafvobd^ 
JExeter 

Supply— Post  Office,  1626 

NoBToir,  Lord 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  BUI,  2R.  431 

Poor  Uw  BUI,  2R.  164,  166 

PrcTention   of  Cruelty  to  and  Proteotion  of 

ChUdren  Bill,  Committee,  275,   278,  303, 

305 

Norton,  Mr.  H.,  Kent,  Tunhrtdge 
Friendly  Sooieties^Seleot  Committee,  795 

O^Briex,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Ufayo  8. 

Parliament,  Members  of  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)—The  Speoial  Oommiasion— Witness 
Traoy,  1658 

O'Bbibn,  Mr.  P.,  Jfonaghan  If. 

Ireland^ Fair  Rents — ^Templeton  and   Hope 
EsUtes,  1473, 1655 
Ulster  Canal,  1663 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 

Ireland^ Post  Office,  Kilruane,  782 
Supply — Ireland*  Magistrates,  827 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Tanner,  Dr.  61;  Res.  108,  109, 114 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 

Coinage  (Light  Gold)  Bill,  Committee,  1238, 

1239,  1240, 1242,  1245,  1247 
Ireland  ^Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act- 
Tanner,  Dr.  1029 

Land  Cases  from  Stranorlar,  911 

Ulster  Canal,  1664 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police-^  May  brick  Case 

799,  800 
Light     Railways     (Ireland)     Bill,    SUnding 

Committee  on  Tnde,  Res.  1 33  ;  Conlidera- 

tion,  1714, 1715,  1720 
Supply— Ireland — Chief    Secretary's     Offices, 

1841 
Tithe  Rent  charge  Recorery  Bill,  Committee 

1234 

O'DoHBRTY,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Donegal,  N. 

Bury  Corporation  Bill,  8K.  892 
Ireland — Loan  Fund  Boards,  64 
Criminal  Law  and    Procedure  Aot— Cost 
of  Defending  Prisoners,  783 
Prisoner's  Order,  909 
Section  14,  1021 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 

1701,  1703 
Post  Office— CironUrt— Orders  for  Goods,  4w. 
1352 


(INDEX} 


National  BdiuatioH 
MmuUr  Friirtd^  &A«I,  <lae»U(m.   Mr.  E. 

Fowar;  Aniwar,  Tti«  FJrat   Lord  of  tba 

Tnuurr^lu^.  13,1111 
HatitHal  Ttathtr;  QDaiUon,  Mr.  D.  Snlli- 

nn  ;  Aniwar,  Tha  Chuioaltar  of  th*  Kx- 

ebaqnar  JHff.  30,  ITSl 
Avyol  Dnlvtriity,  Qaeition,    Mr.   S«rton  ; 

AMwer,   Tba  Ohief  SaoraUrf  Aiiff.   IS, 

1S3S 
Stiantt  and  Art  Dtparlmera,  Qaattioo,  Mr. 

0«Dwa7  :  Annrer,  The  Vise  Prelldeot  of 

tba  GoDDoil  Aug.  16,  13SI);    Qaaationi, 

Dr.  Keonj,  Mr.  Saiton;  AiMwera,  The 
'« tba  TreMnrr  Aug.  10,  IMfi 


jVoval  RtitmiiI)riUBalurs,Btl/atl<iM»UioD, 
Sir  J.  0«nj :  Auwer.  Tba  Firat  Lord  of 
tba  Admiralty  Aug.  IS,  1313 

^i»^riit»n  and  Drainagi 

ttmy  Drainage,  Queition,  Mr.  T.  H.  Heal? : 
Anorer,  The  SeorBtary  to  the  TroMorr 
Avff.  13,  lOST 
in$tar  and  Tynni  CantU,  Queationa,  Mr. 
Jordui ;  Anaoera,  Tbe  SMraUrjr  to  tba 
Treaiory  Aug.  IS  IISB;  Qaaitian,  Hr. 
Jordan:  Anioar,  Tbe  Seoretarj  to  tbe 
I 


Imluto— PmI  0^t«#— «oiit. 

DtibU»~-I}Md  Leittr  Ofiet,  Qnertiou,  Mr. 
T.   U.   Beilr ;     Anawera,   The    PoaC- 
muter  Gansril  Jiqr.  13,  1137 
Jfr.  Xabtriiy  taid  lie  Special  CtMuuina, 
doeitionf,  Mr.  T.  M.  HoJir,  Mr.  Se«. 
too;  Aiu«era,TbePoatmMteraeoeral 
Aug.  13,  1138 
OptHing  if  LetUri,  QnaaCiona,  Hr.  Sex- 
ton;   Aoaven,   Tbe   Home   SaoreCur 
A}ig.  15, 13A0 
Anit    Pott    Ofiei,    Qaeatloo,    Mr.    Coi  : 
Aoawtr,  Tbe    Poatoiuter  Gaoenl  Amg. 
IB,  1049 

itr  of,   (iseaUao.   Mr. 

,  _...  Jeidao,  Mr,  SastOB  ; 

The  Poatmwter  Qeural  Aitg, 
8,783 
KOroM,  QneatioD.  Mr.  P,  J.  O'Brien ;  Aa- 
awar,  Tha  Poatiwiter  Oenanl  Aug.  8, 781 
KiweJcMUV—FfatmaiUT,   QAeMion,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham ;  Aaawar,  The  Poetmtater  Goae- 
ral  Aug.  I>,  lOia 
LiioKTraU,  MoHtg  Oritr  <V  M  Q"^""". 
Mr,    FlyDn;    Aniwer,    The    Poatmut«r 
General  Aug,  1,  63 
Loan  Fund  Boirdl,  (Jneatloo,  Mr.  O'D^ 
beHy:    Aniwr,  Tbe  Poainiaiter  OeMf»l 
Amb.  I.fll 


PAR 


PAR 


PAtojAMwn^ComiovB^Bunnttt  of 
and  Fublic  Buainest—eont. 

Mr.  G.  Howtll,  Mr.  Seztoa;  Mr.  E. 
Robertaon,  Mr.  B.  Reed  ;  Answer,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treaearj  ilty.  16,  U99 ; 
Qnettione,  Mr.  Phillipe,  Dr.  Clark ;  An- 
Bwera.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Aug.  10,  laei :  Qoestions,  Mr.  Brosd- 
hnrst,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug,  19,1670 ; 
Qjieetions,  Mr.  S.  Lefefre,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Aug,  20, 
1769;  Questions,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler, 
Mr.  Dillwyn,  Sir  6.  Campbell,  Mr. 
Cossham,  Mr.  Seston,  Mr.  T.  M.  Heal/ ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Aug.  20,  1824 

Dwisums  of  the  Houh,  Return  Ordered  Aug, 
8,765 

Private  Billt,  Returns  Ordered  Aug.  8,  871 

Private  BiUt  (Alteration  of  Mefnercutdum  of 
Association),  Lords  Message  Considered  ; 
Ordered  as  to  Select  Committee  Aug,  2, 
267 

Fublifi  Bills,  Return  Ordered  Aug.  8,  765 

PMie  Petitions  Committee ,  Sixteenth  Report 
Aug^  1,  78 ;  SoTenteenth  Report  Aug.  8, 
764 

Publia  PetUums,  Return  Ordered  Aug.  8, 
765 

Publication  of  Acts  of  Parliament,  Question, 
Viseount  Wolmer ;  Answer,  The  Se  cretary 
to  the  Treasury  Aug.  20,  1756 

Rules  and  Orders  of  Debate  {See  Mr.  Speaker's 
Rulings) 

Seltet  Committees,  Return  Ordered  Aug.  8, 
765 

Select  Committee  on  Kop  Industry,  If  omxntLied 
Aug.  2, 187 

Sittings  and  A^Oumments  of  the  House,  Res. 
Aug.  16, 1499 

Autumn  Session,  Questions,  Sir  G.  Camp- 
bell ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Aug,  16, 1486 

Sittings  of  the  House  (Rtumption  from 
Standing  Order)  Motion,  Aug.  19, 1671 

Sittings  of  the  House,  Return  Ordered  Aug. 
8,765 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade,  Res.  Aug,  1, 
123 

Standing  Orders  Relating  to  Private  Bills, 
Motion  for  Alterations  Aug.  15, 1818 

Standing  Order  25  {Closure  of  Debate),  Re- 
turn Ordered  Aug.  7,  653 


New  Writ 

Aug,  6»For  Bel&st  (Northern  DiTision),  in 
the  room  of  Sir  Wm.  Ewart,  Bart., 
deceased,  556 


New  Member  Sworn 

Aug,  16^  Sir  Edward  James  Harland, 
Baronet,  for  the  City  of  Belfast 
(Northern  DiTision) 
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Pabuambrt— Commons — eont, 

PRIVILEGE 

Standing  Committee  on  Trade  and  Light  Rail' 
ways  (Irdamd)  BiU  Aug.  14, 1222 

Members  of  {Charges  and  Allegations)^  The 
Special  Commission  —  Convict  Witness 
Tracy,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Mao  Neill;  Mr.  M'Cartan;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Seoretary  Aug.  19,  1653: 
British  Museum  Oficials,  Uuestions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Aug.  19, 1654 

PALACE  OF  WS8TMINSTSR 

House  of  Commons — Admission  of  Strangers, 
Question,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug,  1,  74 

Westminster  HaU,  Question,  Mr.  C.  Bentinck ; 
Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  8, 791  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  De  Lisle,  Mr.  Roe ;  Answers, 
Sir  H.  Maxwell  Aug,  9, 897 

Fabnsll,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 
Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Tanner,  Dr.  1029 

Paaaengen  Aots  Amendment  BiU 

/.  Returned  from  the  Commons  Agreed  to  Aug.  I , 
4  [BiU  100] 

Royal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 


Paymaster  Oeneral  Bill 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  ;  Read 

Soe  and  Passed  Aug.  2,  219        [Bill  348] 
I.  Read  I''*  Aug.  5,  269  [Bill  208] 

Read  2>*  and  Committed  to  Committee  of 

Whole  House  Aug,  8,  715 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug.  12, 1008 
Amendment  Reported  Aug,  15,  1295 
Read  3»*  and  Passed  Aug.  16,  1454 

PSASB,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 
Jamaica — Sugar  Cultiration,  537 
Supply— Ireland— Magistrates,  803,  804,  807, 
837,  840,  975 

PsnL,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (eee  Bfbakbr, 
The) 

Pblly,  General  Sir  L.,  Haekney,  N, 

Council  of  India  Bill,  2R.  238 

Poreia 

Shah's  Visit  to  England,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretary 
for  Foreign  Affiiirs  Aug.  6, 538 

Philipps,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lanark,  Mid 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  132  ;  Consideration, 
1696, 1697,  1707, 1710, 1721,  1728, 1735 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  829 
Scotch  Estimates,  1661 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  BUI,  3R.  341,  343, 
344 

Regulation  of  Railways  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R.  220 
3  T  cent. 


f  INDEX) 


Phiupfs.  Mr.  J.  W.— ewf. 

HeotUnd— BlaQtjrs  Romui   Catbolia  Sebool, 

S37 
Snek  Dnioage  Bill,  Ba*.  UO.  Tfi2,  TSS,  TOO ; 

3R.  TSl 
Titha  Rent-ohar|B  ReMFBrr  Bill,  Committae, 

1180,  130T 

PlOKKEBOiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Sethnai  Grem, 
8.W. 

CWil  EfUbll*hm«Ti()— Traaaurr  MiDute.  13S1 
Law  and  Jnitico  and  Polioe— Murphj,   Caaa 

of,  908 
Parliameiil— BaiinaM  of  the  Hanae,  910 
Poat  Offloe— Sorteii— BandAj  patr,  S13 
Priaoni— I^j  Viaitort.  7T6 
Salntion  AmT— WhitahnFab,  IS3B 
Slub'aViiit.SSe 
Turin   Street  Board  Sahool  and   the  Pohae, 

T73 
Wblteohapel  Mardera— Wm.  Wallaee  Brodtt, 

SiS 


PiOTOK,  Mr.  J.  A.,  MeutT 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Proosdnrs  Aet- 

CoDfb«are,  Mr,  Sea.  1670 
PwlianeDt— Sittlnga  and  A^joDmnwnta  of  tba 

Boaaa,  Rai.  1606 
Sopplj— Embaaaiea     and     Mi>eion»     abroad, 

1S44,  1S40 

FniKsaTON,  Mr.  J.,  Qalwa^ 
IreUad— Uedioal  FecaioDa.  1090 
Light  Rwlwaji  (Ireland)  Bill,  Conalderation, 


pLOWDBS,  Sir  W.  0.,  Wohtrhampton,  W. 
Connoi!  oflndU  Bill,  aR.  3S*,  SM,  SSS 

Pmwkkt,    Eight  Hon.    D.    B.    (Pirrt 
OomniiMioner    of   Worka)    IhAUn 
V»ivertitj/ 
Government  OSleea — Fareiga  Matohei,  B3 
National  Portrait  Galterj,  61 

Polioe  and  Sanitary  B^^nlatioiu  Bill 
e.  Sprolal  Report  of  Sel«at  Committ«e  Aug.  18, 


Potm  (Coit) 

e.  Addreaa  far  Return  Avg.  6,  331 


PeUee  Forett  {8wp»raniMaiim  FvMdi) 
Addreaa  for  Retnm  Ordered  Avg.  IS,  lUO 


(be    Load    GoTemment    Board   A*»g.   19, 


Poor  Law  Bill 

I  Read  2>  and  Committed  to  CommiUae  of  ike 
Whole  Hdom  Aog.  9,  103  [BiU  tSS] 

Conaidartd  Id  OoaimUtoe  iiy.  8.  713 
Amondmant,  R«p«H«d ;  Fortber  AiMndsaoU 

Hadtjltv- IB.l'^ 
RMd  S^ :   Fnrtbw  AnendmenU  \UAt ;  Bill 
Faaaad  Any.  IB,  1454 

Poor  flirfw,  ^t.  (Beotlamd) 
Order  for  ReCam  Aug.  SO,  1741 

Poor  RtlitS{E»gUnd  md  WkUt) 
Retnrn  Ordered  and  PreiMted  i«f  •  IB.  Hit 

Porlugal 
Pottamtta    BW*    ai    Dtrtrara,     QBadM, 
Admiral  Field ;  Aniwer,  The  Dodar  »*«■• 
tarj  for  the  Colonies  Aug.  19,  10*0 

POBT  O^MOn 

A^oinlm/mtt,  tlaeatioo,  Mr.  Bradlaagb:  Aa- 
•wer.  The  Poatmaater  General  A^g.  B,  »* 
Cmadian  Mail  Stmee,  I^DeaUoa,  Hr.  J. 
U'CartbT ;  Anawor,  Tbo  Dnder  Seeralaij 
for  the  Ooloniei  Aw.  I.  BO  :  Qoeatioa^  H- 
Kennj :  Anawort,  The  Poatmaater  Oaianl 
Aitg.  13,  1131 
auudianPtiJUi'RaUvay  Uaaipitj/—Oi»lMCt, 

Motion  Auff.  IB,  IS84 
Oinadian   Paejic    BnUe—OkiHt,  UWMf* 
Sir    G.    auian-Pawoll  ;    Aaaweta,    W 
Seoretarj  to  the  Troaaory,  The  CaiK 
SecKtary  for  the  Colonioa  Auf.  1.  M 
H<Mg-K<mc,   QaeaUona,  Sit  G.  CaiapbaU ; 
Anawera,  The  Seorrtary  to  the  TreMatj 
Atv-  <"'  133S 
ftVWar*,   Onfan  for  (hcdi.  #«..  (toa*^ 
Mr.  O'Doherty  i    Anawer,  The  P««aaWr 
General  A-j.  IB,  1SB3 
Jr»toid— Bei/ort,  FaSt  Boad  0§tt,  4a«*ha. 
Mr.  Sexton;    Aniwsr,    The    PoalmaaUt 
General  Avg.  B,  B48 
floSa  mA  SUvh  Portal  FiKtWiw,  «»•*«•■ 
Mr.    Foloj;    Anawer,    The    PoatiM** 
GenenlAttf.  11,  1034 
CarloiB  Pott  OfiM,  ttnaation,  Xr.  Saitet ; 
Anawer,  The  Foitmailer  Gsoeral  Jif.  ■. 
901 
J)bW.«— Opwi"?  </  £««*>•».  QKartioi*,*- 
Sexton;  Anawtr^   l*e  Bern*  Saaw 
ttrjAuf.  15,  ISM 
OnmI  IM«r  <ytM,  QiarttoM.Mr.f.l' 
Healj;  Anaweia,  ThoPoatmaalat  W"- 
eral  Au?.  IS,  1137 


1S19 
AmmKUm,   PettnuuUr  of.  Qneatta^' 
W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Jordan,  Mr.  8«t»: 
Antvera,  The  Poatmaater  Geeaal  i* 
8,788 

JCUnMM,  OaaatioD.  Mr-  P-  J-  ^^1 
Anawer,  The  Poatmaater  Oanaral  An- 
B.7aS 
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Ton  OvfioB— /rflofuf— eont 

Snoekcmey,  Postnuuter  of,   Qaeitioiis,  Mr. 

W.  Abnbam ;   Amwen,  The  Poitmaster 

Oeneral  Aug.  13, 1016 
LisearraU^Momy  Order  Offlesfor,  Qaeitioo, 

Mr.   Plynn;    Answer,    The    Postmaster 

General  Aug,  1,  53 
Loan     And     Boards,     Question,      Mr. 

O'Dohertr:    Answer,    The     Postmaster 

General  Aug.  1, 64 
Neweattle,  Qoestion,  Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  An- 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug, 

16,  1465 
LeodM—Emphyett  Question,  Mr:  Bradlaogh  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug,  8, 
778 
LitUrs,  ConMiganu  of,  hy  BaUwavi,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.   D.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug,  2, 177 
Zoeal  Taxation  Lioenooi,  Question,   Mr.  D. 
Thomas ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Aug.  2,   178 ;   Qnestion,  Ool.  Anstrnther ; 
Answer,  The  Piesident  of  the  Looal  GoTem- 
ment  Board  Aug.  8,  773 
MatU  Bags  and  Bashoay  Aooidonts,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  1 ,  51 
Metropolii-^CUy    Foitmen,    Qnestion,     Mr. 

Lawson ;      Answer,     The      Postmaster 

General  Aug,  181 
Metropolitan   Fostmen,    Question,   Colonel 

Hughes;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 

Aug.  9,  858 
Money     Orders-^Bengns,     Question,      Mr. 
Maoartner;    Answer,     The      PostmKster 
General  Aug.  19,  1663 
Poliiioal  Plaeardi  in  Pott  OgUes,  Question, 
Mr.  Labonehere  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  ^M^.  1,  70 
Saving  Bankt—Oovemment  Stock,  Question, 
Mr.   O.   V.  Morgan  ;    Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug.  3, 180 ;  Aug.  9, 896 
Seotlamd^Ahordoon,  Telegraph  Staff  at.  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.  Hunter;   Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug.  19.  1668 
EdinburgK^Oficers,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Wallace; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug,  S, 

773 
Mighiand  BaUway  Company,  Question,  Mr. 

A.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

Genefml  Aug.  15, 1844 
Mails,    Question,   Mr.  Caldwell ;    Answer, 

The  Postmaster  General   Aug,  6,  536 ; 

Questions,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh,  Mr. 

Galdwell;     Answers,    The     Postmaster 

General    Aug,    6,    541 ;    Question,    Mr. 

Fraser-Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General,  Aug,  6,  543 
Tkurso  and  Wiek,    Question,  Dr.    Clark ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug, 

16, 1481 
Sorters,    Sunday    Duties,     Qnestion,     Mr. 
Piokersgill ;     Answer,     The      Postmaster 
General  Aug.  6, 548 
Telegraph   Department  —  Brighton  —  Ifon- 

Delivery  to  Mr.  Mahoney,  Question,  Mr. 

Mahony  ;     Answer,      The     Postmaster 

General  ^u^.   3,1035 


Post  Owwicm-^Telegn^h  Departmsnl—ooui, 

Female  Telegraph  Service,  Question,  Mr. 
Bane  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Aug.  16,  1487 

Overhead  Wires,  Questions,  Sir  G.  Gamp- 
bell  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Aug.  S,  786 

Railway  Stations,  Telegrams  from.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Swinburne;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Aug,  30, 1761 

Stc^  CloMsifieation,  Question,  Mr,  Brad- 
laugh ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Aug,  16,  1479 

IFest  India^Mail  Contracts,  Question,  Sir 
G.  Baden- Powell ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master  General  Aug.  20,  1766 

Wbolwieh  Post  Q^,Question,CoIonel  Hughes: 
Answer,  A  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  9, 
894 

Post  Office  Sites  BiU 

c.  Reported  from  Select  Committee ;  Re-Com- 
mitted to  Committee  of  Whole  House  Aug. 
14,  1387  [Bill  344] 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported ; 
Read  dP^  and  Passed  Aug.  15, 1361 

[Bill  377] 
/.  Read  !••  Aug,  15, 1813 

Post  Office  Sites  (Expenses) 

e.  Resolutions  Reported  and  Agreed  to  Aug,  1 , 
157 

Powm,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E. 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)*  Bill,  Consideration, 

1707 
Supply^Ireland— Magistrates,  815,  816,  831 

Pnblie  Eduoation,  651 

PowBB,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 
Ireland—Munster  Friends'  School,  1144 
Sunday  Closing  BiU,  1767 

Powis,  Earl  of 
Prerention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection  of 
Children  Bill,  Committee,  291,  313 

Preferential  Payments  in  Banlornptoy 
(Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  3i9] 

c.  Read  S^*  Aug,  9,  981 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  with 

a  New  Title  Aug.  17, 1643 
As  Amended  Considered*;  Read  3<**  and  Passed 
Aug.  19, 1740 

Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Protection 
of  Cluldren  Bill 

Formerly  "  Cruelty  to  Children  Prefention  Bill " 
I.  Considered  on  Re-Commitment  Aug,  5,  373 

[Bill  311] 
Amendments  Reported  and  Agreed  to  Aug.  8, 

715 
Read  3>  and  Passed  iltf^.  13, 1035  [BUI  373] 
e.  Lords'  Amendments  Considered  and  Agreed  to 

Aug.  14, 1384 
I,  Returned  fh>m  Commons  with  Amendments 
Agreed  to  Aug.  15, 1390  [Bill  160] 
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Prime  Minister  {see  SalisbxtrYi  Mar- 
quess of) 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children's  Bill 

e.  Considered  io  Committee,  R.P.  Atf^.  1, 183 

[Bill  358] 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Att^. 

3.187 
Read  S*"  and  Passed  Aug,  5,  332 
/.  Read  !>•  Aug.  5,  821  [Bill  2 1 2] 

Read  2' and  Committed  to  Committee  ot  Whole 

lloase  Aug.  6, 582 
Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Aug. 

8.  739 
Read  3'*  and  Passed  Aug.  9,  875 
Royal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Prisons 

Lady  Viiitart,  (^estion,  Mr.  Piokersglll ;  An- 
swer, The  Home  Secretary  Aug.  8,  776 

Private  Bilk  (Alteration  of  Memorandum 
of  Assoeiation)  {see  under  Parlia- 
ment) 

Proyand,  Mr.  A.  D.,   Glasgow,  Black" 
friars 
Canadian  Paoifie  Railway  Company  (Contract), 
Res.  1584 

Public  Health  (Cholera  Prevention) 

c.  Ordered  ;  Read  !••  Aug.  12,  1035  [Bill  378] 

Puhlie  Income  and  Uxpenditure 
Return  Ordered  Aug.  1,  78 


Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

#.  Ordered  ;  Read  1«*  Aug,  5,  332 
Read2«^tc^.  16, 1511 


[Bill  365] 


Public  Works   Loans  (Eedemption  of 
Annuities} 

0.  Instraction  to  Committee  Aug.  16,  1588 
Considered  in  Committee  Aug.  17>  1593 
Res.  Reported  and  Agreed  to  Aug,  19,  1671 

PuLBSTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Bary  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  886,  889,892 
Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the 

House,  Res.  1508 
Snpply^National  Gallery,  1518 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.,  (Postmaster 
Qeneral),  Cambridge  University 
Post  OflBce— Appointments,  905 
Canadian  Mail  Service,  1 18i 
Ciroolars — Orders  for  Goods,  Ac.  1852 
India  (West)— Mail  ContracU,  1766 
Ireland— Belfast— Palls  Road  Office,  548 
Boffin  and  Shark— PosUl  Facilities,  1024 
Carlow  Post  Office,  901 
Dnblin  Dead  Letter  Office,  1137 
Ennis  Post  Office,  1649 
Enniskillen,  Postmaster  of,  789,  790 
Kllmane,  783 

[eont. 


Raikis,  Right  Hon.  H.  C.^mh/. 

Knoekaney,  Postmaster  of.  1016 

Uacarrall— Money  Order  Office,  58 

Loan  Fund  Boards,  64 

Mr.  Maberley  and  the  Special  CommissioB, 
1138 

Newcastle,  1465 
Leeds — Employes,  774 
Letters— CouTcyance  by  Railway  Companisi, 

178 
Local  Taxation  Licenses,  178 
Political  Placards,  70 
PosUl  Orders,  Designs*  1662 
Postmen,  City,  181 

MetropoliUn,  898 
Safinga  Banks— Gofcmment  Stock,   180, 

897 
Scotland— Aberdeen— Telegraph  Stafl;  1668 

Edinbargh— Officers,  773 

Highland  Railway  Company,  1344 

Mails,  536,  541,542 
Thnrso  and  Wick,  1481 
Sorters,  Sunday  Doty,  548 
Telegraphs  —  Brighton  —  Non-delirery  of 
Telegram.  1026 

Female  Telegraph  Serrioe,  1487 

Railway  Stations,  1761 

Staff  Classiflcation,  1479 
Supply— Post  Office.  1683, 1684, 1689, 1640; 

Report,  1856,  1858,  1850. 1861 

Railways 

CktuifieatUm  of  the  Railwag  and  OommI  Trt^ 
Act,  Qaestion,  Sir  John  Labbock ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Awf. 
6,  548 

Kantwrh  and  Newmarket  Railway,  Qoestioa, 
Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Aug.  1,  56 

KeUh  JuneUoH^CoUieion,  Qneetioo,  Mr. 
Channing ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Aug.  12, 1025 

Mail  Bags  and  Railway  AeeidenU,  Qoestloi, 
Mr.  J.  E.  ElUs;  Answer,  The  Preddent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Aug.  1,  51 

Pott  Ofiee—Oonveyanee  of  LetUrt,  Qvestko, 
Mr.  D.  Thomas ;  Answer,  The  PosMBaater 
General  Aug.  2, 177 

Rates,  Charget,  and  CUunfieaHen,  QositioB, 
Sir  R.  Paget ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Aug,  8,  770 ;  QoesUoa, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Pretidentcftbe 
Board  of  Trade  Aug,  20, 1764 

Regulatipnt,  Question,  Mr.  H.  ViAesBt: 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Beard  of 
Trade  Aug.  1,  51 

Telegrams  from  Stations,  Questions,  Sir  i. 
Swinburne;  Answers,  The  Postma^tr 
General  Aug.  20, 1761 

Bailway  Companies  (Passenger  Ticketi) 
BiU 

e.  Bill  Withdrawn  Aug,  8,  872  [BiU  251] 

Railway   Companies    {Passenger  Drams) 

Return  Ordered  Aug.  12, 1034 
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Stations  (Names)  Bill 

e.  Order  for  8R.  Read  and  Discharged  ;   Bill 
Withdrawn  Aug.  2,  266  [Bill  296] 

Basoh,  Major  F.  0.,  Msssx,  8.  E, 
Army — Dablin  Barraoka  and  Fourth  Ilassan, 

1320 
Pleoro-pneamonia,  583 
Sapplj— Pablio  Education,  644 

bcience  and  Art  Department,  1395 

Bathbons,    Mr.    W.,     Camarvomhiref 
Arfon 
Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTcry  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1064 

Bkdmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford^  N, 
Supply — Ireland— Resident  Magistrates,  936, 
037,  938 

Bjsdmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  F&rmanagh,  N, 
Australia  (Western)— Constitution  Bill,  75 
Ireland 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — Bojcott- 
ing  in  Wexford,  74 
Mellon,  Doyle,  and  Kafanagh,  781,  782 
Postmaster  at  Enniskillen,  788,  790 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1033 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  Ilouse, 
Res.  1501 
Supply 
Ireland— Magistrates,   806,   836;    Report, 
1448,  1449 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary,  603,  613,  624, 
638 

Bbbo,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  IS. 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1499 
Tithe  Rent*charge  RecoTcry  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1079, 1081 

Begistration  of  Assurances   (Ireland) 

Bill  [Bill  318] 

e.  2B.  BiU  Withdrawn  Aug.  19, 1740 

Begnlation  of  Bailways  (No.  2)  Bill 

e.  Bead  2«  Aug.  2,  220  [Bill  360] 

Considered  in  Committee,  R.P.  Aug,  5,  421 
Considered     in     Committee;    Reported     as 

Amended  Aug.  6,  639 
As    Amended   Considered ;    Read    3**    and 
Passed  ilii^.  12.  1116 
I.  Read  I**  Aug.  15, 1289  [Bill  229] 

MegnUaiion  of  Railways  {No.  2)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  O'Keeffe ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  6,  550 

Beii),  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumfries,  Sfo. 

Ireland— -Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Tanner,  Dr.,  Res.  104, 121 

Sbndel,  Mr.  S.|  MontgotMrysMre 

InterpieUtion  Bill,  2R.  1248 

Tithe  RentH)barge  RecoTery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1048,  1081,  1107  ;  Committee, 
1153,  1164|  1171,  1176,  1192,  1206, 1207, 
1283 
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0.  Considered  as  Amended  ;  Read  3<**  and  Passed 

Aug.  2,  219  [Bill  315] 

1.  Read  1>*  Aug.  5,  269  [Bill  209] 
Read  2**  and   Committed  to  Committee  of 

Whole  House  Aug»  8,  715 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Reported  Aug,  12, 

1008 
Read  3**  and  Passed  Aug,  15,  1295 


BiTOHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.,  (President 
of  the  liooal  GK)yemment  Board), 
Tower  HanUeU,  8t,  Oeorge^s 

Borough  Boundaries,  774,  1466 

Bury  Corporation  Bill,  3R.  888, 889 

Cattle,  Diseased,  539 

County  Councils— Northumberland,  1485 

County  Electors,  790 

Gofemment  Departments  (Transfer  of  Powers) 
Bill,  69 

Gofemment  Departments  (Transfer  of  Powers) 
Provisional  Order  Bill,  1463 

Ilarrow  Weald  Drainage  Scheme,  1744 

Labourers'  Allotments  Act— Banbury  Union, 
1330,  1331 
Westboume  Union,  Sussex,  1340 

l^ocal  Rates,  Aids  to,  550 

Local  Taxation  Licenses,  772 

Medical  Practitioners — Unquslified,  1470 

Movable  Dwellings,  776,  777 

MoTable  Dwellings  Bill,  Committee,  263,  200 

OTorhead  Wires  and  Spiked    Fences,    787, 
1342 

Parliament-- Business  of  the  House,  329,  914 

Poor  Law  Guardians,  Election  of,  1645 

RiTcr  Lea,  174, 900 

Typhoid  FcTcr  in  West-end  of  London,  1748 

Vaccination  Acts  »  Prosecution  of  J.  Mat- 
thews, 1758 


BoBEBTS,    Mr.    J.   B.|    Caniarvonshire, 
Eifion 

Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill^Consideration, 
1702 


BoBBBTSONi    Bight    Hon.    J.    P.    B. 
(Lord  Adyooate)  Bute 
Local  GoTcmment  (Scotland)  Bill,  Considera- 
tion, 1592 
The  Burgh  of  Dysart,  63 
Scotland — Caledonian  Canal,  780 
Cronin  Oanal,  1355 

Education  —  Blantyre    Roman    Catholic 
School,  538 
Caithness  and  Sutherland,  Schools  in- 
payments to,  1353 
Fisheries^Fishery  Board,  1332 
Herring  Fisheries,  788 
Seizure  of  NeU,  1325,  1480 
Insurance  Companies,  Alleged  Fraudulent 

Claims  on,  1463 
Law   and   Justice   and    Police— Dingwall, 
Assault  at,  1014 
Whipping  a  Juvenile  Oflfonder,  77 
Procurator  Fiscal  at  Falkirlc,  1647 
Supply— Crofters'  Colonisation,  1613 
Seotland— Public  Education,   1258,   1279, 
1282, 1363,  1364, 1373,  1331 
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BoBERTSON,  Mr.  E.,  Dund^s 
Light  Railways  (Irelaod)  Bill,  Consideration, 

1673,1690,1711,1716,  1724,  1728,1729, 

1734 
Navj— H.M.S.  "Saltan,"    798,    794,    907, 

1753 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1499 

Government  Bills,  1032 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House, 
Res.  1502 
Prinoe  of  Wales's  Children  BUI,  3R.  337,  338 
Sootland^  Western  Coasts  and  Islands — Con- 
dition 1486 
Supply — Scotland — Public   Education,    1275, 
1281,  1364,  1379 

Universities  and  Colleges,  1523, 1525 

Bos,  Mr.  T.,  J)0rhy 

Westminster  Hall,  897 

BosooEi  Sir  H.  E.,  ManchesUr,  8. 

'    Supply— Public  Education,  392 

Bound,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  N.JB,,  Sarwich 

Navy— Training  Ships,  1124 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1066 

BowLAiTDSy  Mr.  J.y  Finshury,  E, 

Cab  Owners— Excise  Licenses,  325 

London  County  Council  Money  (No.  2)  Bill, 

2R.  984,985;  Committee,  1864 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  329,  1671 
Post  Office  Sites  Bill,  Committee,  1361 
Supply— Post  Office,  1632 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,2R.  1253 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Committee, 

1161 

BowirrBXE,  Mr.  J.,  Sewharough 

Government  Departments  (Transfer  of  Powers) 
Bill,  69 

BxjsssLL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  8. 

BuU  Rock  Lighthouse,  1014 

Ireland—  Inquest,  Refusal  to  hold  an,  1329 

Sunday  Closing  Bill,  1768 
Judicial  Rents  (Ireland)  Bill,  Res.  652 
Naval  Review  and  the  Press,  792,  793 
Parliament — Business  of  the    House,    1033, 

1499 
Supply 
Ireland — County  Court  Officers — Divisional 
Commissioners  and   Magistrates — Re- 
port, 1424 
Land  Commission,  1800 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary,  611,  612,  613, 
614,615,633,  684,635 

St.    Catherine's   Hospital  {see  Charity 
OommissioDers) 

St.  Vincent 

Colony  of,  Question,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  At^, 
1,49 


Sausburt,     Marquess       of      (Prime 
Minister,  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Egypt — Military  Operations — Future  Poliey, 

1001,1003 
Local  Government  (Scotland)  Bill,  Comssittee, 

463, 524,  525,  527  ;  ConsideraUon,  722 
Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  2R.  532,  533 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  and  Proteetkm  of 
Children  Bill,  Consideration,  716 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  795 
Tithe  Rent* charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1070 

Satxndb&son,  OolonelE.  J.,  Armagh, N. 

Ireland —Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 

Tanner,  Dr.,  Res.  112,  114,  115 
Supply — Ireland — Magistrates,  845 

School    Board   for  London  (PensioiiB) 
Bill 

c.  2R.  Bill  Withdrawn  Avg,  19, 1740 

Schwann,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Hanehester,  If, 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act— 
Tanner,  Dr.,  Res.  123 

Scotland  Secretaby  for  (««#  Lothxait, 
Marquess  of) 

SoLiciTOB    General  for  (m»  Da£- 
LZNO,  Mr.  M.  T.  Stormonth) 

Lord  Advocate   {ss$    Bobsbisov, 
Mr  J.  P.  B.) 

Scotland — 

Athboume  Act,  (^stion,  Mr.  BtsleBOni ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trsasnry 
Aug.  1,  72  ;  Aug.  2,  184 

Caledoman  Canal,  (^estion,  Mr.  Finlay ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advoeate  Aug,  8, 780 

Crinan  Canal,  (^estion,  Mr.  Buchanan ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Aug.  15, 1355 

EducaHon^JBlantyre  Soman  Catholic  StMt 
Question,  Mr.  Philips  ;  Answer,  The  UH 
Advocate  Aug.  S,  537 

Schools  in  Caithness  and  Suthsrlani, 
Payments  to.  Question,  Dr.  Clark; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate  Aug.  15, 
1353 

Educational  Endowments,  Petition  for  AddreH 
Aug,  1, 1 

Falkirk^Proeuralor  Fiscal,  Question,  Mr. 
Broadhorst;  Answer,  The  liord  Adfocsts 
Jug,  10, 1646 

Fisheries— Crown  Rights  to  Salmon  Fiskktfs, 
Question,  Mr.  Marjoribanke ;  Anewei^  11m 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  15»  1364 

Fishery  Board,  Question,  Mr.  Maijeh- 
banks;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advoestt 
Aug.  15, 1332 
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Seizure  of  Nets,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Adfooate  Aug»  16, 
1835  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  A.  Sutherland ; 
Answef,  The  Lord  Advooate  Ana.  16, 
1480 

Law  andJuetiee  and  Poliee-^Dingwell,  Auault 
at,  Question,  Dr.  McDonald ;  Answer,  Tbo 
Lord  Advooate  Avg,  12, 1014 

Fraudulent  Claim,    Atteged,   on  Inntranee 
Companiet,     Question,    Dr.     Cameron : 
Answer,  The  Lord   Advooate  Aug,   16, 
1462 

Whipping  a  Juvenile  Offender,  Question,  Mr. 
Uradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advooate 
Aug,  1,  77 

Foet  Office  —  Aberdeen,  Telegraph  Staff  at, 
Question,  Mr.  Hunter  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug,  10,  1668 
Edinburgh— Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Wallace ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug,  8, 
772 

Highland  Railway  Companiee,  Question, 
Mr.  A.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug,  16,  1844 

MaUe,  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Aug,  6,  636  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosb,  Mr. 
Caldwell;  Answers,  The  Postmaster 
General  Aug,  6,  641 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Fraser-Maekintoeh  ;  Answers,  The  Post- 
master General  Aug,  6,  642 

Tkureo  and  Wick,  Question,  Dr.  Clark  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug, 
16, 1480 

Western  Coast  and  Islands  —  Condition, 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  E. 
Robertson,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug,  16, 
1486 

Sea  Fisheries  (ScotUnd)  Aegulation  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2R.  Discharged  and  Bill  Withdrawn 
Aug,  16,  1460  [Bill  830] 

Sbalb-Hayne,    Mr.    0.,    Devon,  Ash- 
burton 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1086,  1089;  Committee  1168, 
1188, 1189,  1209,  1210, 1212 


Relief  Act 
See  ander  Law  and  Justice  and  Police 

Settled  Land  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

I  BmA  1»*  Aug,  1,  6  [BiU203] 

Read  2*  and  Committed  to  Committee  6f  Whole 

House  Aug.  2, 168 
Considered  in  Committee  and  RepoMed  Aug.  6, 

321 
R^ui  3«*  and  Passed  Aug.  8,  t21 
Royal  Assent  Aug,  12,  998 

Sexton,  Bight  Hon.  T.  (Lord  Mayor  of 
DubUn),  Belfast,  JF. 

Barf  Corporation  Bill,  SR.  891 
Gcmncil  of  India  Bill,  9R.  244,  24# 
InlerpreUtioB  Bill,  2R.  871 

Icontt 


SalToa,  Right  Hon.  T,^eont 
Ireland 
Bands— Dublin  Working  Men's  Ckib,  328 

St.  Stephen's  Green— Sundays,  1752 
Criminal  l^w  and  Procedure  Act 
Conybeare,  Mr.  1129 
Cost  of  Defending  Prisoners,  784 
M'Gee  and  Se/es,  1460,  1461 
Tanner,  Dr.  62,  63,  185,  1028 ;  Res.  78, 

85,87,  107,  114 
Treatment  of   Prisoners  —  Whitewashed 
Cells,  327 
Customs  House,  Belfast — Probate  Registry, 

1647 
Drunkenness,  Arrests  for,  1319 
Education — Science  and  Art  Department, 
1646 
Royal  Unifersity,  1328 
Evictions — Battering  Ram — Donegal,  186 
Lord  Clanrioarde's  Estate,  328,  546,  547, 
548 
Holywood  Foreshore,  Nuisance  at,  1345 
Magistracy,  Res.  1319 

Resident  Magistrates— Return,  566 
Orangemen  and  Catholics,  1474 
Post  Office— Belfast— Falls  Road  Office,  548 
Carlow  Post  Office,  901 
Dublin— Opening  of  Letters,  1350, 1351 
Enniskillen— Postmaster  of,  789 
Prisons— Derry  Gaol,  1030,    1141,   1668, 
1750, 1760 
Death  of  M*Qee,  1221 
Downpatrick  Gaol,  1750 
Prisons  Vote,  1769 
Leaseholders  (Ireland)  Bill,  Committee,  1644 
Light  Railways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  128, 129  ;  Considera- 
tion, 1701 
Merchant  Shipping  (Tonnage)  Bill,  540,  541 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  796, 1288, 
1499,  1843 
Rules  and  Orders  of  Debate,  800,  802 
Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House ; 
Rea.  1505 
Railway  Rates,  Classiacation  of,  1764 
Sock  Drainage  Bill,  Res.  747  ;  Consideration, 

762 
Sunday  Closing  (IreUnd)  Bill,  1767 
Supply— British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
1400,    1402,   1406,   1413,    1414,    1416; 
Report,  1575,  1579,  1582 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1535 
Ireland— Chief  Secretary's  Offices,  &c.  1820 
County  Court  Officers — Divisional  Com- 
missioners and  Magistrates,  815,  980 ; 
Report,  1422,  1424,  1432, 1435 
HospiUls  and   Infirmaries,   1601,  1602; 

Report,  1846 
Post  Office,   1629,  1640,  1648;  Report, 

1852 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbalary,  658,  670,  695, 
697,711,712,864,865,  869 
Superannuation  and  other  Allowances,  1597, 
1598,  1599 
Tithe  Rent -charge   Reeorery     Bill,    Com- 
mittee, 1236 


Shannon  Drainage  Dill 
Irish  Fisheries  (see  under  Ireland — Fisheries) 

Shannon  Drainage  Bill 

e.  2R.  BiU  Withdrawn  Aug,  12, 1120   [Bill  289] 
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Sheriff  Coorti  Conaolidation  Civil  Code 
(Scotland)  BUI  [Bill  mt] 

I.  3R.  Bill  WitbdnwD  Aug.  19,  1710 

SiMoiAm,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Falkirk,  te. 
Herahtnt  Shippinx  (Pilotage)  Bill,  186 

Slaof  Trad*  Cottfwaut 
QoMtioD,  Ur,  S.  BnxtOD ;  Amww,  The  tlodcr 
S*«ret>r7  fot  Foreign  Affun  Aug.  S,  83B 

Small  Sebto  (Sootiand)  Bill 

I.  RoTal  Auant  Avg.  13,  863 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 

of  the   Traaanrr),    Strand,    Wtt. 

mintttr 
Armj  and  Tfhjj  Admin  iitrat  ion,  70 
Aaitnlia  (ffeitern) — ConstitntioD  Bill,  15 

Reipouible  OoTeraiaaDt,  I£0 
Behiing  Sea   Fiaheriea — "  Bla«k  Diamond," 

Seiiure  of,  795 
CiTil  Senioe— Panton,  Mr.  Cbu.  — ConaeTra- 

tite  Regiitration  Agents,  1337 
CoBTt  of  Criminal  Appeal,  812 
EdaoadoD— Roral  Gammiailon,  Report,  913 
Egjplian  GoTernmant,  649 
Frlendlf  Soeietiei,  Select  Oommiilee,  79S 
India— Budget,  1185 
Ireland— B  uteri  ug  Ram— Donegal,  189,931 

DrankannaM,  Arreits  for,  Rei.  1819 

Manitar  Friends'  School,  1144 
Light  Railwaj*  (Ireland)  Bill— Standing  Oom- 

mictee  on  Trade,  R«i.  135,  137,  138,  1S9, 

130 
London   Conntj  Ooanoil  HoneT  (No.  3)  Bill, 

3R.  981 
Menluuit  Shipping  (HilotKge)  Bill,  187 
Mining  Rente  and  Rojnitie*  Comminioo,  1356 
Navj— I1.M.S.  "  SolUn,"  1755 


BDBineu  o(   the  '  IIosm,  73,  77,  839,  563, 
55t,  T9S,  787,  798,  914,  1083,   1388, 
1870, 1848 
Scotah  Etlimatei,  1863 
Sapplj.  1431,  1433 
HonieorCommoDi — AdmiMion  of  Stnutgen, 

Sitting*   and  Adjonmmant  of  the    Ilonae, 
Hei.   1499,    ISOl),    1503,    1504,    1506, 
1500,  1607,  1560 
Aatamn  Seaeion,  1466 
Plearo-pnennionla— Compenaation  lor  Slangh- 

ler,  1354 
Prince  of  Walee'i  ChUdren  Bill,  Commiltee, 
138,  136,  140,  1G5,  181),  188,  303,  308,  317  ; 
SSL  336,  38S 
Railwaj  Regalationa  Bill,  550 
Sootlacd- Aihboame  Act,  73,  164 

Crown  Right*  to  Salmon  Fiihinp,  13a3 
Weuem    Coait    and    lilamla  — Condition, 
1185,  1488 
Statoles— Reviled  Edition,  17S5 
Suck  Dreinage   Bill,  ConaideratioD,  761, 764, 

766 ;  8R.  763 
Supply  —  Embaniea    and    Miatiop*    Abroad, 
1649,  1574, 1575 
Ireland— RojkI  Iriih  ConiUbalarr,  883 
rott  OBJoe,  1643,  1643 
Pnblio  EdnealioD,  431 
Snpennnnatien  and  other  Allowincee,  IMC 


SuiiB,  Right  Ilnn.  W.  H.— coal. 

Teehnieal  Initmotion  BiU,  1766,  1T70;  38. 

1319,  1356 
Tithe    Rant-obarge   ReMxery   Bill,  71,  181, 

1858,    1480  1    Order  f«   CoBunUta^  IMt, 

1088,  lOTO,  1481;  OonntttM,  11S«.  1114, 

1116,  1381, 1386, 1887 

SioTH,  Hr.  8.,  liiitttMrt 

Snpptj — Embaiaiea    and    Ifiniou    Abnad, 
1581 
Sootiand— Poblie  EdneaUon,  1377 
Titbe   Rent-abarge   Reoorerj   Bill,  Order  far 
Oommittee,  1018 

SOUOITOB  QxHSRA£  (m*  GlAXKX,  SlT  E.] 

SOLIOITOB     OXHSHAI.     tar    IXMLiSO    («M 

Uadokn,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

SoLIcflOK    GSMKKAL    for    SoOTLASD    {m 

Daeliko,  Mi.  M.  T.  8tori[05th] 


The   (Sight   Hon.   Asibub 
WsLLBBLET  Pkil),    Wwrmtk  md 
ZMmington 
Rnlea  and  Order  of  Debate 
The  One  o'olook  Rale  Atig.  6, 663 
The  Qoeition  before  the  Boon  being  the 
Supenaion  of  Standing  Order*,  a  Prirau 
Bill  naj  be  oonaidered  ^119.  B,  747 
Upon  ooniidaration  of  a  Bill,  it  ia  not  eoa- 
petent  for  an  boe.  Uember  to  widen  iu 
loope  bj  inareaaing  the  amount  pniiM 
for  In  the  Meatnre  Jug.  8,  718 
It  1)  irregnlar  [o  rei«e  a  Point  of  Order  after 
the  hiulDeii  baa  oonunaaeed,  and  after  Ibl 
ooea^ooonwhiob  the  Point  of  (Mer  arm. 
Tbe  Speaker  deeliaee  to  wwtliWe  hia< 
Mif  a  Coort  of  Appeal  fr«a  tbe  dadrieia 
of  tbe  Chairman  of  Comnutlaea.     If  *h« 
balf-paat  five  i«  reftebed  aa  Am— dmntla 
■   Qoeatian  in  then  being  deaidad  b;  a 
Difiiion,  tba  time  of  the  IntetrvftiaB  of 
'    tbrown  forward.    Wbn  tb* 


flnt 


:    the 


decided,  tbe  main  Qnaatlon  ia  prayed, 
*Di  if  objeotlon  ia  taken  tberato  it  it  qail* 
Id  order  to  more  tbe  Cloeora  ponaaM  ta 
the  new  Standing  Order  Aug.  8,  801 

If  the  word*  "  I  ot^t "  reaeb  tbe  SpeakM*! 
can,  it  ii  not  nanaaatry  for  bim  to  toe* 
whence  the;  prooeed  Aug.  V,  MS 

The  InatmetJon  to  Comnltlee  doe*  net 
open  Dp  a  Seoond  Reading  Debalo;  eolf 
tbe  ipMiBe  qaettioo  ooneoiiad  ia  tt*  ii- 
ItmetloQ  ia  introdMed  Aug,  13,  1011, 
1013,  1047 

If  Iba  CbtlmuQ  oTConultteM  ia  of  e^alM 
tiut  tbe  Ctanie  oannot  be  inaerted  in  Cm- 
mlUee,  tbe  Bill  oan  be  Re-Coau»Ut*d  far 
tbepnrpoaeof  inaertiog  it  Aug.  13,  III* 

ApMkU  cannot  be  mad*  to  tbe  Spi^uta 
PoinU  of  Order  arieing  in  Grand  Oi» 
mittaea,  there  being  do  inah  a|pwl  tnm 
tba  deeiaion  of  a  dolr  eolwUMtad  Our- 
man  of  ■  Qrud  GoMBlMee.  ItcaaaMke 
admitted  *■  a  g«*(al  rvk  tbat  kmmd' 
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Spiakbi,  Tbe— mm/. 

menu  bottile  to  a  Bill  mhj  not  be  admitted. 
Proeeedings  in  Grand  Committee  are  so 
&r  in  lien  of  Proceedings  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  Hoose  that  there  is  no  stage 
of  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoose  in  the 
case  of  a  Bill  which  has  been  referred  to 
a  Grand  Committee.  The  matter  is  not 
one  of  Priyilege,  butat  most  one  of  Order. 
Diiferenoes  between  Roles  applicable  to 
proceedings  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
Honse,  and  those  applicable  to  proceedings 
in  a  Grand  Committee  Aug,  14, 1236 

In  order  that  a  Bill  which  has  been  before 
a  Standing  Committee  may  be  considered 
bj  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  Hoase,  it  is 
necessary,  when  the  Committee  present 
their  Report,  to  make  a  Motion  to  saspend 
the  SUnding  Order  Au^.  U,  1937 

It  is  for  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
decide  when  the  Iloose  is  in  Committee 
whether,  an  Instroction  baring  been  re- 
fnsed  by  the  Hoose,  Amendments  which 
might  contra?ene  that  Instmction  as  such 
can  be  moved,  notwithstanding  the  refusal 
of  the  House  to  grant  the  Instruction  at  an 
earUer  sUge  Aug,  15, 1860 

The  practice  of  the  Hoose  has  onqoestionably 
been,  when  a  Bill  has  been  transformed  by 
the  introduction  of  Amendments  in  Com- 
mittee, that  a  new  Bill  should  be  intro- 
dnced,  leave  given  to  introduce  it.  and  the 
Second  Reading  stage  should  be  gone 
through  when  the  general  principles  of  the 
Heasore  as  distinguished  from  its  com- 
ponent Clauses  can  be  affirmed  Aua.  16, 
1488 

It  is  not  poseible  for  an  hon.  Gentleman  to 
discuss  the  merits  or  demerits  of  a  Bill 
on  a  Motion  for  thedischanfo  of  the  Order 
Aug.  16, 1498 

The  Hoose  having  exempted  a  Bill  from 
the  Twelve  O'clock  Rule,  it  is  unreason- 
able to  put  a  Motion  for  Adjournment  at  a 
few  minutes  after  13  Aug.  19, 1788 

It  is  not  in  Order,  when  a  scheme  is  before 
the  House,  and  an  Address  to  the  Crown 
is  moved  against  such  scheme,  to  move  an 
Amendment  that  that  particular  scheme 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  Aug, 
30, 1741 

Misoellaneons 
-^•'^•li»7,115, 160 

124, 126, 127, 182,  188 
Aug.  5,  381,  848,  844 
Aug.  6,  640 
Aug.  8,  760,  761,  768,  766,  760,  761,  794, 

798.  869,  860,  866,  868 
Aug.  9,  892,  910,  911,  982,986,  988 
Aug.  12,1078, 1076, 1081,  1082, 1102, 1104, 

1107,1108 
Aug.  18, 1146 
Aug.  16,  1366, 1869,  1446 
Aug.  16, 1684 
Aug.  17,  1689, 1692 
Aug.  19, 1669, 1670,  1687, 1691, 1706, 1718 

Special  Commmion  {96$  Parliament) 
Spkvgeb,  Earl 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill,  2R.  436 


Stanhopb,  Bight  Hon.  E.   fSeoretary 
of  State  for  War)  Lineohuhire^  Horn- 
eastJe 
Army — Arsenal  Workmen,  894 
Barracks— Fourth  Hussars,  Dublin,  1820 

Island  Bridge,  1479 
Contracts— Meat,  178 

War  Office  Contracts,  1180 
Egypt—Defeat  of  the  Dervishes,  829 
Estimates— Half  Pay  and  Retired  Pay,  1116, 

1120 
Guns,  Disabling,  640 
India — Contagious  Diseases,  1484 
Malta— Disturbance  at  Robato^Conduct  of 

the  MiliUry,  1012 
Medical  Officers— Dr.  Richard  Nicholls,  1848 
Officers— Officers'  Horses— Forage  Rations, 
68 

Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engineers,  324 

Staff  Officers,  1466 

SUff  Officers  and  Public  Companies,  1661 
Third  Leicestershire  Regiment,  1478 
Council  of  IndU  BUI,  2R.  246,  261,  262.  266, 

266 
Naval  MancBuvres  and  MUitary  Forces,  179, 
180 

Stanley  of  Alderlkt,  Lord 

India— Diamond     Harbour    Division    of   the 

Pegonnahs— Distress,  87 
Prevention  of  Cruelty    to  and  Protection  of 

Children  BUI,  Committee,  278,  317,  819 

Statutes 
Revised  Edition,  Questions,  Mr.  HoweU,  Mr. 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Aug.  20,  1766 

Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill 

I.  Read  2**  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  Aug.  1, 37  [Bill  186] 

Considered  in  Committee  and  Reported  Jug,  6, 

681 
Read  8«*  and  Passed  Aug,  8,  736 
e.  Read  V  Aug.  9, 919  [BUI  871] 

2R.  BiU  Withdrawn  Aug.  16, 1684 

Steam  Trawling  (Irelaad)  Bill 

tf. Order  for  8R.;  Re-Committed  Aug.  17, 1648 

[BiU  385] 

Stephens,  Mr.  H.  0.,  Middlesex  ^  SmMey 

Movable  Dwellings,  776,  777 
Movable  DweUings  BiU,  Committee,  268,  264, 
266 

Stewart,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  Spalding 
Education— School  Fees,  1748 

National  School,  Colsterworth,  1742 
Factory — Inspectorships-^Mr.  Geo.  Bateman, 

1820 
Light  RaUways  (Ireland)  Bill,  Consideration, 

1690,  1691, 1724,  1786 
Prince  of  Wales's  ChUdren  BUI,  Committee, 

201,211;  8R.  848 
Supply — Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  864 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  2R.  1264 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  BUI,  Committee, 

1201 


{SESSION     1889  } 


SuTHSRLAND,  Ht.  A.,  SiUk*rlaiul 
Port  09«s— Highland  RaUwaj  Co.  13U 
SMtland— Earring  But«I«,  TSf 

Seiinra    or   Fiibiog   S«U — Kenosdr    tad 

Currr,  1480 
Sopplr-^Port  OfBee,  1028 
Sootlud— Fablie  EdacatioD,  la}3,  1383, 
1364,  ISTS,  1381 

Stetatiny  SytUm 

I.  Report  from  Oommittee  Aug.  0,  2S9 
e.  Ordsred  ;    Metiiige    to    Lorda    fin-    Com  of 
Report  Aug.  13,  1031 

Swjri'KHUAH,  Mr.  E.,  Carnarvon,  ^a. 
Priwoen'  Sutementa,  781 
Saitioiu  Rolief  Art,  TTS 
Tltbo  Rant-olUTfa  Reoovsr}  Bill,  1040,  1106, 
1107,1495;  CoDuniU«e,  1906 

SvniBUBirE,  Sir  3.,  Staffordthirt,   Lieh- 

Parliameot — BauMu  ortha  Boa*a,  1499 
Pnblio  Worki  Loaot  Bill,  2R.  Ifil3 
Sack  Drainaga  Bill,  Coo li deration,  701,  760 
Soppl; — Payment  to  Cliil  Con tingen gist,  IBIS 

Foblio  Ednaatiop,  85  D 
Telegraioi  from  Railwaf  8UtiOT1^  1761 
Htha  RaDt-ebarga  RaMTBrf  Bill,  Commltleo, 


Taff  Vale  Bailway  BUI 

t.  CoDiidered  Av,g.  9,  877 

Tai£OT,  Ur.  J.  0.,  Oxford  VhvBtrtity 
India— Civil  Engineen,  1744 
Sapplj— Pablia£dDOation,  S07,649,  360 
Teehnioal  lartrartion  Bill,  1769 
Tithe   Rant-obarga  Reoorarr  Bill,  Order  fi>r 

Committee,  119S  ;  Coiomittae,  I1S3,  11S3 

1155,  1332 

Technical  £dnoatioi)  Bill 
Order  for  Committee  Read  and  Diaaharged ; 
Bill  Withdrawn  Auj.  8,  661         [Bill  37] 

TtehHical  Hdntation  (  Wal*t)  Act 
Qoeatien,  Mr.  T.  Ellia  ;   Aniwer,  The  Score- 
t«i7  to  the  Treiinrj  Aug.  IB,  lOM 

Technical  Inatraction  Bill 

«.  Ordor  fin- 3R. ;  Debate  Adjonrnadjlug.],  I5f 
[Bill  350] 
IMMt*  Keanmed  ;  Adjtnrned  Aug.  8,  Ml 
Debate  fUtomtd;  Bill  Read  V  Aag.  14,  IS48 

Ttehmeal  IntirucUon  Bill 
(inettion,  Mr.  J.  Q.  Talbot:  Anawar,  The 
First  Lord  of  tba  Traaeorf  Avy.  30,  1769  ; 
Queitions,  Mr.  Broadhant,  Mr.  Bradlaagh  - 
Antwen,  Tho  Fir«t  Urd  of  tbe  Treaanrr 
Auj-.  30, 176S  ' 

TelegraphB  (Iile  of  Kaa]  Bill 
I,  Roral  AiMil  Attg.  13,  »S 


TaiifLB,  SirB.,  Wtrcttttr,  Kvtihan 
Coonoil  of  IndU  Bill,  IK.  *5T,  361,  369 
Snpplf— PobKd  BduoatioD,  569,  873 


Thouas,  Ur.  A.,  GlaMorgan,  £. 
Titbe  Rent-charge  Reoorer;  Bill,  Order   for 
Committee,  1107 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Mtrthj/r  Tgdvil 
Letters,  ConTe^anoa  of,  bjftailwi;  Com tuttiil'". 


Titlie  Bent-charge  BeooTSty  Bill 
t.  Order  for  Committee  Aug.  13,  1035 

[Bill  3J3] 
Oonaidered  in  Committee  Jiu.  13,  111 T  i  Jug. 

U,  1337 
Order  for  Oommlttee  ;  BUI  Witbdrawn   Aag. 
IS,  1101 

Tilht  Rmt'eharge  Reeovery  iill 
QMeitiont,  Mr.  DillvjD,  Mr.  S.  Leigliton,  Mr. 
G.  0.  Mornn,  Mr.  H.  Gardner  ;  Anawera, 
Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Troasor/  Aitg.  1,71; 
Queitions,  Hr.  Labouohera,  Hr.  Dillwf  d  ; 
Answer*,  Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Tn-asarj 
Aug,  3,  186  ;  Qaeition,  Sir  W.  Harcaurt ; 
ABtwer,  Tbe  Bpeaker  Aus-  16,  1187: 
Appeal  b)F  Sir  W.  IlaroourC— StatMnanta  of 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasor;— Pnint  of 
Order.  Hr.  BradUngb,  Hr.  0.  O.  Osborne, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Beatj,  Sir  W.  Haronurt ; 
Answer,  Tbe  Atiornef  General,  Mr. 
Speaker;  Qaertion,  Ur.  Labouahere  Aug. 
15,  1865 

Tithe  Bent-ohai^e  Beooverr  (Ho-  2)  Bill 

-   Ordered  ;  Read  l"*  Aug.  IS,  1509  [Bill  381J 

Toiujirsoir,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  frttton 
Light  Raltwij*  (Ireland)  Bill,  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  ftea.  131 
Movable  Dwellinga  Bill,  Oommlttee,  36i 
Naral  Manoarrei— Uilitarr  Forces,  179 

THKAflnaT— First  Lord  (u»  Smith,  Biirht 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbxasd£Y-~A  Lord  of  (#«  Mazwrll, 
Sir  H.  E.) 

TuBABtTRT— Financial  Soocetary  to  {m 
Jaossoii,  Ut.  W.  L.) 

TsEVBLYAH,  Bigfht  Hon.  Sir  0.    0., 
GlMgow,  BrtdgttOK. 
Ireland— Drapers'  Oompan;'*  Estate*,  838 

Trinity  Colltga  {BMin) 
Ratnrn  Ordaivd  Aag.  9,  SSI 


iBJj  tJNI  i  I N  D  E  i  }  UNI  WAti 

339. 

Truck    Act  Amendment  Act   (1887)>   Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 
Amendbnent  (No*  2)  Bill 

e.  Order  for  2B. ;  Bill  Withdrawn  Aug.  5.  424 

[BUI  99] 


Tbttbo,  Lord 

Army — ^Transport  for  Auxiliary  Foroes,  41 

Trust  Funds  Investment  Bill 

e.  Lords'  AmeodmenU  Agreed  to  Aug.  I,  160 

[BUI  361] 
Rojal  Assent  Aug.  12,  993 

Trustee  Savings  Banks 

Dorehuter,  Qoestions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Brad- 
laagh;  Aoswers,  The  Obanoellor  of  the 
Ezeheqoer  Aug,  12, 1017 

Limavady,  Qaetiion,  lAr.  llowell ;  Answer, 
The  GbanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer  Aug.  13, 
1131 :  Question,  Mr.  J.  M'Carthy ;  Answer, 
The  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  Aug.  15, 
1333 

MueeUtJUld,  Question,  Mr.  IloweU ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Aug.  16, 
1482  ;  Report  from  Select  Committee  Aug. 
2,260 

TuiTB,  lILt.  J.,  JFestmeathy  N. 

Ireland— -Antrim,  Roman  Catholic  Magistrates 
at,  1661 
Orangemen  and  Catholics,  1473 

Turkey 

Armenia  and  Turkey^  Questions,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers, Mr.  Coohrane-Baillie  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretarj  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  Aug, 
13,1140 

Armenia — Exiles,  Question,  Mr.  Channing  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Seoretarj  for  Foreign 
Aflkirs  Aug.  15,  1346 

Mouita  Bey,  Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretarj  for  Foreign 
AfliiirsJ.11^.  15,  1346 

TwEBDDALB,  Marquoss  of 
Local  GoTemment  (Scotland)  Bill,  2R.  30  ; 
Committee,  506,  520 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Light  Railwajs  (Ireland)  Bill,  Stonding  Com- 
mittee on  Trade,  Res.  127 

UxiTBD  StATBS 

Behring  Sees  Fieheriet-^Seizure  of  British 
Schooner  **  Black  Diamond,'*  Questions,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  Gourlej ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  Aug.  2, 
175 ;  Question,  Mr.  S.  UUl ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Attg.  8, 795 

Conemlar  Charges,  Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Mor- 
gan; Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Aflkirs  Aug.  15, 1326 


/.  Read  !••  Aug.  1, 5  [BiU  204) 

Read  2»  and  Committed  to  Committee  of  the 

Whole  House  Aug.  6,  531 
Considered  in  Committee  Amg.  8, 726 
Amendments  Reported  Aug.  9,  874 
Read  3**  and  Passed  Aug.  12, 1008 


Vhiv&rntiee,      Sfc,      {Scotland)    JMlic 

Mon&y 
Returns  Ordered  Aug.  6,  555 


Untversitg  Scotland 
Returns  Ordered  Aug.  6,  556 

Vacetnation  dote{Per8on$  Imprisoned^^c.) 
Address  for  Returns  Aug.  8,  764 

Prosecution  of  J.  Matthews,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Local  C&Temment  Board,  The  Attorney 
General,  The  Home  Secretary  Aug.  20, 
1757 

Venezuela 

Philippe  Vessel,  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  lor  Forsign  Aflkirs 
Aug,  8,  780  ;  Question,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Aflkin 
Aug.  19,  1659 

Venesueia    Panama    Odd    Mine    Compamg, 
Limited,  Questions,  Mr.  S.  BiU ; 
The  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Aug.  6,  536 

YiNOBNT,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Shefield,  Ceniral 
Board  of  Trade  Journal,  66 
Railways,  Regulations,  51 
GoTemment  Oflloes— Foreign  Matobet,  52 

Waddt,     Mr.     S.     D.,    LineoUteh^ 
Brigg 
Supply*— Embassies   and    Missions     Abroad, 
1540, 1546 
Ireland— Magistrates,  Res.  823, 824 
Tithe  Rent-charge  RecoTory  Bill^  Committee, 
1208, 1209 

Walbs 

Intermediate  and  Technical  Bducatien  BilU^ 
Welsh  Version,  Question,  Mr.  T.  EUis: 
Answer,  the  Vice  President  of  the  Concfl 
Aug,  2, 183 

Hangar — Voluntary  BdueaUen,  Question,  Kr. 
T.  Ellis :  Answers,  the  Vice  President  ef 
the  CouncU  Aug.  2, 182 

Wallace,  Mr.  B.,  Edinburgh,  E. 

Prince  of  Wales's  Childrwi  BUI,  Conmitlee, 

196,  197»  198 
Post  Ofllee— Edinbvifh— Of&oert,772 
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Wab  Dbpabtmbnt — Secretary  of  State 
(«M  Staithopb,  Bight  Hon.  £.) 

Wab  Depabtment — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {s00  Kabbis,  Lord) 

Wab  Depabtmbnt — ^Financial  Secretary 
(^mBbodbiok,  Hon.W.  St.  J.  P.) 

Wab  Depabtment  {see  Army) 

Watkdt,  Sir  E.  W.,  ffffihe 
Cejloa— Commiision  on  Evictions,  Ae,  1121 

Watson,  Lord 

Local  GoTernment  (Seotlftnd),  Bill,  Gom- 
miUee.  455,  456,  471,  475,  489,  493,  512, 
513,516,518 

PreTcntion  of  Craelty  to  and  Protection  of 
CbUdren  Bill,  Committee,  292,  316,  319 ; 
Goosidoration,  719 

UniTeraitiet  (Scotland)  Bill,  Gommittee,  735 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Qlaegow,  Camlachie 

British  Guiana— Gonstitutional  Reform,  552 

Frontier  Between,  and  Braiil,  553 
Yeneioela— PhiUipe's  Vessel,  780,  1659 

WAT8  AND  MEANS 

Inland  Revenue  Department-^Cab  Otonert  and 
the  Bxeiee  lAeeneee,  Qaestions,  Mr.  J. 
Rowlands ;  Answers,  The  Home  SecreUry 
Aug,  5,  325 

MetrcpolUan  CdUetortf  Qaestion,  Sir  G. 
B.  Powell ;  Answer,  The  Secretory  to  the 
Treasury  Aug.  12,  1017 

Siampe  and  Stores  Department,  Question, 
Mr.  Hajden  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Aug,  15, 1347 

Websteb,  Sir  B.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 

Factors  Bill,  Consideration,  230 

Interpretotion  Bill,  2R.  1247 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Tanner,  Dr..  Res.  120,  121 

Jerris's  Act,  794 

Marriages  (Basutoland,  &o.)  Bill,  3R.  231 

Parliament— Sittings  and  Adjoamment  of  the 
House.  Res.  1503 

Supply— British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
1419 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Rent  Recovery  Bill,  1359, 
1360  ;  Order  for  Committee,  1054,  1060, 
1065, 1077  ;  Committee,  1228,  1229,  1233, 
1234;  Committee,  1149.  1164,  1168,  1170, 
1173, 1175,  1176,  1179,  1183,  1184, 1195 

Vaccination  Acto  —  Prosecution  of  J.  H. 
Matthews,  1759 


Weetem  Auetralia  Caneiitution  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  W.  A. 
McArthur.  Bir.  Cbilders ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Aug.  1,  75 


West  Indies 

Mail  Contracts,  Question,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Aug,  20, 
1766 


Whitmoee,  Mr.  0.  A.,  Chelsea 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  51 

WiooiN,  Mr.  H.,    Staffordshire^  Bands- 

worth 

Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for; 
Committee,  1064 

Williams,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Olamorgan^  S, 

Supply— Royal  Irish  Gonstobulary,  601,  628 
Tithe  Rent-charge  Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 
Committee,  1071,  1073,  1074,  1076,  1077  ; 
Gommittee,   1158,1159,  1164,  1165,  1168, 
1172,  1173, 1179,  1184,  1197, 1227 

Wilson,  Mr.  0.  H.,  EuU,  W. 

Prince  of  Wales's  Children  Bill,  3  a.  347 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  York,  W.R.,  Holm- 
firth 

Education — Public  Elementary  Schools,  1761 
Ireland^ Alleged  Assault  by  Police,  1122 
Supply— British  and  Natural  History  Museums, 
1412 
Ireland— Chief    Secretary's    OfDces,    1823, 
1825,  1826 
Magistrates,  831,  837 
Technical  Instruction  Bill,  2Et.  1257 

WiNTEBBOTHAM,  Mr.  A.  B.,    Gloucester, 
Cireneester 

Parliament— Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the 

House,  Res.  1501 
Prevention  of  Cruelty   to  and  Protection  of 

Children    Bill,     Consideration    of    Lords' 

Amendments,  1286 
Supply— Public  Education,  648,  649 
Tithe  Rent-charge   Recovery  Bill,  Order  for 

Committee,  1100;  Committee,  1174,  1208 

Windward  Islands  Appeal  Coort   Bill 

c.   Considered    in   Committee    and    Reported ; 

Read  3"^  and  Passed  Aug  2,  262      [Bill  353] 
{.  Returned  from  Commons ;  Agreed  to  Aug,  5, 
S69  [BiU  156] 

Royal  Assent  Aug,  12, 993 

WoLHEB,  Viscount,  Rants,  Petersfield 

Parliament—Publication  of  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, 1756 
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Women's  Disabilitias  BemoTal  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  Re«d  !••  Aua.  2,  266     [Bill  863] 
Withdrawn  Auff.  8,  879 

WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Hanley 

Sopplf— Pott  Office,  1634 
Seienee  aad  Art  Department,  1385 

Works — ^First  Oommissioner  {see  Plttn- 
KBT,  Right  Hon.  D.  R.) 


WoBTUiT,  Mr.  0.  6.  Stuabt  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield^  HaUam 

Kensington,  Naieanoe  at,  1464 

Law  and  Jnstioe  and  Polioe— Hunter,  Simnel, 

Case  of,  1483 
Simons,  Geo. — Bodmin  Gaol,  1457 
Whiteebapel    Morders  —  William    WtlUee 

Brodie,  548 

Supply — Pajmentto  Ciril  Contingenoies,  161 3 
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ARMY    EXTRACTS- 

Extracts  from  Mansard  of  all  Questions,  Proceedings  and  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  the  Army. 

Complete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.      Subscription  One  Guinea. 

INDIA    EXTRACTS- 

Extracts  from  Mansard  of  all  Questions,  Proceedingd  and  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  Indian  afiPairs. 

Complete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.    Suhseription  One  Guinea. 

NAVY  EXTRACTS- 

Extract  from  Hansard  of  all  Questions,  Proceedings  an4  Debates  in  both 
Houses  relating  to  H.M.  Navy. 

Complete  in  One  Volume  for  the  Session  1889.      Suhseriptim  One  Guinea. 


EVENING   CONTINUATION    SCHOOLS- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (March  15,  1889),  on  the  Motion  by 
Mr.  Samttbl  Smith  ''Affirming  the  desirability  of  establishing  Evening 
Continuation  Schools."     Price  One  Shilling. 

SUGAR   CONVENTION    BILL- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (April  11th,  1889),  on  the  Introduction  and 
First  Reading  of  the  Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  carry  into  effect  the 
Convention  relating  to  Bounties  on  the  Exportation  of  Sugar.  Price 
One  Shilling. 

THE    BUDGET   SPEECH- 

Speech  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (the  Right  Hon.  G.  J.  Ooschen) 
in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  loth  April,  1889.     Price  Sixpence. 


THE   OPIUM    TRAFFIC- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (Hay  3,  1889),  on  Motion  by  Hr. 
8>aTH  relating  to  the  English  Policy  in  regard  to  the  Opinm  1 
China.    iViM  ftw  ShitltHg. 

LEASEHOLD    ENFRANCHISEMENT- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (Hay  1,  1889),  on  the  Second  Re 
the  "  Leasehold  Enfranchisement  Bill."     Priet  Sirpeiice. 


TROUBLES  AT  THE  GOLD  COAST- 

Debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  (May  3  and  6,  1889)  in  Comi 
Supply  on  the  Hassaore  of  Natires  in  the  Crepi  Conntry.  iVtw  7! 

LONDON    COAL    DUES- 

Verbatim  Beport  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Commona  on  the 
Beading  of  the  Coal  Duties  (London)  Abohtion  Bill  (May  22, 1889 
Bixpenes. 

Verbatim  Beport  of  Debate  in  the  Honse  of  Commons  on  Terms  o 
ence  to  the  Select  Committee  (June  19,  1889).    iVw«  Sixpmee. 

Verbatim  Beport  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Tjords  on  the  Second 
(July  S,  1889).    Frief  8iep»M». 

ROYAL    GRANTS- 

Complete  Verbatim  Beport  of  the  Proceedings  in  both  Houses  ol 
ment  on  the  Froriuon  to  be  Made  for  the  Children  of  His  Boyal  1 
ths  Frinoe  of  Wales.    Paper  Boards.    PricM  Tm  SkiUingi. 

TECHNICAL    INSTRUCTION    BILL- 

Complete  Verbatim  Beportof  the  Frooeedinge  in  both  Houses  of  Pai 
iVfco  One  SktUing. 
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